MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS

The 4588 meeting of the Brisbane City Council,

held at City Hall, Brisbane

on Tuesday 7 May 2019
at 2pm
Prepared by: 

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

TABLE OF CONTENTS

iTABLE OF CONTENTS


1PRESENT:


1OPENING OF MEETING:


2APOLOGY:


2MINUTES:


2PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:


4QUESTION TIME:


18CONSIDERATION OF RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE DURING RECESS:


18ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE (Adoption report)


59A
REPORT OF THE AUDIT COMMITTEE MEETING ON 7 MARCH 2019


59B
CONTRACTS AND TENDERING – REPORT TO COUNCIL OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR JANUARY 2019


63C
CONTRACTS AND TENDERING – REPORT TO COUNCIL OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR FEBRUARY 2019


68D
EXTENSION OF WESTPAC MASTER (OPERATING LEASE) RENTAL FACILITY AGREEMENT


70E
RESUMPTION OF LAND FOR THE WINDSOR SPORTS AND COMMUNITY PARK


72F
MAJOR AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – PACKAGE B


73G
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – LEASE AND OPERATION OF THE ITHACA SWIMMING POOL


78H
ALTERATION OF THE MEMBERSHIPS OF COUNCIL’S STANDING COMMITTEES


79I
APPOINTMENT OF EDWARD JAMES INNES MACKAY AS COUNCILLOR FOR WALTER TAYLOR WARD AND HIS MEMBERSHIP OF COUNCIL’S STANDING COMMITTEES


80NOTATION OF DECISIONS OF THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE AS DELEGATE OF COUNCIL:


80ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE (Information report)


90A
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR ROAD PROFILING SERVICES




95B
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR THE DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF THE HANLON PARK REDEVELOPMENT


101C
NEW DEFENCE SERVICE LEAVE POLICY AND MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING WITH THE AUSTRALIAN DEFENCE FORCE


101D
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – INCREASE IN THE PERMITTED CONTRACT EXPENDITURE AUTHORITY FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE GREEN CAMP ROAD CORRIDOR UPGRADE


104E
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR THE SUPPLY AND DELIVERY OF TRUCKS


109F
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR THE QUEEN STREET MALL TENANCY REVITALISATION


114NOTATION OF DECISIONS OF THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE AS DELEGATE OF THE COUNCIL:


114ENVIRONMENT, PARKS AND SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE


118A
PARK NAMING – FORMAL NAMING OF A SECTION OF PARKLAND AT TOM O’NEIL PARK, OXLEY, AS ‘ROBERT VICKERS PLACE’


119B
PARK NAMING – FORMAL NAMING OF A PLAYGROUND NODE WITHIN McPHERSON PARK, AS ‘BRACKEN RIDGE CENTRAL LIONS CLUB PLAYGROUND’


120C
PARK NAMING – FORMAL NAMING OF THE PARK EASEMENT WITHIN A SECTION OF GRACEVILLE MEMORIAL PARK, GRACEVILLE, TO ‘LT MAURICE LITTLE WAY’


122D
PARK NAMING – FORMAL NAMING OF THE PLAYGROUND IN JUBILEE PARK AT 52 CROWN STREET, BARDON, TO ‘BRIAN McGRATH PLAYGROUND’


123E
PARK NAMING – FORMAL NAMING OF THE PARK CURRENTLY KNOWN AS BENEKE STREET PARK, 583 HAMILTON ROAD, CHERMSIDE, TO ‘PACKER PLACE’


124F
PARK NAMING – FORMAL NAMING OF THREE PARCELS OF LAND AT 19‑23 QUIRK STREET, THE GAP, TO ‘FISH CREEK PARK’


125G
PARK NAMING – FORMAL NAMING OF A PARK SHELTER NODE WITHIN PACKER PLACE, THE BOULEVARD, CHERMSIDE, TO ‘BARRY’S PLACE’


126FIELD SERVICES COMMITTEE


126A
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL INSPECT A TREE DUE TO SAFETY CONCERNS IN LIQUIDAMBAR PLACE PARK, STRETTON


128B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REMOVE THE KERBSIDE TREES NEXT TO THE ENTRANCE TO AVEO SUNNYBANK GREEN RETIREMENT VILLAGE AT 239 McCULLOUGH STREET, SUNNYBANK


129C
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL REMOVE THE TWO OVERSIZED TREES OUTSIDE 3 STODDART COURT, CARINDALE, WHICH CAUSE ONGOING ENVIRONMENTAL, FINANCIAL, AND HEALTH AND SAFETY ISSUES TO RESIDENTS


131D
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REMOVE TWO DANGEROUS TREES LOCATED ON COUNCIL LAND ADJACENT TO 5 BELLTHORPE PLACE, FOREST LAKE


133E
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL RETURF THE DOG OFF-LEASH AREA AT POWERHOUSE PARK, NEW FARM, WITH SHADE TOLERANT GRASS


134LIFESTYLE AND COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE


138A
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL POSTPONES THE SYNTHETIC SURFACE PROJECT AT TERALBA PARK, EVERTON PARK


140B
PETITION – OBJECTING TO FOOTPATH DINING IN CHARACTER RESIDENTIAL AREAS


142C
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL RECOGNISE THE VIETNAMESE COMMUNITY’S HERITAGE FLAG


144PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS:


145GENERAL BUSINESS:


158QUESTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN:




PRESENT:

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

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

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

	Krista ADAMS (Holland Park) (Deputy Mayor)
Adam ALLAN (Northgate)

Matthew BOURKE (Jamboree)

Amanda COOPER (Bracken Ridge)

Fiona HAMMOND (Marchant) 

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

Ian McKENZIE (Coorparoo)

Ryan MURPHY (Doboy)
Kate RICHARDS (Pullenvale)

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

Charles STRUNK (Forest Lake)


	
	Queensland Greens Councillor (and Ward)

Jonathan SRI (The Gabba)


	
	Independent Councillor (and Ward)
Nicole JOHNSTON (Tennyson)


OPENING OF MEETING:

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

In a demonstration of Council’s commitment to openness, transparency, accountability and accessibility, on 20 November of last year a motion was supported by all Councillors to introduce video streaming of Council meetings as soon as practicable. The motion was:


(1) 
that a video including audio will be streamed as soon as practical for each full meeting of Brisbane City Council by Council officers and made available for the general public free of charge via the Brisbane City Council website and

(2) 
as debate in the Council Chamber has no immunity under the law, unlike other levels of government, Councillors acknowledge that they may be sued or prosecuted for things they say during Council meetings and are willing to indemnify Council against potential litigation and damages arising from their actions in the Chamber.


Today’s meeting is the first to be publicly streamed on Council’s corporate website via YouTube. The intention is not to capture community members attending Council meetings they are observing, but inadvertent capture may occur and is unavoidable. The conditions of entry into the Council Chamber now include advice that Council meetings are streamed on the internet and archived recordings of Council meetings will also be accessible on the internet. Entry into Council Chambers means acknowledgement that you may be captured on the stream.


Are there any apologies?

APOLOGY:

676/2018-19
An apology was submitted on behalf of Councillors David McLACHLAN and Angela OWEN, and they were granted leave of absence from the meeting on the motion of Councillor Adam ALLAN, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Point of order, Mr Chair. We were going to ask that each of those apologies be taken separately, or for seriatim, because we have some concern about it and would like to vote accordingly in relation to those Councillors not being here today.

Chair:
That’s not usual practice. We usually take them as a block and that has been historical—
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I understand that, Mr Chair, but we do have concerns about Councillor OWEN not being here today.

Chair:
We will stick to the normal processes, thanks Councillor GRIFFITHS. 
Alright, the confirmation of minutes please.
MINUTES:

677/2018-19
The Minutes of the 4586 (ordinary) and the 4587 (special) meetings held on 26 March 2019 and 8 April 2019, respectively, copies of which had been forwarded to each Councillor, were presented, taken as read and confirmed on the motion of Councillor Adam ALLAN, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:
Ms Amy Cobb – Programs and services provided by OzHarvest Brisbane
Chair: 
We have a public participant today. I’d like to call on Ms Amy Cobb who will address the Chamber on programs and services provided by OzHarvest Brisbane.


When you’re ready please proceed Ms Cobb. You have five minutes.

Ms Amy Cobb:
Good afternoon Mr Chair, LORD MAYOR, Councillors. I’d like to begin by acknowledging the Jagera and Turrbal people and pay my respects to the Elders past, present and emerging. My grandma is in the gallery today and she was telling me that our family has a rich history in local government. She told me that my great grandfather, Ray Paynter, was the youngest Chair of the Barcoo Shire Council and although Brisbane is home now, my family’s deep connection to the bush has brushed off on me. In a country kitchen every ingredient is valued and nothing goes to waste, drought and distance makes sure of that and whilst I don’t miss the brined and boiled ox tongue for tea, that philosophy and the value of food has stayed with me.


In the short time I have today I’ll do three things: I’ll help you understand the benefits of redirecting excess food; I’ll show you that we need to stop food waste at the beginning of the cycle, not the end; and I’ll leave you with my belief that Brisbane, as a city, could be the world leader for fighting food waste.


OzHarvest is Australia’s leading food rescue organisation and it was founded in 2004 by Ronni Khan. It began with a really simple concept, let’s save good food from going to landfill and let’s deliver it to people in need. Every day across Brisbane our yellow vans are in the loading docks at Woolworths or QPAC or out to the airport rescuing good food. Meat, dairy, beautiful fresh produce and even that Byron Bay Cookie that you see on the plane, we pick up that food and we drop it directly to local communities. Organisations like Zillmere Community Centre where parcels are packed for local vulnerable families, pensioners and refugees, or Wesley Mission Community Meal just up the road where John transforms gorgeous rescue food into a healthy and hearty meal for people on the street.


We know there’s no shortage of excess food. Brisbane residents waste 78 million kilograms of food each year. At a household level—we all do it—it’s about one in five shopping bags that will end up in the bin. Despite this, four million Australians experienced food insecurity in the last year. These statistics have a human face too. Recently I was talking to a lady who runs a women’s shelter. She was telling me that when our van pulled up in that driveway it’s not just food being delivered. Because of what we do and the food release we provide she can do so much more. She can provide more essentials to women who show up with nothing, she can provide more support for women who are in need and she can provide more staff hours.


Now the impact and outcomes may change, but the story is the same for our school breakfast programs or church groups who are providing parcels for local families or crisis accommodation or refugee support groups. Our purpose is to nourish our country and in the last eight years OzHarvest Brisbane has delivered 13.3 million meals. We’ve diverted over 4.5 million kilograms of good food from landfill in Brisbane.


While we might be best known for our yellow vans in and out of loading docks that is only one way to eliminate food waste. Innovation and education are critical. As the old saying goes: give someone a fish and they’ll eat for a day, teach them to fish and they’ll eat for a lifetime. Our education program NEST has provided nice, easy, simple tips to nearly 10,000 vulnerable Australians since 2012. We’ve recently launched FEAST, a new education program designed to teach kids about sustainability, food waste and nutrition using hands on cooking and enquiry-based learning.


We know Brisbane City Council is committed to a clean, green city with less landfill, and Love Food Hate Waste is a great way to educate residents with all the information they need to reduce food waste at home. Imagine the good that could happen if Australia’s leading organisation for food rescue partnered with Australia’s leading Council for addressing food waste. Your financial support would be welcome and at the moment 90% of our funding comes from philanthropy and corporate support. $100,000 keeps one yellow van on the road for a year. Every dollar donated in OzHarvest means we can deliver two meals to people in need. With your support we could feed more Brisbane residents and keep more quality food from going in the bin and ending up in our landfill. But that’s just the start, we could combine your strengths with our strengths to be greater than the sum of our parts.


I would love the opportunity to sit down with each of you to talk about what we could achieve. If we work together and developed ideas to achieve our shared objectives, Brisbane as a city could be the world leader in food waste reduction. Now OzHarvest is up for that challenge and I really hope you are too.

Chair:
Ms Cobb I’m going to have to—thank you—thank you, but your time has expired. Could you please take a seat?

Ms Amy Cobb:
Thank you. Was that bang on five minutes?

Chair:
So can I invite the LORD MAYOR or a Councillor of a Committee to respond?

Response by Councillor Vicki HOWARD, Chair of the Field Services Committee

Chair:
Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Chair, and good afternoon Amy and good afternoon Amy’s grandma up in the Chamber. Amy it’s always such a pleasure—sorry, my name is Vicki HOWARD and I’m the Councillor for Central Ward and I’m also the Chair of Field Services. I’d like to begin by thanking you for taking the time to join us this afternoon both to share OzHarvest’s story and to speak to the fantastic work your organisation does out in the community.


As you correctly pointed out, each and every day there is a huge volume of good food that goes to waste in our nation’s hospitality industry. By collecting that quality excess food from commercial outlets and delivering it directly to charities across the country, OzHarvest is providing a phenomenal level of support for people in need. The statistics that you’ve provided on the level of OzHarvest operations speak for themselves. It’s truly a commendable organisation.


I’m also particularly interested in OzHarvest’s educational programs and you’ve spoken today about NEST and FEAST. It’s important that people have the skills and the knowledge to nurture themselves to healthier eating choices and I would encourage all residents to look at attending one of your hands on cooking and nutrition workshops. I have been there myself. I’m not good at the cooking part of it but I certainly have enjoyed participating. Sustainability is a big part of Council as an organisation and our vision for Brisbane into the future. Once again, your FEAST program which teaches kids about food waste and sustainable is a fantastic initiative.


Can I please extend my thanks to some of the kind words you’ve offered on Council’s sustainability initiatives and, in particular, Council’s Love Food Hate Waste program? As a Council we are committed to working together with residents to reduce food waste with Brisbane residents, as you said, throwing away about 78,000 tonnes of food in 2017-18. So we’ve set about, of course, looking at the Love Food Hate Waste campaign and these actions have included being more mindful about storing food, getting creative with leftovers and taking up the six-week food waste challenge. But there’s always more to be done. That’s why in March Council joined two-time world champion netballer Laura Geitz to launch this year’s six-week food waste challenge as part of Council’s Love Food Hate Waste program.


I’d like to thank the more than 1,000 residents who’ve signed up to the challenge so far. Council’s Love Food Hate Waste program also joins our community composting hubs program with over 20 community composting hubs across the city that help to decrease organic waste for landfill and convert food scraps into a valuable resource for soil. Residents who participate in the community composting hub program have already helped to save more than 245,000 litres of organic waste from ending up in landfill which shows how much of an impact we can have by simply being more conscious of the way we dispose of our waste.


You’ve flagged the potential for partnership between Council and OzHarvest and that is something I would be more than happy to speak with you about further. Thank you very much.

Chair:
Thank you Councillor HOWARD and thank you Ms Cobb for coming in. 
QUESTION TIME:

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

Councillor ALLAN.
Question 1

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair, my question is to the LORD MAYOR. As the new LORD MAYOR of Brisbane can you outline some of your priorities heading into the next 12 months including building on Brisbane’s clean and green reputation?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you Councillor ALLAN for the question. Absolutely one of my top priorities and the priorities of this Administration is making sure we protect our green space and deliver more parkland and greenspace for the people of Brisbane. As our city grows this is going to be more and more important and it is a top priority for us going forward.


I was pleased to be out in Burbank this morning confirming the news that Council has acquired 700 hectares of bushland in this term. So in the past just over three years, 700 hectares of bushland has been acquired. That is seven million square metres of land that is being protected through this program. It’s part of an accelerated bushland acquisition program that we announced in the lead up to the last Council election in 2016 and one that we have been progressing with in earnest since then. Each of those hectares of land not only provides more greenspace for our community but protects vital habitat for wildlife as well and, in particular, for koalas.


In the part of the world I was this morning in Burbank, it is part of the Brisbane Koala Bushland and not only have we been purchasing land to bring it into the Council estate, in terms of conservation reserves, we’ve also been planting trees on that land as well in areas that have been previously cleared. So examples this morning, we saw land that was partially treed and land that had been partially cleared—previously had buildings or homes on them—those buildings have been removed and trees have been planted. Already we have planted 130,000 trees this year on Council land right across the city—
Councillor interjecting 

LORD MAYOR:
It’s interesting being at the level of government where the rubber this the road. Other people talk about the environment, other people talk about our greenspace, we actually deliver. We’re planting the trees, we’re buying the bushland and we’re creating a cleaner, greener future for our city. That’s not all, because today in the E&C reports coming through there is an item, item E, that relates to the purchase of properties out in Windsor, on Cullen Street and Northey Street, which relate to acquisition of land to provide new parkland. We know Northey Street and the parkland that’s already there gets so well used—and you would know this as well, Mr Chair, very closely—that there is a massive demand for more parkland in that part of Brisbane. So we’re buying up these houses, we will remove these houses and we will create a new larger park for local residents to enjoy.


So I know that you, Mr Chair, will be very interested in working with residents to develop a plan for that site going forward to determine what the best use of it is. We have had over the years a number of properties that have been previously purchased in that site through the flood buy-back program. So we’re just finalising the acquisition of these four properties so we can deliver what will be a 16,000 square metre piece of parkland for the community to benefit from going forward.


This is a key part of our agenda, as I have mentioned, protecting our greenspace, providing and buying new parkland, opening it up for the community. I’m excited today to see the progress that’s already been made, but one thing I can talk about as well is our plan to invest CBIC (City of Brisbane Investment Corporation) dividends into buying parkland. This was announced on 8 April and I can confirm today that the dividend for the next financial year will be $20 million from CBIC—
Councillors interjecting

LORD MAYOR:
So that’s a $20 million injection into buying new land for parkland for the residents of Brisbane—
Councillors interjecting 

LORD MAYOR:
That’s $20 million in just 12 months, $20 million the next financial year that we will be able to invest for the future of the city. I can’t think of a better way to put the dividends of our future fund other than creating parkland and greenspace like this. It is a true future fund that creates a liveable, clean, green city for the future not only for current residents but for future generations. I think that is the big part of ensuring that Brisbane remains such a liveable and fantastic place to live going forward.


With this investment of $20 million, we will buy land for parkland, we will work with local communities to create new parks that don’t currently exist. I’m so excited to see this agenda item going forward today and I’m sure it will have the support of all Councillors when it comes up for a debate and vote, but it is a big part of our agenda going forward. Adding to this—
Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you.

Chair:
Any further questions? 
Councillor CASSIDY.
Question 2

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Mr Chair. My question is for the Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, Councillor HAMMOND.


Councillor HAMMOND, we’ve all just heard the new LORD MAYOR, Councillor SCHRINNER, say your Administration needs to protect greenspace in Brisbane. As a member of this tired, old Administration do you regret voting to sell off Council owned bushland at Bicentennial Road, Boondall, for high density development when Councillor SCHRINNER oversaw this as Finance Chair?

Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you Councillor CASSIDY for the question and I am delighted to be part of this team under LORD MAYOR Adrian SCHRINNER to protect and purchase bushland for future years across our city. I am delighted that we have a commitment on this side of the Chamber to buy new parkland like the one that’s coming through this afternoon in Councillor WINES’ area—
Councillors interjecting 

Councillor HAMMOND:
This side of the Chamber has had a strong commitment to preserving bushland for many years. This has come about as far back as when Sallyanne Atkinson put through her ideas about the bushland preservation. I am delighted to stand here today and support this LORD MAYOR and this Administration on purchasing over 700 hectares of bushland preservation—
Councillors interjecting 

Councillor HAMMOND:
To the second part of your question, Councillor CASSIDY, I’m happy to take it on notice to get more details and get back to you later on in the meeting. Thank you.

Chair:
Further questions? 
Councillor WYNDHAM.
Question 3

Councillor WYNDHAM:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Mr Chair, my question is to the Chair of Public and Active Transport Committee, Councillor MURPHY. Councillor MURPHY as Chair representing the City of Brisbane, responsible for active travel and our Metro project in particular and five new green bridges, could you please update the Chamber on the significant benefits this program of works will have on our city.

Chair:
Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Well thank you very much, Chair. I thank Councillor WYNDHAM for the question because I know just how interested Councillor WYNDHAM is in seeing a greater public transport future here in Brisbane. I know his son is a bus driver, he loves driving buses and he cannot wait to see what the future has in store for public transport here in Brisbane.


Chair, if this Council, this Administration, has been known for anything over the past decade it’s been for building road infrastructure. Is that fair to say?


Yes. So we have built—we have delivered $7 billion worth of road infrastructure over the last decade. Now that is an enormous amount of projects for any government to deliver, let alone a city council. Let’s just recap: we delivered the Clem7 Tunnel, the North-South Bypass Tunnel. We were part of delivering Airport Link, which we handed over to the State Government and is now in operation. We built and delivered Legacy Way, and remembering the Labor Party didn’t even want us to go out to tender for Legacy Way, former Councillor Sutton just wanted to—I don’t know—just have anyone build it, I guess, no tender process there. We’ve delivered the Go Between Bridge, upgrades to Telegraph Road and most recently we opened just last month the $28 million upgrade to Green Camp Road out in Doboy Ward. We’ve also delivered 90 local congestion busting projects which we promised at the last election already and the time to the next election isn’t even up yet.


Now these projects have done wonders for our city. If we didn’t build them, we would be drowning in congestion but we’ve seen across the world—and even in Brisbane after all this investment—that it is achievable to ease congestion but it is impossible to outbuild it. The generational change that we’ve seen here in City Hall means that we will be changing the way we build infrastructure in our city. We’re saying that the best thing that we can do for traffic congestion is not always to build more roads but it’s to get more cars off our existing roads and building Brisbane Metro and our five new green bridges will do just that.


These are two major projects for our city, a sum investment of $1.5 billion that will ensure residents across our city get home quicker and safer—that is what residents want from their Council and that is what we will be giving them. Metro and the green bridges combined will get more cars off our road and give our residents more choice when it comes to travelling. It means more convenience, it means better access and it means more travel options meaning the residents can spend less time on the road and more time doing what’s important.


The LORD MAYOR has said his main aim is to make the Brisbane of tomorrow better than the Brisbane of today and the Brisbane Metro project will help us reach that goal, Chair, but how does it do this? Twenty-one kilometres of high frequency, high capacity transport that will get buses off Victoria Bridge where they just sit there queueing up interminably and out of the city—out of the CBD—which means more services out in the suburbs. Metro vehicles will service every five minutes throughout the day, three minutes during the peak and non-stop over the weekend providing 24-hour service during those times of high demand. Eighteen Metro stations along the metro alignment will ensure access to many inner city and outer suburban suburbs, but we can’t have a Metro network without a depot to house the vehicles. During the recess, the State Government approved the transfer of land at Rochedale for the required Metro depot.


It’s really good news to have this project sorted and I congratulate the State Government on coming to the table with this, but we still have a large number of paperwork approvals from the State which we have not received. Although there could be better cooperation from State Government politicians in delivering the Metro, we certainly know they’re keen on helping us with the five new green bridges. Last year we received some funding from the State to prepare the business case for the bridge from Kangaroo Point to the CBD and making great headway with this piece of concept design work and it is nearing completion. We hope to be able to bring an update to the Chamber on that very soon.


The residents of West End will have significant investment put into their suburb with bridges linking St Lucia to Toowong and these bridges will do wonders for travel time savings between the north and the south of the river and I commend the projects, Chair.

Chair:
Any further questions?

Councillor CUMMING.
Question 4

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Mr Chair, my question is for the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR, I refer to the apology from Councillor OWEN for not attending today’s meeting. Can you confirm the ratepayers of Calamvale are paying Councillor’s OWEN’s salary while she’s campaigning for a Federal seat that does not include any part of her ward? What steps have you taken to ensure she is not using Council assets such as her ward office and ratepayer funded car for her campaign?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you Councillor CUMMING for the question. Councillor OWEN is very familiar and aware of the rules in relation to what is appropriate when someone is running for an election. I know that she is taking the steps necessary to do everything possible to make sure that those rules are adhered to, as the appropriate thing.


Now Councillor CUMMING would be aware that many people in this place have sought election at various times to other levels of government. Whether it be State or Federal that is the democratic right of people to do and I certainly don’t think people should be denied the opportunity to put their hat into the ring for those type of positions because, as we know, local government is a fantastic grassroots entry into the field of government. I think local government groundings certainly stand people in good stead when it comes to other levels of government as well.


Having said that, I believe that the arrangements in place for Councillor OWEN would be the same as for other Councillors that have remained Councillors in this place and contest at elections and they include people like the former Labor Leader—
Councillor CUMMING:
Point of order—
LORD MAYOR:
—of the Opposition Milton Dick—
Councillor CUMMING:
Point of order. Point of order, Mr Chair. The first part of the question was: is Councillor OWEN’s salary still being paid by the rate payers of Calamvale. Could you answer that part of the question please?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, please carry on—
LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. As I was saying, this is no different to other situations that have occurred in this place where Councillors have contested other levels of government—
Councillor interjecting

LORD MAYOR:
—and Councillor Dick I recall very well was actually not only being paid as a Councillor while he was a candidate for the Federal election, he was being paid as the Leader of the Opposition—
Councillors interjecting 

LORD MAYOR:
—which is a significantly higher level than a standard Councillor would be paid. So, the last time I checked—
Councillors interjecting 

LORD MAYOR:
—the last time I checked Councillor OWEN was a Councillor in this place and all Councillors are remunerated and so that is consistent with Council policy and I would be surprised if there was any other arrangement in place. So that question essentially answers itself and I’m sure Labor wouldn’t ask a question they didn’t know the answer to there, they’re simply trying to make a point. But Councillor CUMMING would be very careful when he’s asking questions that relate to running for other levels of government because I remember when Councillor CUMMING was nominated for the State seat of Lytton—

Councillors interjecting 

LORD MAYOR:
He wanted to be a pre-selection candidate for the State seat of Lytton—that was 2011. Now the difference between Councillor CUMMING and Councillor OWEN is that he didn’t get pre-selected, whereas Councillor OWEN did get pre-selected and was supported by her party to run for this election—
Councillors interjecting 

LORD MAYOR:
Councillor—
Chair:
Can Councillors cease interjecting please and allow the LORD MAYOR to answer his question.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Councillor CUMMING at the time attempted to run for Lytton in the lead up to the 2012 election. He probably thanks his lucky stars that he wasn’t pre-selected at that time because Labor did not win the seat of Lytton at that election and so we’re blessed with his presence here as a result. But the reality is Councillor CUMMING knows it is part of the healthy democratic process that we have where Councillors can nominate for other levels of government and Councillor OWEN is a Councillor in this place and so that is not—
Councillors interjecting 

LORD MAYOR:
—is consistent with what has happened—
Chair:
LORD MAYOR—


Councillor JOHNSTON you’ve interjected quite a deal through the answer to this question. Could you please cease interjecting? 
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. So while someone continues as a Councillor in this place then they are remunerated, that is the way the process works. But I am aware though that other levels of government have some interesting policies where say, for example, if you’re a State Government employee and you’re contesting an election, you’re actually required to take leave whether paid or unpaid during that election process. So at the State Government level if you’re running for State Parliament you’re required to take leave so this is not an unusual or outrageous thing.


Councillor OWEN is not doing anything inappropriate here. She is simply abiding by the rules that govern us here. She is a Councillor and that is the fact of the matter. I would say that when residents contact Councillor OWEN for assistance on Council matters they are provided that assistance and I’m aware that that continues to occur as you would expect for a sitting Councillor.

Chair:
Thank you LORD MAYOR. 
Any further questions? 
Councillor RICHARDS.
Question 5

Councillor RICHARDS:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, Councillor HAMMOND. Councillor HAMMOND, as the new Chair responsible for maintaining Brisbane’s clean and green agenda, can you outline what your goals are in your role as Chair and some of the significant achievements this Administration has reached so far.

Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you Councillor RICHARDS for the question and I’m so excited to take on the role as Chair of Environment, Parks and Sustainability. I am keen to help the LORD MAYOR deliver new greenspaces for the city as well as continue the amazing work that is already going on right now. This portfolio is diverse and exciting. We deal with the important things that sometimes people don’t see or even think about such as a stormwater drainage. We also have huge and highly visible projects such as parkland upgrades including the Moggill District Sports Park and turning a concrete drain into a natural waterway in Hanlon Park.


We buy parkland through our LGIP (Local Government Infrastructure Plan) such as Carl Street Park in Woolloongabba and bushland through Council’s Bushland Acquisition Program. Today, LORD MAYOR Adrian SCHRINNER announced that we have purchased over 700 hectares through our $120 million fast track program to acquire 750 hectares by 2020— 
Councillors interjecting 

Councillor HAMMOND:
As part of this bushland buyback, Councillor RICHARDS, there’s a 16.9 hectare site in your ward down at Kholo and that is only one of the 34 sites across our city in Brisbane. One of the most recent acquisitions which I am very excited about in my ward and portfolio is the 1.9 hectares of land in 17 Brentwick Street, Chermside. This land is an important part of the Mountains to Mangroves Corridor and in a big way continues the work that the former Councillor Terry Hampson and Jim Wilding did for the Mountains to Mangroves project.


The land acquired by the Bushland Acquisition Program includes significant koala habitat areas, land forming parts of important ecological corridors and threatened ecosystem and land providing opportunity to restore endangered vegetation. Land across our whole city has been purchased through the bushland acquisition. Some of these suburbs of Kholo, Brighton, Mount Crosby, Bracken Ridge, Carindale, Wakerley, Burbank, The Gap and of course Mt Coot‑tha. The land that is purchased is turned into conservation reserves with most becoming accessible to the public to ensure everyone can enjoy Brisbane’s unique natural environment.


The Bushland Acquisition Program helps to protect and enhance Brisbane’s natural environment. Brisbane currently has almost 37% of natural green cover and this program plays an important role in helping to ensure this stays on track to reach the 40% by 2031 which is our goal. Residents of Brisbane love our natural areas which is why we continue to invest in them and protect and enhance. In my role as Chair, I take courage over Oxley Creek Transformation Master Plan that was released in September last year with the first major milestone for the Oxley Creek Transformation project and will guide future initiatives such as recreational trails, adventure parklands, birdwatching, community facilities and a whole corridor environmental and economic strategies.


Oxley Creek and its surrounds have endured a long history of agriculture, sandmining, industrial uses, unregulated land filling, illegal dumping and waterways treatment operations. This has resulted in significant impacts on environmental quality and health. Oxley Creek Transformation is building on the hard work and commitment of catchment groups, local Council, State Government and Federal Government, Indigenous communities and hundreds of volunteers who have laboured to revitalise the creek for decades. This project will open up new lifestyle and leisure opportunities for residents and tourists, enhance the creeks attractiveness and deliver green economic initiatives that meet the community’s expectations and deliver value for money.


It will activate existing spaces and create new places for people to gather, relax, play, connect with others or just purely enjoy the nature. Everybody loves a koala and this role—
Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND, your time has expired.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you.

Chair:
Any further questions? 

Councillor CUMMING.
Question 6

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Mr Chair, my question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR I refer to your former ward of Chandler which now has no local government representative after your elevation to position of LORD MAYOR. Can you tell the people of Chandler if the seat will remain vacant until after 18 May in case LNP Bonner candidate Ross Vasta needs to be parachuted into a Council ward?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR—
Councillors interjecting 

Chair:
Now Councillor JOHNSTON, you’ve been interjecting all day, please. 
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you Councillor CUMMING. Look, I know you’re very concerned about the people of Chandler but I think—I suspect that you’re more concerned about Ross Vasta because you seem to have some vendetta against him from when he ran against you in Council but that’s okay—
Councillors interjecting 

LORD MAYOR:
Look, I can say this, under the City of Brisbane Act when there’s a vacancy in Council as a result of a resignation of a Councillor or a retirement of a Councillor, that vacancy must be filled within two months, is my understanding. The LNP is aware of that timeframe and they have been asked to put forward a nomination within that two-month period.


In the meantime, I can tell you that the people of Chandler Ward still have a Councillor living within the boundaries and that’s myself. I will remain living in the Chandler Ward and certainly if there are any issues that they need assistance with we’re making sure that Council provides them with that support. So, Councillor CUMMING, I can simply say that to your question we expect that the LNP will put forward a nomination within that two-month period in accordance with the City of Brisbane Act and I am looking forward to working with whoever that Councillor will be at the time that they are appointed.

Chair:
Further questions? 
Councillor McKENZIE.
Question 7

Councillor McKENZIE:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Mr Chair, my question is to the Chair of the Lifestyle and Community Services Committee Councillor MATIC. Councillor MATIC, Council’s Lifestyle division has not been resting on its laurels whilst Council has been in recess. Can you detail for the Chamber the highlights of Lifestyle’s achievement during this period?

Chair:
Councillor MATIC.

Councillor MATIC:
Thank you. I’m pleased to be able to update the Chamber on the significant amount of work that the Lifestyle and Community Services division is undertaking in improving our facilities, enhancing our services and supporting the arts. As Councillors would know, this Administration has a strong commitment to upgrading our swimming pools and has been undertaking those works throughout this term.


We are in the process now of moving through that list of enhancements and I’m pleased to be able to inform the Chamber that the Musgrave Park swimming pool for example in late April—the swimming pool was emptied and the construction works have commenced on what is a significant investment of $5.6 million on a refurbishment that will see even better services to the swimming pool, addressing the issues around disability compliance and enhancing the experience of all of the many people that do use this pool as one of our very popular ones.


Also, I’m able to inform the Chamber that the work on the Bracken Ridge library has commenced and that construction works have started and that it is progressing well. The key milestones around the Bracken Ridge library are two part in that the library is on track and progressing well with the slab which was poured on 29 April and then on top of that, Mr Chair, works are already well in progress on the Toowong Library refurbishment project. That project has gained approval and will be commencing construction shortly. It is a very popular library and the enhancements are to the existing facilities there but also to the meeting rooms which are very heavily utilised within that local community.

These are the kind of refurbishments and commitments that this Administration has towards enhancing our pools unlike those opposite, Mr Chairman, who in the deep dark days of the past, whose role was to close down pools, to sell off land to private developers to build their own buildings and that in Toowong for example, I still have community members that still lament the decision of the then Soorley Administration in selling that land rather than investing it because the opportunity for a pool was well and truly gone. But this Administration continues that strong commitment to making sure that we meet those needs of a growing community and that we continue to advance all of our pools for disability compliance.


Now on top of that, our commitment to our halls continues and we’ve seen significant improvements in some of the facilities, for example in Upper Kedron Hall with the air-conditioning being completed. The electrical upgrades and the full commissioning of the new air-conditioning system was completed at the Upper Kedron Community Hall. Now Council, this Administration again, continues its strong investment within our local facilities because we understand the importance that they have within community for all organisations, not‑for‑profits, local groups, hobby groups and so forth who cannot or should not have to pay commercial rates for the uses of facilities so these halls and these facilities are absolutely fundamental to their existence and to their enjoyment. As an Administration we want to make sure that they have the best service that they possibly can. 


Now on top of that, we’ve also recently undertaken a significant upgrade of works at the Brisbane Planetarium. Now the Planetarium is, of course, one of our most popular facilities but what we’re seeing now, Mr Chair, is the opportunity to enhance that even further through the projection system. By being able to do this we’re going to have a new state of the art digital system providing a fourfold increase in both image detail and brightness compared to the previous system installed in the cosmic sky dome. This is an important facility not only for education but for entertainment. We get so many different schools coming through this facility and this will further continue to enhance that.


In the area of the arts, Mr Chair, it’s important that I update the Chamber that last Friday we launched our Indigenous Art Trail. I encourage all Councillors to undertake the Art Trail but also to promote it through their local wards. As a Council and Administration we continue to do the things we need to to recognise the Indigenous Elders but also the Indigenous community of Brisbane and being able to do that through art is an important part of inclusiveness and education. The stories that are being presented through this Art Trail are so important to all of Brisbane from Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people. The artwork itself is beautiful. There are so many examples through this city that we should all go and experience and bring ourselves closer to that community. These are the kind of examples—
Chair:
Councillor MATIC, your time has expired.

Councillor MATIC:
Thank you.

Chair:
Any further questions? 
Councillor COOK.
Question 8

Councillor COOK:
Thank you. My question is for the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR, a Council’s spokesperson told ABC Radio today that signage and notes posted by a Brisbane group and preventing suicides on the Story Bridge have been taken down by Council officers because it was standard practice to remove all illegal signage from BCC assets. Did this Council do any research, including talking with members of the group concerned, before taking this heavy-handed action?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you Councillor COOK for the question. Look, I am not aware of this particular issue at this time. It sounds like it has happened relatively recently. I certainly haven’t been told of any signage being removed. Having said that, I would say that if this is—you mentioned it was about suicide prevention—if this is about suicide prevention on the Story Bridge then anyone can see that this is a matter that the Administration has taken very seriously.


We have invested in a whole range of measures on the Story Bridge whether they be climb-proof barriers which have been fitted along the length of the Story Bridge, also phones connected to counselling as well and constant monitoring via CCTV, not only of the traffic on the bridge but also of the pedestrian pathways as well. So this is something which Council absolutely does take very seriously. This is a problem that we all care about so I’m certainly happy to have a look at what has happened and let you know.


I’m obviously—I will be careful about what is said about this matter because it is a sensitive matter. I know that in the past media reporting on matters such as suicide or the loss of life through those type of tragedies has generated further problems in the community so I definitely will talk to you about that and get back to you personally, but it is also something that we should also treat very sensitively and carefully in this Chamber. Thank you.

Chair:
Further questions? 
Councillor MARX.
Question 9

Councillor MARX:
Yes, thank you, Chair. My question is for the Chair of Field Services Committee, Councillor HOWARD. Councillor HOWARD can you please give the Chamber an update on our smoother suburban streets program and how we are ahead of schedule?

Chair:
Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Well thank you, Chair, and it’s always a delight to talk about smoother suburban streets and I thank Councillor MARX for the question.


This Administration, of course, is committed to getting residents home quicker and safer by delivering smoother suburban streets. As we heard in Committee this morning and I think, Councillor COOK, you were most impressed to hear about the work of Field Services and particularly in asphalting and making sure that our smoother suburban streets get the care that they deserve and that’s why this Administration committed to spending a record $360 million this term for resurfacing our roads, $90 million of which will be delivered this financial year. This means that 2,000 streets and roads will be resurfaced this term—
Councillors interjecting 

Councillor HOWARD:
This is the largest resurfacing investment in Brisbane’s history. In 2016, this Administration made a commitment to invest a minimum of $5 million into resurfacing works in each of the city’s 26 wards. We’re already on track to exceed this and I’m pleased to report that Council has already delivered over 1,500 resurfacing projects as part of this commitment, far ahead of schedule. Projects are prioritised based on the road conditions. For example, after the 2011 floods when roads had deteriorated due to flood waters, funding was injected into those areas worst impacted. What’s important but never gets highlighted enough is that we are doing this in an environmentally friendly and sustainable manner as well.


Council’s commitment to a clean, green and sustainable city continues with tens of thousands of tonnes of materials being recycled to create new and improved roads across the city every year. Council’s award-winning asphalt recycling program is leading the industry with 20% of material used in Council road resurfacing projects being recycled from old asphalt; old kerbs and footpaths; and glass. As part of this award-winning program, Council has recycled 7,000 tonnes of glass along with more than 62,000 tonnes of asphalt from our road network last financial year alone, which was re-crushed and graded before being delivered to Council’s Eagle Farm and Riverview asphalt plants for reuse.


Not only do we do this in a sustainable way but also with efficiency, delivering value for money of the ratepayers of Brisbane. These sustainable practices save Brisbane residents more than $4 million a year with glass recycling increasing by 40% over the last year. Up to 20% of the annual volume of asphalt produced is recycled materials which in turn decreases the requirement for fresh bitumen and material from quarries. Council’s asphalt plant not only delivers value for money for ratepayers but it’s an industry leader in asphalt recycling producing 450,000 tonnes of asphalt each year.


The Eagle Farm plant was originally commissioned in 1991 in its current configuration, although Brisbane City Council has been producing asphalt on this site at Eagle Farm since the Second World War. Council’s asphalt plant in Eagle Farm is a $9 million asset that makes a profit for Brisbane City Council ratepayers through external sales. Council’s plants sell asphalt onto entities such as Ipswich City Council and Transport and Main Roads maintenance. It is estimated these sales bring in approximately $5.4 million per Council per annum and, Chair, only this Administration has a clear plan to keep Brisbane on the right track and we will continue to deliver on that plan and our commitment to building further suburban streets.


Only this Administration can be trusted to get residents home quicker and safer and we have a long term track record of delivering on that commitment for the ratepayers of Brisbane. This Administration has already delivered a record number of smoother suburban streets with $290 million invested into road rebuilding last term between 2012 and 2016, but we want to do more to keep Brisbane on the right track. That’s why in 2016 we made that commitment to spend the record $360 million this term. This historic investment is all about making suburban streets smoother, safer and more enjoyable to use every day and tackling traffic congestion to help get our residents home quicker and safer.


I would like to thank all of our hardworking officers who have helped to deliver this historic investment into our city’s road infrastructure and I look forward to seeing our future projects as they continue to roll out across the city.

Chair:
Further questions? 
Councillor SRI.
Question 10

Councillor SRI:
Thanks Mr Chair, my question is to Councillor MURPHY, the Chair of Public and Active Transport. Councillor MURPHY, in the South Brisbane riverside neighbourhood plan introduced in 2011 there was clear mention of a new CityCat terminal to be installed near Victoria Street on the western side of the West End riverfront. The intention of that new CityCat terminal was to cater for the large expected increase in population and in the last eight or nine years we’ve seen that population increase come. We’ve seen a lot of big new high rises approved and developed along there but we still don’t have any new CityCat terminal for the western side of West End. As a result, traffic along Montague Road is severely congested and buses are getting caught up in that general congestion as well.


So my question to you is how much longer will the residents of West End have to wait for that new CityCat terminal that was promised back in 2010?

Chair:
Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Thank you very much, Chair, and I thank Councillor SRI for the question. Of course, as Councillor SRI knows, Council has been embarking on a program of upgrading our CityCat and our CityFerry terminals progressively since so many of them were damaged in the 2011 flood. That has been an enormous engineering task to ensure that those terminals are not only future proof, that they’re DDA compliant, that they have the alibility to grow as passenger demand increases but also to ensure that they are flood resilient. If we get another Q100 event like we had in 2011, we need to make sure that those CityCat terminals stand the test of time. The last thing that we want to be doing is going back and replacing them all.


So at the moment, we are more than halfway through that program. We have 11 terminals yet to be upgraded to modern standards. We’ve put a lot of engineering work particularly into the South Bank One and Two terminals, and we have a program of works which will take place there over the coming years to replace those terminals. In terms of new terminals coming online, Councillor SRI, I absolutely take your point. The growth that we’ve seen in South Brisbane and West End has been significant. That’s one of the reasons we’re going through this redistribution right now. Your ward is projected to grow enormously as a result of the population growth there.


In terms of making a commitment as to a date for that new terminal, I can’t give you a commitment here but what I will do is I will take that on notice and I will get back to you. Perhaps we can get you a briefing with the officers to go through that because, quite genuinely, we would love to add services all over the city when it comes to our CityCat network, but we have to work within—
Councillors interjecting 

Councillor MURPHY:
—I know you’re getting excited Councillor JOHNSTON, but we have to work within the constraints of the existing number of CityCats we have in the fleet. As you know CityCat 22 is currently under construction in Murarrie. It’s nearing—it’s almost half way through the build now so we’ll be looking to launch that one later in the year, but we can only add more services onto the CityCat network as we have vessels to service that demand or we end up creating a network where there’s lots of dead running, there’s unacceptable times for people to get to where they want to go.


It was floated a couple of years ago—actually this was a Labor Party election commitment to install a CityCat terminal out at Murarrie which is a very long way from the City. We would have had commutes of over 90 minutes into the City and that’s all well and good—it’s fine to have that commute but you’ve got to have passengers willing to get on there and to take that. So I’m not disputing that the location that you’ve suggested would be a high demand area, but there’s also going to be changes coming to West End soon with our five-year green bridges. West End is the landing point for two out of those five green bridges so whilst you might see a CityCat terminal there as quite necessary in terms of the public transport task right now, in five, 10 years’ time that might not be the case because I believe West End and South Brisbane will be one of the best connected parts of the City to the public transport access we could possibly have.


Again Councillor SRI, I can only take that one on notice. I will take that up for you and certainly we can have a look at that. I understand commitments have been made to you. I don’t want to get into too much detail here now but, of course, happy to look into that. 

Chair:
Thank you Councillor MURPHY. 


That concludes Question Time.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point or order Councillor JOHNSTON.

678/2018-19

At that juncture, Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON moved, seconded by Councillor Jonathan SRI, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
That this Council introduces new rules to ensure that any Councillor running for State or Federal Government take unpaid leave when the election is called to ensure no public funds are used during political campaigning. 
Chair:
Alright. You have three minutes to urgency Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chairman. Well firstly what I’ll say is I find it appalling what’s gone on over the last few weeks with respect to Councillor OWEN’s publicly subsidised political campaign for the Federal seat of Moreton.


When I raised this issue on radio about three weeks ago the DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor ADAMS, came on straight after I finished speaking on Steve Austin and stated on the public record that Councillor OWEN would be taking unpaid leave. Now that is a matter of public record, in her own words—she was a little bit shouty at the time but she did come on and say she would be taking unpaid leave. Then the following week I did another interview and then the MAYOR started walking it back. As we’ve heard today under questioning from Councillor CUMMING, Councillor SCHRINNER has now confirmed that Councillor OWEN is being paid a publicly funded ratepayer salary and campaigning for higher office at the Federal level. Now that is absolutely wrong.


If there is one thing that members of the public are annoyed about any politician at any level is when they think they are doing it for themselves, when they have their noses in the troughs, are using funds that no one else would have the option to use. This is absolutely wrong and it needs to be stamped out in this Council so it does not continue.


Councillor OWEN has actually set quite a dangerous precedent, in my view, and it’s clear this new LORD MAYOR with his training wheels on hasn’t been able to rein her in. It’s clear that the DEPUTY MAYOR has publicly lied about what was going on in an attempt to obfuscate about Councillor OWEN’s use of ratepayer funds to run a Federal electoral campaign.


Now to my knowledge, when Councillor Prentice ran for the Federal seat of Walter-Taylor, she took unpaid leave. Councillor SIMMONDS, who I’m no fan of, resigned. To my knowledge and I don’t know for sure about this, but Councillor Dick when the election was called stepped down and resigned as well—
Councillors interjecting 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Well put it on the record, I just don’t think anybody should be doing it. Let’s have a debate about it. If you want to make this about the two big parties with snouts in the trough I am happy to do it. Let’s have a proper debate about it and let this urgency motion go through. What the urgency motion is calling for is the kind of outrageous, outrageous subsidisation of a Federal election campaign with public funds. She’s drawing a salary, thousands of dollars a week—she’s using her car, she has got a subsidised phone—
Councillors interjecting 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
She’s got an office she’s using—
Councillors interjecting 

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, your time has expired. 
Alright, I’ll put the motion. 
The Chair submitted the motion for the suspension of the Standing Rules to the Chamber and it was declared lost on the voices.

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

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

NOES: 16 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, Ian McKENZIE, Ryan MURPHY, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and Norm WYNDHAM.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Point of Order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor GRIFFITHS.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, thank you. I’d just like to also move an urgency motion.
679/2018-19

At that juncture, Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS moved, seconded by Councillor Jared CASSIDY, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
That this Council moves to put a Temporary Local Planning Instrument on St Luke’s Anglican Church Community Hall and Community House located at 193 Ekibin Road, Tarragindi, while Council conducts a review of the site in terms of its character and heritage properties and moves to protect it under City Plan.

Chair: 
Councillor GRIFFITHS to urgency please.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Mr Chairman, while I was on leave and while we were on leave I had residents and parishioners and users of St Luke’s at Tarragindi come and approach me in relation to their concern about the loss of the Community House and the Community Hall at the site for redevelopment as part of a childcare centre. The proposal is to keep the church on that site.


The parishioners are very concerned in the consultation they’ve received with the Anglican Church that the proposal is for the demolition of two important buildings on that site which they consider have heritage or character qualities. One of those buildings, they tell me, is over 95 years old and also that the redevelopment will potentially affect a burial site where people who have been cremated have been turned into a garden so they are very concerned about the redevelopment of that site. They believe that it offers significantly to the local community in terms of the social and community fabric as well as the spiritual fabric of Tarragindi. They’ve very concerned about the poor consultation process that they’ve been through but, most importantly, they’re concerned that these buildings could be destroyed because they aren’t protected.


So what I said I’d bring to this Council is the opportunity for us to protect these buildings, to offer some form of protection so that we can review the character and heritage issues around this site and then when a development application is lodged they’ll be taken into account.


I really believe that the community are signalling that they’re not against a childcare centre on the site but they don’t want to lose the character and heritage buildings that are there on the site and I think that is a reasonable request. So currently these buildings aren’t protected and I believe that Council—we have the ability to intervene and to put a TLPI (Temporary Local Planning Instrument) on this site. We have fair warning that a development application is coming in and this is our opportunity to act. Thank you, Mr Chair.
Chair:
Thank you Councillor GRIFFITHS. 

I will now put the motion.

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

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

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

NOES: 16 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, Ian McKENZIE, Ryan MURPHY, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and Norm WYNDHAM.

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

ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE (Adoption report)

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

Chair: 
Is there any debate?

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Mr Chair.
Seriatim for debate and voting - Clause H
	At that time Councillor Jared CASSIDY rose and requested that Clause H, ALTERATION OF THE MEMBERSHIPS OF COUNCIL’S STANDING COMMITTEES, be taken seriatim for debating and voting purposes.


Chair: 
LORD MAYOR.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Sorry, just—
Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON. Sorry could you just say point of order please—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Oh yes, I’m sorry. Point of order.

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

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you. Point of order. I don’t know what he’s going to do with respect to the contracts and tendering, but with respect to Clause G, the Ithaca swimming pool lease, could he advise what are the pools that the Trust that are taking over run. It refers to them being experienced pool managers but it doesn’t give any further information about their experience. If he could outline that that would be great. 

Chair:
Right, so that’s a question to the LORD MAYOR, item G. 

Alright, thank you Councillor JOHNSTON. 
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Okay, thanks. Just to tie up a few little issues to come out of that and with the last thing first—so in relation to Councillor JOHNSTON’s question the recommended lessee—the lessee of the Newmarket Olympic Pool—so they are currently operating another pool.


In relation to the two urgency motions that we saw, interestingly the first motion that related to Councillors standing for office wasn’t moved by the Australian Labor Party Councillors. There is a very good reason for that because the discussion here about a particular Councillor over a period of a matter of weeks serving as a Councillor and being paid during that time is one thing but it is a very different thing when a Labor Councillor, Milton Dick, took a salary for 12 months when he was a Federal candidate for Oxley and not just as a Councillor but as a Leader of the Opposition—
Councillors interjecting 

LORD MAYOR:
—so a whole different—
Councillor STRUNK:
Point of order Mr Chair—
Chair:
Point of order against you LORD MAYOR. Point of order to—
Councillor STRUNK:
I believe the LORD MAYOR is misleading the Chamber—
Chair:
—Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Sorry.

Chair:
Councillor STRUNK, please go ahead. 

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I believe the LORD MAYOR is misleading the Chamber in regards to former Councillor Milton Dick’s status at the time that the he ran for a Federal Parliament—
Chair:
I’m not sure Councillor STRUNK if this is necessarily a point of order. Could you just please be more succinct.

Councillor STRUNK:
Okay. Councillor Dick did not run while he was a Councillor for Brisbane City Council for Federal Parliament.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

Councillors interjecting 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Right. 
LORD MAYOR, could you please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Okay thank you, Mr Chair. Look, I am reading here from an article dated 15 April 2015 which is titled: ‘Milton Dick, Brisbane City Councillor to seek pre-selection for Federal seat of Oxley. It goes on to say ‘Brisbane City Council Milton Dick has declared he will seek Labor Party pre-selection for the Federal seat of Oxley after sitting MP Bernie Ripoll announced his retirement at the next election’. So it goes on to talk about the next election was due in September 2016. This was dated 15 April 2015 so we’re talking about a significant period of time between when he announced his intention to run for pre-selection for the Federal seat of Oxley while still serving as Leader of the Opposition. I remember previously that Councillor Dick—
Councillors interjecting 

LORD MAYOR:
—while he was Leader of the Opposition was also commissioned by the Federal Labor Party to do their post-election review as well—
Councillors interjecting 

LORD MAYOR:
He was travelling all around the country talking to Labor branches and members and Senators all around the country while he was getting paid as Leader of the Opposition. So you know look come on, the reality is you can feign outrage about this but what is happening right now is consistent with the legislation and consistent with the rules. If you have any evidence to suggest that there’s anything happening that is not consistent with the rules, then I encourage you to take the appropriate steps to report that, but I have not been given any evidence. This is simply an attempt of political point scoring here. So, like I said, I can understand why the Labor opposition didn’t move that motion because they have quite a lot of form in that respect as well.


In relation to the TLPI, I will simply say this—or the proposal to put a TLPI. So what’s happening today is there was a motion or an urgency motion calling on Council to initiate a TLPI. This urgency motion is not a TLPI, so if Council were to vote on this motion that was put up now that doesn’t mean that a TLPI comes into place. We would have to come back at a future meeting and introduce a TLPI. So we’re not voting against a TLPI, we’re voting against the Labor’s urgency motion which has been put forward in what, I believe, is not necessarily the appropriate way to do this. I will give Councillor GRIFFITHS, and Councillor ADAMS as well, the undertaking that I will ensure that there is urgent work done to investigate this situation and that we will review the information that we have available. We are certainly open to implementing TLPIs on properties where we believe there are heritage concerns. We’ve done that before in this place, but we do it based on the evidence, based on the information, based on having a thorough look at the information at hand. 


I don’t believe us, as Councillors in this place, have had enough opportunity to do that before voting on a motion such as this. So what I will simply say is we will urgently look at this matter and if we believe, based on the weight of evidence, that action is required, then by all means we are open to taking that action. So this is something that we will do as a matter of priority going forward, but I would simply say that us moving a TLPI in this place doesn’t guarantee a particular outcome—
Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
–because we are still waiting for the State Government’s response on our TLPI to ban townhouses in low density areas—
Councillor interjecting.


LORD MAYOR:
—I don’t know, Councillor BOURKE, how long has this been going on for now—
Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Since October last year. So this is a matter that both sides of the Chamber have agreed is urgent—
Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Labor Councillors have agreed it’s urgent. Yet, we are still waiting for this TLPI to be approved by the State Government. So just putting forward a TLPI in this place doesn’t guarantee suddenly that the thing will be implemented or approved by the State Government. So we have a process to go through. I’m happy to have an urgent look at this. Your intent is fine, Councillor—where are you? Councillor GRIFFITHS, your intent is fine, but we will go through and do the investigation that’s required before making a decision. I don’t think it’s appropriate to make that kind of kneejerk decision here.


In relation to the past week, it’s been a busy several weeks and it was a pleasure last Tuesday to attend the Vietnam National Mourning Day at Inala where we commemorate the fall of Saigon in 1975. It was great to spend that opportunity with the local Vietnamese community and also local Australian veterans as well that were part of the Vietnam War. That was a very moving ceremony and service in Inala and it was an honour to be there representing our Administration. 


It was also fantastic to be at the 7NEWS Young Achievers Awards gala event as well last Friday to see the incredible talent that we have, not only in Brisbane but right across the State was truly inspiring. If the gala awards were anything to go by, the future of Queensland and Brisbane is very bright, because the generation of incredibly talented and inspirational people coming through is amazing. It was also good to be at the Lanham May Fair with Councillor HAMMOND and several other Councillors, including yourself, Mr Chair, and also Councillor WYNDHAM and Tracy Davis as well on the weekend.


We did suffer a little bit of a shower and it didn’t dampen anyone’s spirits and it was fantastic to be there. Finally, it was great to be at the Buddha Birthday celebration at South Bank as well on Saturday, which is just a fantastic multicultural event. Great to see so many people getting involved in that celebration. As I mentioned on the evening when we were there, it’s such an important thing that our city is a city that supports freedom of religion. 


That is really important, so whether you are Buddhist, whether you are Christian, whether you are Hindu, whether you are Muslim, this is a city and should continue to be a city where you have the right to practice your own religion and hold your own faith. So it is fantastic to see that event continuing on now for the 23rd year. 

Moving into the reports in front of us, I—look, I’d just like to put something to Councillors present. I know my predecessor used to read through in detail the contracts and tendering report and I know he did that for a reason, and that reason was because Opposition Councillors would always complain that there wasn’t enough information being provided—
Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
They would abstain. They loved abstaining. They can’t make a decision to save themselves and so they loved abstaining. So they would always claim: ‘oh, we don’t have enough information’. So the former LORD MAYOR was simply pointing out that there is a lot of information provided in the reports each week coming through—

Councillor interjecting

LORD MAYOR:
—and he was demonstrating that fact. However, with your forbearance, I propose not to do that same thing, because I know you can all read and you all have the opportunity to read these reports for yourself. They are distributed on the Thursday evening before the Council meeting on a Tuesday, so there’s plenty of opportunity to read through those. So if you’re okay with that, I won’t read out—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
No? You’re not—you want me to read it all—
Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes. I will take that as a tongue-in-cheek comment.
Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes. The detail has been provided, Councillor CUMMING; that is my point. You can read it for yourself. I know you don’t want to be spoon fed by me. So with your forbearance, I won’t go through and read every section of every report.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

680/2018-19
The LORD MAYOR was granted an extension of time on the motion of the DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS), seconded by Councillor Adam ALLAN.
Chair: 
LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Mr Chair, going through the items, there are obviously some that I do want to comment on. That starts with item E, the resumption of land for the Windsor Sports and Community Park. As I mentioned in question time, this is something that I am sure we will all support and is a fantastic outcome. We are looking to increase the greenspace and parkland in areas where there is high demand, such as this. There is proven high demand in this area. Councillor WINES, you, and Councillor HOWARD and other surrounding Councillors know it all too well. 


People are crying out for additional parkland and sporting facilities in this part of the city. We’re keen to work with the community to deliver that outcome and I think it’s a very positive thing indeed. We have the major amendment package at item F regarding biodiversity. Obviously, we’re committed to sustainable development across the city. 


That sustainable development involves ensuring that our mapping and overlays that are included in the City Plan are updated and as more information comes to light they are continually adjusted and updated to make sure that we have the most accurate information possible and that we get the best outcome when it comes to protecting our biodiversity. Now, the reality is that not all bushland is equal when it comes to biodiversity. 


There are some parts of the city that have extremely high biodiversity value and there are other areas that may look, to the untrained eye, to be a great parcel of bushland or a treed area, but may not have a—as higher biodiversity value as other areas. So this is all about ensuring that we continue to work to get a positive outcome when it comes to the biodiversity of the city and protecting what we have. In item H, I would—actually, we’re going to deal with that separately, aren’t we, Mr Chair. In item G, the Stores Board submission relating to the operation of the Ithaca Pool. 


I had my notes here. Here we go. The Ithaca swimming pool, is Council’s second-oldest swimming pool and is built in 1916, it has a six-lane, heated 25‑metre pool with an access ramp, a small space attached to the pool which is usually used for learn-to-swim lessons. An entry kiosk, a three-bedroom residence and a large amenities block. A major upgrade of the swimming pool was completed in 2010 and the facility is in good working order. The Ithaca swimming pool is located in Neal Macrossan Park in the Paddington Ward and there is very little scope available for expanded facilities within that existing footprint.


Although the pool is heated, it is generally a seasonal pool. The current lease arrangement for the swimming pool concludes in the middle of this year, 30 June, and the incumbent lessee has operated the swimming pool for around 20 years under several consecutive lease arrangements. We started a tender process last year. There was a pre-market approval in 27 November 2018. The closing date for responses was on 1 March this year. The evaluation was complete on 22 March and Stores Board approval was granted on 9 April this year. There were four submissions received as part of the tender process.


The incumbent lessee did not submit a tender and will vacate the venue by 30 June. As I’ve mentioned, the recommended lessee is the Miller Unit Trust, who are the lessee of the Newmarket Olympic Pool and they have a very successful business and have held the lease of the Newmarket pool for 19 years. The Miller Unit Trust is supported by a large and capable pool of staff and the Newmarket Olympic Swimming Pool is the second-most attended of Council’s 22 swimming pools. So as part of this arrangement, the lessee will pay Council $35,000 per annum in rent, which will increase annually with CPI.


They will also make capital improvements of $50,000 in the first year of operation. They will cover the cost of electricity and chemicals for the duration of the lease and it has been recommended that a term of five years, commencing on 1 July 2019 be approved today. We also have at item I the appointment of a new Councillor. As I’ve referred to previously in this place, in particular on 8 April, this is a team which has continued to go through a process of renewal. At item I, we are seeing the latest, I guess, iteration of that process of renewal. 


We’re seeing the appointment of James Mackay as the Councillor for Walter Taylor Ward. He replaces Julian Simmonds in that role following his resignation from Council. So we now have a situation where I am, on this side of the Chamber, the second-longest serving Councillor in this team with Councillor WYNDHAM being the longest serving Councillor. It’s interesting, because if you look at the other side of the Chamber, Councillor CUMMING recently celebrated his 25th year of service in this Chamber and I know Councillor GRIFFITHS has been here for about 18 years. 


So talk about tired and out of touch. Talk about tired and out of—25 years—
Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
So that’s 41 years of service between them, so if anyone’s tired and out of touch, it certainly isn’t on this side of the Chamber. The reality is this process of renewal has been so important for the team, because it’s not just a renewal of people, it’s a renewal of ideas and energy and it has seen us continue to go from strength to strength as a team and I know that the addition of James Mackay will bring new strength to this team, new energy and a new desire to work for the people of Brisbane in earnest and particularly the people of Walter Taylor Ward. 


So I’m looking forward to welcoming James officially into the team today as this goes through and really look forward to working with him to serve the people of Walter Taylor in that capacity as the new Councillor for Walter Taylor. We also have, as well, a recommendation attached to that to appoint Councillor Mackay to various standing committees as well. I think I’ve covered all of the items that need to be covered. Thank you, Mr Chair.
Chair:
Thank you LORD MAYOR. 
Further speakers?

Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Excuse me. There was a—sorry, Councillor CUMMING. Please just a moment.
Councillor JOHNSTON claimed to be misrepresented. 
Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, the LORD MAYOR was implying that I’d indicated that there was some benefit for a political party in the motion that I’d moved earlier. But my motion was clear. It called for any Councillor to stand down once an election had been called.

Chair:
Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Mr Chair, in relation to the E&C for adoption, 
Seriatim - Clause A
	Councillor Peter CUMMING requested that Clause A, REPORT OF THE AUDIT COMMITTEE MEETING ON 7 MARCH 2019, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Seriatim en bloc - Clauses B and C
	Councillor Peter CUMMING requested that Clause B, CONTRACTS AND TENDERING – REPORT TO COUNCIL OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR JANUARY 2019; and Clause C, CONTRACTS AND TENDERING – REPORT TO COUNCIL OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR FEBRUARY 2019, be taken seriatim en bloc for voting purposes.


Councillor CUMMING:
Yes. In relation to item A, the Audit Committee report, well, as we’ve said before, this is the report which is not much of a report, because of the lack of information and I’d like some more information on some of paragraph 8 and particularly the statement that Council is undergoing a transition from on‑premises to server-based operations, each requiring different risk management methods. Also more information on the Assurance Review Board and the fact that at the Committee this morning I asked if the Chair would let us have a briefing on this issue as part of one of the briefings for this session of Council.


We will wait to see if that occurs. In relation to item B, look, I’ve got to say I did appreciate the detail that the former LORD MAYOR went into in relation to these matters, they’re often very large amounts of money and the information, one little box—sort of—paragraph, not even a paragraph of information is totally inadequate. I—if—but if the new LORD MAYOR, if one of his first steps is to engage in massive levels of secrecy and—

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor CUMMING:
—excluding the Opposition from information, well, that’s his choice. That’s his choice. That is his choice and we’ll continue to go through the—these items in detail and be asking plenty of questions. So in relation to contract number 2, the Mariners Reach River Walk remediation, just an example here, that’s—this is a contract for $5,461,719. It goes one little box, Madam Chair—sorry, Mr Chair, my apologies. I’ve just got to get out of that habit—later in this report, we have the report on the Ithaca pool, which is a much smaller contract and we’ve got six pages of detail. 


So you need to sort of—I think the Administration probably needs to review the amount of detail given on matters in Council reports and give an appropriate level of detail for all the different reports and, if anything, urge on the more detail being given if there’s more ratepayer money involved, which is often the case with these items, the contracts that are referred to in E&C. In relation to item 3, the Bus Stop Accessibility Improvement Program, a $3 million contract, only one tender received. 


Now, we find that disappointing because we don’t think the work is necessarily technically too complicated and that there should be a lot of companies around South East Queensland and Brisbane, in particular, that could undertake this work and for only one tender to be received, we query whether the advertising of this work being available for Council is actually being done in an appropriate manner, because we think it’s pretty ordinary. 


Also, in relation to contract for the Access and Inclusion Package number 2, just one lump sum, $384,270. We’re interested in knowing some more detail on what jobs are being done as part of that money. Over to page 3, contract 9. The short-term rental of motor vehicles, $375,000 contract with Budget Rent a Car Australia Pty Ltd. We’re interested to know what this is for. It seems a significant amount of money for Council, which has its own fleet of vehicles, to be spent on renting vehicles, short-term rental of vehicles. So we’d like some more information on that as well. 


The other thing I noticed on a number of these contracts is the fact that they were approved way back in December last year. What’s the date today? It’s 7 May and we’re finally getting the information. The contracts, some of the contracts, started in January so it’s, sort of, too little information too late, in my view. There’s no reason why they couldn’t have been presented in the previous session of Council. So whoever takes so long to present them to Council needs to get their act together as well, in my view. 


I go now to item C. The construction of Ascot Park, we thought is a significantly amount of money on what appears to be a very small park. The area of parkland isn’t provided in any way. It’s, again, another chronic lack of detail, but I’ve looked on Council’s website at the number of different facilities being provided as part of this contract and knowing what it cost to upgrade some of the parks Wynnum-Manly over the years, I think the amount being expended is quite reasonable. 


It will be a good park for this area of the city, so we make no objection to that amount of money being spent on this park. Another contract where only one tender received and we’re very disappointed is page 6, contract 6, the Bellbowrie pool, 50-metre pool refurbishment, only one tender received for a $1,693,120. Again, it’s a lot of money and why only the one tender? I would have thought there’s numerous pool companies in Brisbane who would be capable of undertaking this type of project and it’s disappointing that Council has only managed to get one interested in the job.


You always wonder, of course, when there’s the one tender, whether ratepayers are getting value for money. Are they getting a good deal when there appears to be no competitive tension at all in the tender process? The other one on page 7, contract 9, the Coat of Arms fabrication installation. This is a very interesting matter and one that the new LORD MAYOR should have been very interested to provide a lot of detail on. It’s $225,800. Only the one tender received yet again and we’d just like to know what it is. Coat of Arms fabrication and installation, $225,800. 


Is it one job? What part of the city is it going in or is it a number of jobs? Yes. We’d like that information. Some more information on contract 11, the provision of GovCMS hosting services for Council’s corporate website. The Department of Finance, the Federal Department of Finance is undertaking the contract and we realise that contract has got an exemption, but information on what’s involved there would also be appreciated. In relation to item D—hang on. I’ve just got to find it. Items A, B, E. 


The limited information provided here in relation to this item seems to indicate it’s cheaper for Council to lease buses than buy them and we’ve got some concerns about it in that an extension has been required. Council has known for some time that the previous contract was going to expire on a certain day and yet it’s been allowed to expire. Now they’ve had to seek an extension for another 12 months. 


I just think that shows a level of disorganisation from the Brisbane City Council and they should have been able to ensure that the new contract was let and a new contract was agreed to as soon as the current contract expired. They shouldn’t have been getting themselves into a situation where they had to allow further extensions of the existing contract. So that’s another criticism we have. In relation to item E, the land for the Windsor Sports and Community Park, this—we’re always keen to see new parks in Brisbane, particularly in areas where there’s increases of density.


In this one, I actually looked at the file on this in some detail and there was actually six pieces of land that Council looked all set to purchase and, in the end, there was only four that were purchased. So I don’t know what happened to the other two and perhaps some comment in that regard would be appreciated. They were 29 Northey Street and 30 Victoria Street. The files show that Council was all set to purchase those two properties, as well as the four that were purchased, but they’ve seemed to have disappeared, dropped off the list and I’m interested to know why that was the case.


These blocks of land aren’t big. They’re small blocks of land. They’re 300, 400, 500 square metre blocks and one 607, so it’s only 822—

Chair:
Councillor CUMMING, your time’s expired.

Councillor CUMMING:
Sorry.

681/2018-19
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, was granted an extension of time on the motion of Councillor Jared CASSIDY, seconded by Councillor Kara COOK.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you.

Chair:
Councillor CUMMING, please continue.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you. The other issue that is raised is the—by some of the people living in the area was that what is needed in that area is additional parking for some of the sporting facilities. I’ve had people actually complain to my office as Leader of the Opposition from the other side of town about the chronic shortage of parking at times with Downey Park sport. It’s a massive sporting venue. It’s a great sporting venue. People were really struggling. They were driving around for 10 or 15 minutes trying to find a car park to drop off their kids to play their sport and that was an issue that needs to be addressed as well. 


I’d like to know how Council is going to do a balancing act between perhaps looking for more parking areas, so that there’s a better service for people dropping of their children to play sport and/or going to park and playing sport themselves and also a—or else a park, a general park area, for local residents. As I understand, there is a limited number of local residents living in that area and the park, the general park, would tend to be used by members of the family of children playing—other—their siblings playing sport and the little ones are playing on the park area. 


So that’s an issue but, as I said, overall, we’re very supportive, particularly as this land is flood-prone land and it’s obviously, I believe, land that is suitable for purchase, because it gets flooded badly on a quite regular basis. In relation to item F, we support the proposed changes to the biodiversity provisions being sent down to the Minister and in relation to item G, the Ithaca swimming pool, now, this is a good deal for Council, but it—I don’t know. Accuse me for of cynicism, but I think it sounds a bit too good to be true. 


It—there’s a claim there made that the new operator would transfer over the National Swim Squad to the pool for winter training. I don’t know. I would have thought that decisions like that would be for the governing body of Australian Swimming, not for a particular lessee of a pool. But so—they—I think they seem to be very confident in their ability to make major decisions for the sport. Also, the pool is a 25-metre pool. I would have thought that elite swimmers would be training in 50-metre pools, but perhaps I don’t know that much about swimming. 


Also, if it’s the national swimming squad, what, do they all come to Queensland for a camp at certain times of the year? Perhaps they do, but I’ll be interested to know about that as well. The lease payments are 75% more than current payments. So I don’t know whether the current lessee was getting a ridiculously cheap deal or perhaps the new lessee is offering over the odds for what they’re offering. Plus, the new lessee will pay for the cost of chemicals, electricity and maintenance, saving Council approximately $15,000 a year. 


Another great deal for BCC. Chair, I trust that this is not one of those pool contracts where the new lessee offers the world and an arm and a leg thrown in as well and within a couple of years it’s back into Council asking that the contract be renegotiated. So I hope that’s not the case. These are experienced operators and they’ve operated their Newmarket pool for years and it’s a very successful pool, according to the LORD MAYOR. So I just hope that they haven’t gone over the top and—in what they’ve offered in this case for the Ithaca pool. 


In relation to item I, we welcome Mr Mackay to the Council Chamber and wish him all the best in his political career. Thank you.

Chair:
Further debate?

Councillor MATIC.

Councillor MATIC:
Mr Chair, I rise to speak on two items. Firstly, that of item B, contracts and tendering and item G. Firstly, in regards to item B, the question that was raised by Councillor CUMMING was also raised by Councillor COOK in Committee this morning. But it gives you an opportunity to really not only answer their question but talk about the importance of what that package is. That particular package is appointed to Probuild Industries Australia Pty Ltd. That package, too, is about access and inclusion. It relates to the Holland Park branch of the RSL and the Chermside Bowls Club, both community leased facilities.


The importance of this work throughout Access and Inclusion strategy shows this Administration’s commitment to disability compliance and the enormous amount of investment that it’s undertaking in our facilities to upgrade them. I’m pleased to be able to inform the Chamber the works that’s allocated to this $284,720 is in regards to the scope of works—is for lifts at both sites, upgraded accessible toilet facilities, pathways and dedicated accessible car parks. Chermside Bowls Club also has an additional smaller component related to lowered servery bar benches and a permanent ramp access to two bowling greens.


The funding from the Service Ageing and Disability Support and also is also part of this Brisbane Access and Inclusion Plan implementation and I’m pleased to be able to inform the Chamber both projects are due to be completed in this financial year. These are the kind of projects, Mr Chair, that are absolutely essential to service delivery for all of our residents, so that all of our facilities continue to be accessible to all and making sure that we are listening to the needs of the community and addressing it in a proactive fashion. 


I’d like to acknowledge the work of the officers in this space and also our ongoing work in this at the moment, in that we are continuing to update the Access and Inclusion Strategy and working with different sectors of the community, which will again show and bring to this Chamber those important investments as we have before this package. The other item I wish to speak to is the Ithaca pool. I listened with interest to Councillor CUMMING and his speech and the extension in regards to contracts and tendering. 


I guess, he likes to have a bet each way and I guess we can’t win on this side of the Chamber when it comes to contracts and tendering, because firstly there were documents that he said did not have enough detail, then we provide extra detail and then that’s not enough. In fact, it’s possibly too much. He speaks about some items that he felt was not a good deal for Council, then criticises this as a good deal for Council, but doubts on its veracity and the representations made by the successful tenderer and also the work undertaken by Council. 


Mr Chair, this is a great news story for the residents within Paddington Ward, but also all people who use that Ithaca pool from the surrounding when suburbs. There are a number of important services there around exercise and physiology that are very, very popular undertaken and this particular tenderer, who is successful, the Miller Unit Trust, has a vast amount of experience in this particular field. They, as Councillor CUMMING was saying, also have very strong connections with athletica or with sport in the area of swimming. 


It is great to see that we can—that this facility will also be utilised to enhance that level of training for our future Olympians. It’s pleasing also to see the extension of the opening season to a total of 46 weeks per annum, which is an increase of 10 weeks per annum on the current agreement and is a great community outcome. As the LORD MAYOR has outlined and Councillor CUMMING did with some trepidation, there are a significant number of great deals for Council in the offset of costs in this facility. 


These kind of outcomes could only be achieved through great negotiations by officers but, importantly, also when you have a tenderer with 19 years of experience and has held that with the Newmarket Olympic Pool, it clearly shows that we have a high calibre of tenderers in this process and I note also that the original tenderer did not make a further submission for whatever reason, but I am pleased to see that this submitter has been successful, because ultimately everything within the proposal is benefiting the community as a whole and for the existing facility, but importantly also as all residents and ratepayers are across the city, this provides a good financial outcome as well. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor JOHNSTON. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I rise to speak on items A, F and I and possibly the others, if I have time. Firstly, just with respect to the Audit Committee report, I would have hoped under a new LORD MAYOR that perhaps he’d take some initiative to be more open and transparent to provide all Councillors with some more detailed information about the status of Council’s financial operations. As I said, when this started coming to Council a few years ago, which it’s a statutory responsibility, that I’d like to attend. I’d like to come, but I’ve never been invited. 


So I’d just like to let the new LORD MAYOR know that I’m happy to go along to the Audit Committee meetings and sit in and understand what goes on at these very secret meetings where you basically get this person attended and gave a presentation. That’s the minutes. Look, with respect to item F, the major amendment to City Plan, and these are the changes to the biodiversity provisions of City Plan, I did make a submission, as did a number of my residents in Tennyson Ward. 


We have some extremely significant environmental areas in the ward and we were very concerned with a number of changes that were occurring. Certainly at the time, Councillor McLACHLAN and the Council officers could not explain to me—and I attended the public information sessions—why key park and bushland areas within Tennyson Ward were being removed from the new mapping. That is of great concern to me. 


There are also some concerns about certain parks being reduced in size and the protected area being changed and that included really significant places like the Sherwood Arboretum, Nosworthy Park and Yeronga Memorial Park. Previously, all of these areas had been mapped and protected, but they were not under the changes that this Administration was making. Areas that weren’t mapped previously, but are called to be mapped under the new plan, included the Esplanade Park, Yeronga; Brisbane Parkland with koala habitat. When I made the submission two years ago—God help us. 


That was May 2017. This has taken two years—there were koalas that had just been having some fun on the Esplanade. The Brisbane Corso Park needs to be added. Graceville Memorial Park needed to be added. Fort Road Bushland Reserve needed to be added and certainly, in my view, the Cansdale Street Riverside Sporting Precinct in Yeronga needed to be added. I would like the LORD MAYOR to certainly outline whether the issues that we’ve raised in terms of adding these areas were included. It’s not clear to me. I don’t believe they have been.


But I’d like to know from him whether or not in particular all of Yeronga Memorial Park, the Sherwood Arboretum and Nosworthy Park have been included and mapped and whether my suggestion of those parks in Yeronga, Graceville and Oxley were taken up to be mapped within the scheme. Certainly, the idea that we are mapping and including these really significant areas where we have wildlife, really important vegetation, is really important, but the draft that was put up for public consultation was absolutely inadequate. 


I would like confirmation from the LORD MAYOR, in particular, that the Arboretum, Yeronga Memorial Park and Nosworthy Park are now included. I know that my residents were very concerned about this and made submissions as well, including the bush care groups in my area. I hope that Council has taken up their suggestions. As this is a middle step in the process, I’ll let it unfold, but I have concerns that this Council has done a little bit of pruning where it shouldn’t have done. 


Just finally with respect to item I, the appointment of James Mackay as the Councillor for Walter Taylor Ward, who I notice is up in the gallery, can I just say I think Councillor Simmonds has left a real hospital pass to the future Councillor Mackay. I think he’ll know this, because he’s been the henchman of Scott Emerson and Julian Simmonds for many, many years. He would know that his ward is angry, his ward is disillusioned about a whole range of issues, including development primarily and transport and traffic issues, I think, second to that. 


I think that he’s going to find very quickly that political games that go on really are not appropriate when there are such big issues of concern in our city. 


I would just say that in my dealings with James Mackay, he’s attended a number of functions in Tennyson Ward, all of which have been very party political, he needs to be more open and receptive to working with all Councillors in this place and certainly I encourage him to think about what is in the interests of all residents of Brisbane, not just the Liberal Party, because now there is a responsibility under the Act not just to serve your political masters, but to serve the people of Brisbane. I said this to his lovely wife the other day when I saw her at the ABC Studios. I think that we would have got a much better Councillor for Walter Taylor if Katherine Feeney had run, rather than James Mackay. I don’t know that she would have run as a Liberal. She, I think, is a bit more independent thinking than that. I don’t profess to know her politics at all, but I think Walter Taylor Ward would be better served, possibly, by Katherine in the role, rather than James. I have—

Councillor HAMMOND:
A point of order.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—certainly—

Chair:
A point of order against you, Councillor JOHNSTON. 
Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Councillor JOHNSTON, the new Councillor hasn’t even got his feet under the desk and she’s personally attacking him and bringing his wife in. I find that extremely inappropriate and I’d ask her to withdraw her comments and get back to the report.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor HAMMOND. 
Councillor JOHNSTON to the report, please.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Well, I am. I have to say, Mr Chairman, this is a special deal done by the Liberal Party outside of the residents of Brisbane and the ratepayers of Walter Taylor Ward being able to elect their Councillor. The Liberal Party has done a deal. James has taken over from his best mate, Julian, and the Liberal Party walk it in here and they don’t want any debate about it.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
A point of order against you, Councillor JOHNSTON. 
DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
The imputing motive is continuous and I ask her to stop and go back to the report, please.

Chair:
Yes. Thank you, DEPUTY MAYOR. 
Councillor JOHNSTON, please keep your comments as close as you can to the report and please don’t impute motive.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Well, I thank Councillor ADAMS for advising us that Councillor Simmonds—or former Councillor Simmonds—and the new Councillor Mackay aren’t mates anymore. That’s a really interesting one, isn’t it? But, Madam Chairman, the Liberals here already are concerned. This process that we are being asked to vote on today is us appointing this person to Council. 


I have concerns about that, given my personal dealings, given what I’ve observed in Walter Taylor Ward and I would think the way in which that Councillor Simmonds and all his friends have gone about allowing massive inappropriate development through that ward is certainly something that should be of great concern. I certainly meant it in good spirit and good fun when I said I think Katherine would have been a better choice for Councillor for the ward and I stand by those comments. 

Chair:
Further debate? 
Councillor ALLAN.

ADJOURNMENT:

	682/2018-19
At that time, 4pm, it was resolved on the motion of Councillor Adam ALLAN, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX, that the meeting adjourn for a period of 15 minutes, to commence only when all councillors had vacated the chamber and the doors locked.

Council stood adjourned at 4.04pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor RICHARDS:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on item C, contracts in tendering for the February 2019 report. Specifically in there, item 6 of that report is about the Bellbowrie Pool, the 50-metre pool refurbishment which is contract number 531811, to Auscrete Pools for $1.6 million. Look I just want to say how excited the whole of the ward is for this upgrade coming to the 50-metre pool. Bellbowrie itself is a very unique area because of its bushland setting but also because the ward itself in Pullenvale is 318 square kilometres. So down there the pool becomes its own unique little community hub.


It’s not just there for the recreational and the lap swimming and the swim clubs, exercises as well as the aqua-aerobics. It’s got a coffee shop. So between the recreational for the pool facilities and the water aspect it also has a great connection for everyone in the area. So it’s great to see our 50-metre outdoor pool—which is not a heated pool but it has eight lanes—is actually going to get a massive refurbishment. It’s certainly needed because since 2011 when we had the significant flood down there and it was taken out by the flood waters there have been numerous issues over the years because of that damage that happened. But it’s one of those things you don’t know until the years go by.


So what we will see with the $1.6 million worth of works is an actual disability ramp put into the pool which is fantastic because there are a lot of aged people there. I’ve got six nursing facilities and they do use that site very heavily. Also the pool shell is going to get repaired as well as refurbished in sections. We’re going to have new tanking connections, a drain actually put into the pool deck as well as new pumps and tiles. So I just want to say a huge thank you to the Lifestyle and Community Services division for all the work they’ve done to get this to where it is. The works did start in late March so we look forward to the new season with our upgraded 50-metre pool. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being no—oh, there being—Deputy Mayor.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Oh, sorry. I presumed there would be more speakers from that side but that’s okay. Sorry, Mr Chair. I stand to speak on items A, B, C and D. I will get through as fast as I possibly can because there were a lot of questions. I don’t want to go to the point where I’m reading out contracts and tendering even though it really does sound like Councillor CUMMING would like me to do that. But I will try and answer every one of his questions that he brought up as well.


To item A first of all, the Brisbane City Council Audit Committee, a committee that is set up of independent, separate people from Council to make sure that Council officers are going through the right process and the right governance.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Madam Chairman. I’m sorry, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order again to you, DEPUTY MAYOR. 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Councillor ADAMS is misleading the Chamber. The Audit Committee has a number of Council officers that are members of it. It is not independent from Council.

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chairman. There are four Audit Committee members—four audit committee members and management that go there are representatives to make sure that they can give presentations to the Audit Committee on whatever items—sorry, slow down—whatever items they would like to review. Some of the ones that came up today, Councillor CUMMING did ask some questions this morning. I’m happy to answer those. He already does have a copy of the Audit Committee Charter which he failed to mention in that secretive, secretive world we have of the Audit Committee that I handed to him in Chambers this afternoon.


There were some questions about item 8 which are as a service and what we’re doing with the as a service. I’ve talked about that many times here in Council. We are currently undergoing a fundamental shift from on premise ICT systems towards cloud and server-based systems and tools. Obviously, the Audit Committee are making sure that the risk and compliance are updated to reflect this change as well. ISB is working to adopt a risk-based approach to its operations. There are a lot of key risks, obviously, when you go to an as a service instrument as well. We need to make sure that we have the appropriate control treatments and any relevant lead times that we need for implementing those controls as well.


So with regard to the question, and I think Councillor JOHNSTON may have brought it up as well, the area that risk and compliance were talking about, the as a service, it’s a centralised approach to the management of cyber security controls in line with our organisation’s responsibilities and accountabilities when it comes to our mandatory security reviews. There was also a comment and a question this morning in Committee which I’m happy to refer to now about the Assurance Review Board.


It’s interesting because the Assurance Review Board has been operating now for 18 months, yielding some very positive results and getting closed out very quickly as well. They are focusing on governance, forward planning and improving risk assessment practices with a particular focus on strengthening these practices to minimise delivery. Obviously we are a Council that delivers. We deliver $1 billion worth of infrastructure projects a year and we need to make sure we can minimise the risk with that delivery.


Funnily enough, following on in items B and C, one of the risks that we have to actually attend to is less tenderers putting in answers to our requests for information or EOIs as well. That is a very big risk that Council has when there is only one tenderer. We are making sure that we have the governances, processes in place to make sure that we have third party approvals or anything else that we don’t have control over making less risk to the governance of Council as well. So the assurance review board is building governance maturity and effectiveness throughout the businesses to make sure we’re reducing risk and in particular on this Committee meeting they were actually looking at the project delivery across Council as well.


To items B and C there was a lot on the contracts and tendering. Again I am not going to read them out but I will go on the ones that were mentioned. The Mariners Reach River Walk, it’s a structure composed as we know of precast concrete ribbed slabs. They’re founded on square concrete driven piles. The timber decking at both ends is showing corrosion and significant deterioration. We need to make sure that we have it up to a standard for residents to use.


So what we are doing in this very large—as Councillor CUMMING pointed out—contract is making sure we have reviewed the previous assessment and have gone through to extend the life of the assets with no major structural repairs or extensive ongoing maintenance being required for up to 25 years for the completion of the proposed rehabilitation works, reinstate the load capacity of these assets as near as possible to its original design load and remove potential trip hazards.


The bus stop accessibility we had a very comprehensive presentation this morning. Thank you Councillor MURPHY. It is anticipated that we’ll get approximately 4,000 bus stops upgraded over the entire program to December 2022 out of our nearly 7,000 bus stops we have in Brisbane. This is package 20—package 18 and 19 are currently under construction. We did request quotes from the CPA but what we got was just one tenderer that submitted a response. Ertech has had considerable experience in this field. We are more than happy to go with them as well.


The access and inclusion plan upgrades are at the Holland Park Returned Services Leagues Club and the Chermside Bowls Club. So that is works in our community infrastructure where we are giving them accessibility lifts and pathways and car parking to make sure their elderly members or anybody with a disability can use those community facilities. There was also a question in item B about the short-term hire of passenger and light commercial vehicles. Now these vehicles are used across various work areas where there’s a short‑term need for a vehicle and no vehicles are available in the fleet.


So sometimes we need a larger minivan. Sometimes we need utes that we don’t have. It is a $375,000 estimated expenditure over the next two years. So this is a result of the competitive tendering process which was established by the Queensland Government. That’s why we went through Budget Rent a Car to get that one as well.


For item C, which is still on contracts and tendering but for February, there were a few comments as well. I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his support for the new park in Ascot. He said he could only see that as a small park but $2.5 million will go towards upgrading a 20,000 square metre park. It’s not a small park at all but here is the example of where you are seeing increased density we are making sure that we have the green infrastructure there as well.

Councillor interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Eagle Farm.

Councillor interjecting.
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Eagle Farm. Very increased density. Don’t even start on North Shore where the State Government has jammed the people in there with no car parking and green infrastructure.

Councillors interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
So the project scope includes 

Chair:
Councillors please—Councillor please—Councillor GRIFFITHS please. 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
I hear dispute in the ranks because the leader stood up and said he welcomed the project and the great work that they were doing at this park. But apparently the whip doesn’t agree with him. The playground, rotunda, toilet block, rejuvenation of existing trees, existing historical palm avenue, new planning, dog off-leash area, upgrades to the entries, new footpaths, fencing and lighting. It is a very large park for a very busy part of the world. Councillor MATIC talked about the pool, Bellbowrie Pool tender as well. Then there was also a question around the corporate website.


Council migrated to the corporate website Drupal content management system Acquia platform. It is a world renowned highly visible and highly available, secure hosting platform. This is what this contract is making sure that we continue with this network of system engineers. They provide 24 hours a day, seven days a week support model that few other hosting companies can actually provide as well. More than happy to answer any questions when it comes to the audit committee, contracts and tendering as they come up in Council.


There was also a comment about the bus lease extension. At the moment, obviously, we have got a lot of requirements. We are doing enormous delivery in the public and active transport. We have got Metro rolling stock coming online within the next 12 months. We have got new CityCats. We have got a great possibility of consolidating our leases amongst all of our many 1,225 busses, 729 of those which are leased to Westpac and 305 to Commonwealth Bank. So what we are thinking is that in 12 to 18 months time, a larger package is going to be far more attractive to the industry.


So therefore a 12-month extension of this lease is not the Council officers asleep at the wheel. It is the Council officers getting the absolute best value for money for the Brisbane ratepayers when an indicative pricing and terms in the current market are higher than this facility and will make sure that we will use all our ability in the next 12 to 18 months to get a better package on offer. Thank you, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I rise to speak briefly on items B, E and primarily F. Regarding item B just my usual concerns stand about privatisation and outsourcing. I think there are serious concerns with the current approach to contracts and tendering in this Council. So item E, obviously I’m quite supportive and welcoming of the new public park across from Northey Street. I comment the Council for bringing that forward. I do have concerns. I understand one of the owners has lodged an objection to that acquisition. Based on my previous experience and observation of how Council deals with compulsory acquisitions, I won’t be supporting that motion. I’ll be abstaining from that one.


So I’m very supportive of the new park there. But when residents raise concerns that they feel they’re not being compensated fairly, I’m inclined to believe them because this Council has form on that matter. For the record, I think it is okay to be compulsorily acquiring sites for the creation of new public green space in areas where there’s a need to do so. It’s something I’ve advocated in my area as well, where we should be forcibly acquiring old industrial sites whether investors want to sell them or not because we need that land for green space.

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor SRI:
But I do have serious concerns about the quantum and style of compensation that’s offered. Based on the track record, I just don’t have a lot of faith in this Administration in that respect.


Turning to item F, the biodiversity overlay amendment—I’m going to be voting against this. I have a number of significant concerns. In a nutshell, I’m concerned that the proposal fails to protect existing ecologically significant vegetation. I’m concerned it reduces or completely removes protection for existing vegetated areas that are already protected on the current maps. I’m concerned it’s extremely inconsistent in terms of which vegetated areas it protects and which ones it doesn’t protect. I’m concerned that even for areas that are mapped as ecologically significant, the level of protection that’s actually afforded in practice is too low.


Now, I want to be careful in what I’m saying here because there are some parts of the city where the Council Administration has indeed listened to residents’ concerns and has in some areas increased or extended the mapping to protect new areas of vegetation. There are some areas where I think the Council has done a good job in that respect. But I’ve also noticed, looking through the documentation, quite a few parts of the city where the mapping has been pulled back or reduced in scope and size, reducing the protection of existing vegetated areas and also removing areas which were previously mapped for strategic purposes where there might not have been existing vegetation but we said, oh we’d like to revegetate that as a corridor in the future.


So as a few practical examples in my submission I drew attention to some of the gullies around Highgate Hill and particularly the gully between West Street and Louisa Street, and the gullies around Rosecliffe Street and High Street in Highgate Hill. Now those gullies are very heavily vegetated. They do connect. This is, I think, one of the great frustrations for me is that that Rosecliffe and High Street gully connects directly down to the Brisbane River and has been a vegetated area since well before the European invasion. Residents can remember seeing echidnas there as recently as 2005 and large lace monitors and goannas spotted in that area as recently as 2012-13.


So this is an area that, to anyone who knows it locally, is quite obviously significant in terms of habitat for native flora and fauna. But what seems to have gone wrong here is in the methodology of the mapping but also in the values that underpin that mapping. So I’m sure the Council officers who engaged in this process had the best of intentions. But it really does seem like they’ve left out a lot of areas which ought to have been protected.


I guess in reading through some of the Council’s commentary as to why it ignored or failed to map some of these areas. It really reveals an obvious inconsistency where often the reason given for not protecting some of these gullies and existing vegetated areas is that they are not connected to a broader wildlife corridor, that they’re isolated or cut off and so for that reason their significance is limited. But there are other parts of the city including the Eric Road site where Council recently acted to acquire that land for conservation purposes that is getting protected even though it too is cut off and somewhat fragmented.


So to respond to residents’ legitimate concerns that this site or that site should be protected by saying, oh sorry it’s fragmented, it’s cut off from the corridor. But then to protect other areas which do also seem quite cut off seems quite inconsistent. There hasn’t been enough information provided justifying why those decisions have been made. Residents I’ve talked to are particularly surprised that that Rosecliffe and High Street gully hasn’t been preserved. But also the Louisa Street and West Street gully really should have been protected. I’ve got a long list of areas in my ward that ought to have had protection extended to them.


I can only assume that it’s because the Queensland Herbarium mapping was so, I guess high level to put it in that term, that they didn’t look closely enough at these localised vegetated areas. This is one of the deeper underlying problems with this Administration’s values is that when push comes to shove and there’s a choice between protecting vegetation or allowing and facilitating development, the tendency seems to be a desire to minimise the protected areas so as to facilitate new development.


Another classic example is along the Norman Creek corridor, streets such as Chorlton Street in East Brisbane, Caswell Street in East Brisbane, the creek side properties on these streets are currently protected under the existing Biodiversity overlay mapping. So I think this is map 29. Currently, the south side of Chorlton Street and the east side of Caswell Street are protected under the high ecological significance overlay. Now those properties are currently not particularly well vegetated. It’s an industrial area.


There’s been a lot of clearing in the past. But the previous map identified that because those sites are joined to very significant waterway it was worth identifying them for strategic purposes to protect them and hopefully revegetate them in the future. But what this mapping does is just subtlety—it’s only a few centimetres on the map or a few millimetres on the map—but it represents hundreds and hundreds of square metres of land which had been removed from the high ecological significance category.


What’s concerning particularly to me is that in the response to submissions the Administration writes that there has been no change made to the proposed Biodiversity areas overlay (BAO) map for this part of Norman Creek. So the Administration in its response to submitters’ comments is saying that you haven’t made any changes. But then when one looks closely at the specific map tiles and really drills down into the detail you can see that actually you have made some pretty significant changes.


These changes are significant because they’re quite close to an established fruit bat colony. They’re quite close to the Norman Creek corridor. The same seems to be true for many parts of the city. But a frustration here is that there has been so little information given and so little time to digest that information for residents that we can’t have much faith in the process as a whole. This amendment is 300 pages long. There’s another 200 pages worth of submitted comments. I’m slowly working my way through them.


As I work through the mapping, I see that there have been quite a few areas that ought to have been protected that have been left out. There have been areas that were previously protected where the protections have been wound back. That is deeply concerning. I would go so far as to suggest that this is one of the single greatest attacks on ecologically significant vegetation that I’ve seen in my time as a Councillor. As I said, there are some areas where protection has been increased and some areas where vegetation has been mapped more accurately. But there are other areas where protection has been reduced. That’s not something I support.


Perhaps even more concerning though is in the text of the Biodiversity overlay code itself, which appears to contradict its stated intention. It says, we want to protect these ecologically significant vegetated areas but only until it becomes inconvenient to do so. So when you look through some of the land use strategies and the outcomes there’s the statement such as, roads and other infrastructure corridors avoid areas of significant biodiversity value. Sounds great. That’s good. But then it says, and if overriding needs result in infrastructure being developed in areas of significant biodiversity value the development offsets the loss values.


So essentially what you’re saying is, we’ll protect this area until it becomes inconvenient to protect the area. Then we’ll just plant some trees elsewhere and wipe our hands of the matter. Now we know that that approach of offset planning where we have a really low threshold and we just say, yes you can build your road through there or you can build your new infrastructure there and we’ll clear all those trees and plant some new trees elsewhere. We know that that is not sufficient or satisfactory as a response to protecting biodiversity in this city. We know that that’s not good enough.


Yet that’s what this Council seems to be contemplating here in this overlay. I know from personal experience in my ward that the existing biodiversity overlay is often treated with some contempt by the city projects team and I’m mindful in particular of the so-called Dutton Park Recreation Hub, the new pontoon that was built on the river that saw substantial clearing of vegetation—
Chair:
Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
—along that riverfront despite it—
Chair:
Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
—falling under the Biodiversity overlay code.

Chair:
Your time has expired. 

Further speakers? 

Yes, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Thank you, sir. I would also like to speak on item F in regards to the major amendment City Plan the biodiversity overlay. I have to say it’s really interesting to hear the LNP here, the LORD MAYOR, speak about this. Suddenly there’s a conversion on the road to Damascus. They’ve suddenly discovered being green is good. They’ve suddenly discovered that recreation space is great. Well they actually brought in—they actually brought in the City Plan in 2014. They didn’t include a lot of this in the City Plan. They neglected it. So to be doing this in 2019 is amazing.


For the LORD MAYOR to be up there wanting praise for doing is in 2019 is just quite cheeky I have to say. It’s interesting that we’re bringing this through on a day when the United Nations has released a report about the very same problem. In their report they’re actually saying that one million species—this is a report from the United Nations in New York—one million species face extinction. The rate of extinction is rapidly increasing. It’s increasing across the globe. The cause of this process of extinction is the activities of man, in particular development and farming.


Here we are now in Council facing this issue as well. I have to say I don’t think I support Councillor SRI. I don’t believe we’ve done a very good job in terms of the biodiversity of this city. I believe that we’ve missed areas, that we have given in to developers more times than I care to think about, that we are saying yes, clear a block of land. We’ll go back and plant a few trees on it and everything will be fine. Of course it doesn’t work like that as Councillor SRI was saying.


In reviewing this document and the submissions that have come through in the two years that it’s taken, in my area there are a significant number of submissions. One of the areas that I have in my ward is Pallara that went through the Lower Oxley Creek and the Upper Oxley Creek neighbourhood plan. The issue of biodiversity down there has been one that has touched many residents.


I was pleased that Council in relation to at least two thirds of those submissions or—that in relation to two thirds of those submissions that were reviewed that amendments have been made that cater for what residents are saying are the issues of areas that aren’t biodiverse not being included in the overlay and areas that actually have biodiversity on them, being included in the overlay. So that required some refinement. I’m pleased that that at least has happened. For those residents who have anguished over that, that will be good news for them.


For some of them it even has inhibited or stopped them putting a granny flat on the back of their house because there’s a biodiversity overlay over an area of lawn that has stopped that from happening. So that sort of refinement makes sense to me. What doesn’t make sense to me is the submission that was put in by a resident of Tarragindi. Tarragindi connects up to Toohey Forest which I represent.


Toohey Forest is one of the key spots on the south side that has a significant koala population. What we haven’t done is done the connecting of that koala population to other populations outside of Toohey Forest so that we’re not just having a natural area surrounded—a natural that’s an island in a mass of urban development, that we’re trying to retain some of the biodiversity that connects our natural areas. It’s disappointing that this plan doesn’t capture that and isn’t capturing that. I know I’ve been at a meeting at Holland Park where this very issue came up for residents where a townhouse development was proposed and where there was significant vegetation on that site that wasn’t protected.


I understand now with this plan it will be protected but there are many sites across the southside where this is an issue. So of course I will be supporting this plan. But I believe we should be doing so much more in terms of biodiversity for the city and biodiversity in terms of thinking many generations ahead of where we are than where we are just now and where this Council has an emphasis on looking after developers and not necessarily looking after the green space or the biodiversity of our city. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chair. I just rise to speak on item C and item F. I’ll just start with item C which is contracts and tendering and in particular contract number nine that was raised by the Leader of the Opposition where he lamented why there wasn’t more information about this item—about the Coat of Arms that’s been refurbished and reinstalled into the City of Brisbane. Obviously it just shows the depth and the level that the Australian Labor Party goes to when it comes to reading the documents that come through Council.


Because one of his own Councillors was in the committee presentation on 26 February this year. That committee presentation report came to Council as well the week later where it outlined and highlighted Council’s work that we’ll be undertaking as part of the Brisbane Art History Trail to restore, refurbish and reinstall the Coat of Arms that was installed in 1982 down on Breakfast Creek Road as part of a water feature. It was ripped out unceremoniously by the Soorley Administration of course of which Councillor CUMMING was a part of.


I’m surprised he doesn’t remember that when him and some of his Labor colleagues removed this icon for the City of Brisbane and put it into storage. Well, on this side of the Chamber, this Administration is putting this back on display. It is an important part of Brisbane’s history. It was donated by a service organisation in this city as part of their contribution to mark the 1982 Commonwealth Games, Mr Chair. It is being recast, installed up on the corner of Wickham Park, on the corner of Albert Street here in Central Ward for residents to enjoy and to see and for visitors of our city to have their photo taken with a crest of the City of Brisbane.


It’s just a shame that Councillor CUMMING rather than actually going through the documents, reading and asking the questions when these things come through committee presentations or come to this Chamber, Madam Chairman, it’s a shame Councillor CUMMING doesn’t undertake that work but instead just chooses to have some cheap political barbs across the Council Chamber.


Turning to item F which is the major amendment B, the Biodiversity overlay mapping, I have to wholeheartedly refute everything that Councillor SRI said. His comments were nothing more than a blatant political attack without actually going into the depth and the detail of the document we have before us today. We have purchased more bushland in the last three and a half years—over 700 hectares of bushland in this city—than any administration before us has purchased. This Administration in the time that it’s been in office has purchased thousands of hectares of bushland to protect for future generations.


This Council, through successive administrations dating back to the visionary Lord Mayor, Sallyanne Atkinson, who started the bushland acquisition levy, has purchased even more bushland—even more bushland right across this city to protect and preserve. So we continue that today. The LORD MAYOR’s additional commitment to invest in more parks across the city, Mr Chair, is another way that this Administration is providing the green and open spaces. It’s not as Councillor GRIFFITHS tried to paint as some on the road to Damascus conversion because—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor BOURKE:
—the Australian Labor Party voted against the acquisition of Frew Park at Milton. The Australian Labor Party didn’t support the acquisition of Ken Fletcher Park at Tennyson. So every step of the way, the only people who are opposing green and open space in this place has been the Australian Labor Party. What they have supported is Councillor Abrahams, when she was in this place, 30 stories down at Woolloongabba. What they have supported now is their mates in the State Government putting a 20-storey building on Woolloongabba Park down next to the Gabba. That’s the track record of the Australian Labor Park in this place, Mr Chair, not one of protecting and preserving the environment, but the complete opposite.


The reason I refute everything that Councillor SRI said is because he selectively quotes to suit his own agenda and his own comments. I can prove that, Mr Chair, because what he read was one statement from page 12 of the submission report that we have before us. One sentence, which was the last sentence in this paragraph which says, therefore no change has been made to the proposed BAO map for this part of Norman Creek. What he neglected to read was the preceding sentences and also the sentences that come after that.


So the sentence that comes after that one, the dot point that comes after it is, some additional parts of Norman Creek have been added to the BAO mapping in Coorparoo in response to other submissions.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order against you Councillor BOURKE. 


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Will Councillor BOURKE take a question?

Councillor BOURKE:
I have a heap of material to get through.

Chair:
Councillor BOURKE will you take a question?

Councillor BOURKE:
No. He was heard in silence. I’ve got a lot of material to refute his claims.

Chair:
Councillor BOURKE you may continue.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thank you. So the classification of the proposed BAO mapping in Norman Creek has not been downgraded. The Lower Norman Creek area has now been incorporated. So contrary to what Councillor SRI claimed in the Chamber 10 minutes ago where there were no changes and then there is changes because he sort of said, well you haven’t changed it but you did and don’t know. Well we do because it’s in the submission report—
Councillor SRI:
Point of order.

Councillor BOURKE:
—within two sentences of each other.

Chair:
Point of order against you Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor SRI:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Claim to be misrepresented.
Councillor BOURKE.
Councillor BOURKE:
He can claim to be misrepresented all he likes, Mr Chair, because Hansard in this place will show that his comments were that we didn’t know what we were doing because in one part of the document we say there were no additions and in another part we say there is additions. It’s the same paragraph. Come on Councillor SRI. Be honest. Don’t just selectively read and quote parts of this document to suit yourself. There has gone a lot of work into this document. The Council officers have put a lot of effort into making sure that this mapping is the best reflection of the ecological values across the city.


It is not a complex—sorry, it is not a simple thing. It has been a complex body of work. It’s far more complex, Mr Chair, than say the Australian Labor Party’s City Plan 2000 green space mapping document, which was just a set of crayons and bits in pink and a few little bits in green, that they did as part of their last City Plan. This actually goes site by site, 4,000 sites across the city that were ground truthed with the Queensland Herbarium actually went out and applied a set of criteria to actually determine the ecological value of those sites and the vegetation on those sites.


It wasn’t just some random drawings on a map like the Australian Labor Party introduced as part of their City Plan. This has been a detailed document, Mr Chair, that has provided strategic guidance and provides a strategic framework as part of the City Plan. Yes, there is methodology that has been applied. I note Councillor JOHNSTON’s comments about a number of sites in her ward. Some of those sites have been included, Councillor JOHNSTON. The Fort Road bushland area is mapped as part of this. But some of those sites have not been mapped. That’s because they do not meet the criteria for the mapping.


This is the thing that they don’t get, Mr Chair, because they don’t want to do the homework. They don’t actually want to go into the detail. So for example, matters of State environmental significance, we use the State’s mapping. For koala mapping, we use the State’s mapping because that is the mapping that is provided to us by the State that we are required to use. For high ecological significance subcategories, we look at areas which support significant biodiversity value, areas that include remnant bushland natural areas and ecological corridors. It’s not me.


I didn’t go out and look at 4,000 sites across the city. This is trained people in the field from the Queensland Herbarium and the Council officers who work in this space who have gone out and made these assessments. In a subcategory, again, the Queensland Herbarium has gone out and looked at sites that have significant habitat areas and ecological corridors but could not be identified as specific vegetation communities. Once again, not me. It’s a determination by the Queensland Herbarium.


For the general ecological significant areas, again, they went out and they looked at areas of habitat which were somewhat isolated from the broader biodiversity network but still provided some important refuge for native wildlife. It is a detailed body of work that’s been undertaken by the Council officers. It has been done as best as they can and as fast as they can to provide certainty to the residents of Brisbane. Madam Chairman, I commend the document to the Council Chamber and in doing that I want to thank all of the Council officers that have been involved and worked on this document.


This will put the city in good stead going forward. It now accurately maps and reflects the biodiversity values across our city. It is not—in closing—it is not the only mechanism for the protection of vegetation across this city. I want to make that clear. We have natural asset local laws that protect vegetation. We have zonings that protect vegetation as part of their overall zoning. On top of that, we have a biodiversity overlay that adds weight to considerations around particular developments in these zonings as well, Mr Chair. Together all of those mechanisms that this Council has in place makes sure that we continue to protect and preserve our city for future generations.

Chair:
Now Councillor SRI, I invite you to outline your claim to be misrepresented. Please outline what the misrepresentation was. Please don’t use it as another opportunity to relitigate your argument.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks. Councillor BOURKE suggested I was misleading the Chamber when I pointed out the inconsistency between the mapping and the submission reply. I pointed to a very specific example, the southern side of Chorlton Street and the eastern side of Caswell Street where the map area has been reduced. But in the submission comments the Councillor says that no changes have been made to that area. That is the misrepresentation. It’s very clear that the mapping has been reduced in that area despite what Councillor BOURKE says.

Chair:
Thank you Councillor SRI. 

Are there any further speakers? 

Can I invite the LORD MAYOR for his right of reply please? 

There being no further debate, I’d like to put the items—there are a number of items for voting seriatim. So can we do—we’ll do item A first. 
Clause A put

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

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 17 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, Ian McKENZIE, Ryan MURPHY, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES, Norm WYNDHAM and Nicole JOHNSTON.
NOES: 6 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Jonathan SRI.
Chair:
I now refer to items B and C together.
Clauses B and C put

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

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 17 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, Ian McKENZIE, Ryan MURPHY, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES, Norm WYNDHAM and Nicole JOHNSTON.
NOES: 1 -
Councillor Jonathan SRI.

ABSTENTIONS: 5 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS and Charles STRUNK.
Chair:
I refer to items D, E, F, G and I. 
Clauses D, E, F, G and I put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clauses D, E, F, G and I of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
All right, carry on. Item H for debate and consideration. 
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you Mr Chairman. In relation to these committee changes I have previously flagged that these would occur. But I predict that today you will hear all types of outrageous claims about this. You will hear the normal hysteria and unsubstantiated, over the top claims that are all based on one thing and that is party politics and posturing. So I want to make it clear what has happened up until this point. We know because we’ve all heard it, that Councillors JOHNSTON and SRI have come into this place on a number of occasions and complained that they didn’t get their preferences when it comes to sitting on various Council committees.


It’s been a long-standing practice in this place going back as far as anyone can remember, that there are two opposition Councillors on each committee. That—I don’t know if anyone else can remember any other practice but it’s always been two opposition Councillors. There have been varying numbers of Administration Councillors. That depends on different Administrations at the time and also the number of Administration Councillors that there actually are. But there have always been two opposition Councillors.


Now going back prior to Nicole JOHNSTON standing as an independent, there are only Liberal or LNP Councillors and Labor Councillors making up the Opposition. But now we have a situation where the Opposition is made up of Labor Councillors, an independent Councillor and a Green. The situation is that there are still two opposition Councillors per committee. Now when I assumed the role of LORD MAYOR one of the early things that I did was to contact Councillor JOHNSTON and Councillor SRI to have a chat about what their committee preferences would be, because I had heard them raising concerns that they didn’t necessarily get their committee preference.


So I—in a spirit of goodwill and good faith offered them that I’d be keen to hear what their preferences are and take them into consideration when it comes to the committee make-up. So I talked on the phone to Councillor JOHNSTON. I talked on the phone to Councillor SRI. Also at the same time I talked to Councillor CUMMING as well. I asked Councillor JOHNSTON and Councillor SRI to get their preferences to me as soon as possible. They were very quick in doing that. I appreciate that quick response. They advised me of which committees they would prefer to be on.


I also made the same offer to Councillor CUMMING in terms of any preferences that he would prefer. I remember distinctly when I called him I was expecting him to tell me that he was about to get rolled as the Leader of the Opposition and Councillor CASSIDY or Councillor COOK was going to be put in in his place, which we know is only a matter of time. But he told me at that point—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order.

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
Point of order against you LORD MAYOR. 

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Will Councillor SCHRINNER take a question?

LORD MAYOR:
No.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR will you take a question?

LORD MAYOR:
No.

Chair:
No.

LORD MAYOR:
So he told me at that time on the phone that he wasn’t aware of any changes but he would check with his colleagues and let me know. So fair enough. I raised in with Councillor JOHNSTON. I raised it with Councillor SRI, raised it with Councillor CUMMING, covering all aspects of the Opposition. As I mentioned Councillor JOHNSTON and Councillor SRI were very quick in getting their preferences to me. Because if that I was able to incorporate them in the agenda that was distributed in the lead-up to the last Council meeting we had which was the 8 April 2019 meeting, the Special Meeting of Council where we voted on the positions of new Lord Mayor, Deputy Mayor, Chairman and committee memberships.


So those preferences I was happy to take on board Councillor JOHNSTON’s recommendation and Councillor SRI’s recommendation. They got their committee preferences. I did not receive, prior to that meeting, any notification from Labor Councillors on what their preferences would be. So the agenda was sent out without any feedback provided from Labor. I did make sure though that Labor Councillors were aware that if they wanted to change their committees they could still do so. They could move an amendment at the Council meeting and that we would support their amendment.


Having said that I did make it clear that if you want to go onto a new committee you have to tell me what committee you want to come off—yes I did. Look, Councillor CUMMING, I have a very clear recollection of this phone conversation. He knows full well being in this place for 25 years that there’s only ever been two opposition Councillors on any committee. So fast forward to the meeting that we had on 8 April 2019. We put forward the committee changes that had been notified to us by Councillor JOHNSTON and Councillor SRI.


Not having received Labor’s committee changes—I had told them that we would support their committee changes. So when they put forward their committee changes and pulled a swifty, we delivered on that promise and we supported them as I had committed that we would do. But as we all know, as it played out they did not seek to remove themselves from any committee. So they wanted to have their cake and eat it too. So I flagged at that meeting that we would be making changes because they hadn’t ponied up to do the right thing. So this is just simply implementing what I said would occur on 8 April 2019.


So we’ve got a situation now where there will be two opposition Councillors on each committee, as has always been the case for as long as anyone can remember, as has always been the case for as long as Councillor CUMMING has been in this place, 25 years. So there is nothing unreasonable about what’s happening here despite what you’re just about to hear from them. This is a long term practice. But what is unreasonable is when an act of goodwill is put out to the Opposition and to independent and Green Councillors, the Labor Councillors just can’t help but playing political games with that. They just can’t help themselves. Because they are all about politics and not about people.


Now they will probably say, oh you know, it’s outrageous that I can’t sit on all these committees. How come I can’t? It’s all about, you know, using a big majority and secrecy. Well I can tell you any of the Opposition Councillors can sit on any committee and observe what’s happening in any committee just like a member of the public can, just like a member of the media can. There’s nothing secretive that happens at any of these committees. It is fully open to the public. I do not always see Labor Councillors lining up to sit on committees that they’re not on.


It happens from time to time. But you don’t always see them going into the committees to observe. So when they say how outrageous this is, they are speaking with a forked tongue, because they are given the opportunity to sit on any committee and observe any week regardless of whether they’re officially a member of that committee or not. So I will simply say all that’s happening here is consistent with the long standing practice for as long as anyone can remember in this place. Labor, seeking to pursue their own party political agenda, seeking to use this as a mechanism for political politics—party politics and political attacks, will make all types of outrageous and untrue claims. But the reality is this is simply business as usual.


I did, however, want to say that when it comes to Councillor JOHNSTON and Councillor SRI I appreciate you getting your preferences to me. It was good to be able to take the opportunity to put you on the committees that you wished to be on. That, unlike with the Labor Opposition, was an offer that they took up and went with. So I appreciate that. Both of those Councillors took it in the spirit that it was meant to be which was the spirit of goodwill and co-operation. As we can see here there’s a list of committee changes going forward.


I also flag that there’s going to be further committee changes in the coming weeks as well as we get new Councillors coming on board. We have Councillor MACKAY coming on board after today. We then have other Councillors coming on board as well in the form of Fiona Cunningham, in the form of Tracy Davis and also a replacement for myself in Chandler. So there will be further committee changes. I’m just flagging that now in the interests of fair warning. But Mr Chairman I’ve given the full history of what’s happened to this point. As I said it is a continuation of the long, long, long running practice in this place.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chairman. I’d just like to put a few things on the record that the new LORD MAYOR left out. I think it is incredibly sad that on his very first day in this place that he has stood up and deliberately misrepresented the conversation that I had with him, that he has debased what he describes as an act of goodwill by, in my view, lying to this Council Chamber about what occurred. Now the only person speaking for—
Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON that’s pretty strong language. Can you just please keep things within proportion.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—by deliberately speaking an untruth about what occurred. Now to stand up and invoke language like speaking with a forked tongue after misrepresenting our conversation, I think, reflects poorly upon you. When the LORD MAYOR rang me he asked me for my committee—which I had spoken about on the record before and did appreciate—he asked me which committees I wanted to be on and told me he needed them by tomorrow. Two hours later he rang me back and said, I need them right now. So I said to him that these were my preferences. But—this is what I said—I wanted to go onto these committees in addition to the existing members of those committees.


That was my request. I was at pains in my discussion with the LORD MAYOR to ensure that no other Councillor was disenfranchised because of my request. Now, the LORD MAYOR has completely misrepresented the conversation that I’ve had with him for what can only be in his own words a party political decision. He is moving a party political motion today to remove Labor Councillors against their will from committees that they’ve been on for X number of times, some for quite some time.


To stand up and to say it’s something to do with me because of my request, when he has deliberately misrepresented our discussion and I know—I know that I have a good record of this and had a witness in the room largely because he hadn’t spoken to me for nine years, so I did not trust what he was saying to me. So to stand up in here and try and say that you did this as an act of goodwill when you are misrepresenting our discussion in this place is wrong.

LORD MAYOR:
Point of order, Madam Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order against you Councillor JOHNSTON.


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
I’ve been misrepresented.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
So let me be clear just again about my discussion and my request with the LORD MAYOR because he’s not been honest with the Council about this today. I asked to go on to Infrastructure in addition to the existing Councillors on that committee because I did not want to disenfranchise them. He said to me at that time, no problem. No problem. That is exactly what he said to me. 


It only became a problem when we came in here for the debate a couple of weeks ago at his appointment. Now on the phone it was no problem and clearly it wasn’t because a couple of hours later out came the amendments for the committees. I was added, Councillor SRI was added and everybody else stayed the same. Now that’s what happened. That is what actually happened. 


So whether or not he thought afterwards oh dear this is terrible you know I’ve given them what they want and suddenly he’s had some sort of well I can’t do that. I mean I took it as an act of goodwill but to stand up in here and say that in some way I asked to be put on a committee and others kicked off, completely wrong. That is not what happened. I also asked to be left on Field Services and that did not happen. 


So I just want to make it very, very, very clear that the only person speaking with a forked tongue today is the LORD MAYOR because I clearly specifically requested that I be added in addition. Now why did I do that? Let’s be clear about this, there are four LNP Councillors on all of these committees and two Labor or Independent or Green Councillors. 


The LNP have the majority, a whopping majority in every committee no matter what you do. Even if one of them isn’t there, there’s still three against two so they still have a majority. Even when it’s two against two they still have a majority because the Chair has the casting vote. So doing this is about one thing only—party politics. One thing only because there’s no reason you can’t have three non-LNP Councillors on a committee when you’ve got four LNP Councillors on a committee. 


There are no rules, we had that silly debate a couple of weeks ago in this place. There are no rules stopping this. I didn’t ask for it. The only person who is doing this, bringing this motion forward today making sure that Labor Councillors are pushed off committees without any discussion or consultation with them, I presume Councillor CUMMING, through you, Mr Chair, did you get a phone call from the LORD MAYOR asking you about this? I bet you didn’t. 


So let’s be clear, this is not an act of goodwill. An act of goodwill is to honour the original decision at your swearing in a few weeks ago. Putting myself and Councillor SRI onto two committees where you already have a majority, doesn’t hurt anybody. It’s not like these are paid committees. It’s not like you bring anything of substance through them. 


You know we have debates about—well we don’t really have debates, not allowed to—petitions. Yes, petition responses I’m sorry. Presentations on whatever but honestly, I’m really offended, really offended and if this is the way that you’re going to operate—I was prepared to give you the benefit of the doubt but to stand up and say that somehow I asked for this, that is wrong. I want to make it clear on the record, I requested to be added to the committees and no one else kicked off.


I want to say that the LORD MAYOR said to me clearly at the time or the incoming LORD MAYOR said to me at the time, no problem. That was what was reflected in the committee memberships that went to this place a few weeks ago and it is incredibly disappointing to see at his first proper meeting as the LORD MAYOR that he is reneging on that commitment and making these changes when they are not necessary, when they don’t disenfranchise the LNP’s whopping majority. 


I mean for god’s sake, running a protection racket today like having three:two or two:two was a bit scary today obviously. They had to send Councillor ADAMS in to bulk up the committee. So you know, just honestly you’ve got the numbers, you’ve got the numbers. You don’t have to disenfranchise everybody else because that just shows a lack of good faith and a lack of goodwill.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your claim to be misrepresented and please just stick to the claim to be misrepresented and—
Councillors interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
Yes, and the claim was that the phone conversation that I had with Councillor JOHNSTON I gave a commitment that was that—she claimed I said no problem. It’s interesting when I told my colleagues I’d be calling her, they said record the conversation because Councillor JOHNSTON tells porkies. I said, no, no it’s fine. I’ll trust her. 


I’ll trust her and so I didn’t record the conversation and now it’s a he said-she said situation. However, I said that I wanted to give her her preferences and that’s exactly what I did. I made it clear that you’re not going to go on more than two committees. I made it clear to Councillor JOHNSTON, Councillor SRI and Councillor CUMMING. I made that very clear to all of them.

Chair:
Further debate?


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on the motion and I might actually on this rare occasion spring at least partially to Councillor SCHRINNER’s defence. As far as my recollection of his conversation with me goes, his recount of events is accurate. I am genuinely quite grateful that he went to the trouble of seeking my input and finding out what committees I wanted to be on and offering me that choice.


When he talked to me on the phone, he did say that I’d only be able to sit on two committees and that was all I could expect. I won’t comment in detail on what other Councillors’ experiences or recollections are but I do genuinely appreciate that what I see is at least something of an attempt to work across party lines. I think the broader concern still remains that there’s not really a strong reason to limit Councillors to sit on two committees. 


I think there are quite a few Councillors in this place who wouldn’t mind sitting on a third committee. Certainly, I’d be interested in that and I’ve said that previously. So I’m not going to stand up here and allege some kind of deep conspiracy but the Administration hasn’t really presented a cogent argument as to why Opposition Councillors can’t sit on more than two committees other than to say oh well we’ve never done that before.


I think it would actually be in the interests of transparency and accountability that of Councillors did want to sit on a third committee I don’t see why not. I think Councillor SCHRINNER is right to point out that Councillors can still observe other committee meetings and that’s really good, but it wouldn’t hurt to be able to ask questions occasionally. So maybe a compromise or work around solution is to offer those Councillors who don’t sit on committees the opportunity to ask questions through the Chair where time permits. 


I’m sure that that would be given some consideration and then rejected out of hand but maybe I’ll be pleasantly surprised. I know in the past some committee chairs have tolerated non-committee members asking questions through the Chair where time permits in some of the Council meetings and I think that’s a constructive process particularly for me as a Green Councillor where I don’t caucus with other Opposition Councillors and I don’t get feedback from them about what’s discussed at the committees. 


So if I’m not present at a committee, I don’t hear anything about what was discussed or what was said until it comes for a report through Council and similarly, I don’t have any opportunity to ask questions on those committees that I’m not represented on. 


So I think that would be a case for the Administration to consider if you’re genuinely committed to breaking down some of that party adversarialism and being more inclusive and open, a simple change would be to say that towards the end of a committee meeting if there’s time permitting during General Business and there are Councillors in the room who aren’t actually sitting on the committee, that they’d be offered the opportunity to ask questions through the chair. 


That seems like a simple way forward. Again, I do thank the LORD MAYOR for his attempts to work across party lines. I don’t think it’s necessary to turn this into a big us versus them, he said-she said situation. I’d prefer if we could avoid that kind of adversarialism. I will say through the Chair to the MAYOR, that I think you did bait the hook a little bit because you’ve also already engaged in what I would describe as some party political criticisms today. 


So you as the leader of your team set that tone of debate and normalised certain expectations within this Chamber. So if you’re hoping to discourage adversarialism across different parties, then you need to set the high standard and lead by example. Then you’ll have the moral high ground rather than saying the Labor Party is being really partisan when actually maybe you’re being kind of partisan as well.

Chair:
Further debate?


Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Mr Chairman. Mr Chairman, in relation to this item, my recollection of the phone call from Councillor SCHRINNER also differs from his. He asked us who we’d like to nominate and what committees and I can recall—and I emailed my colleagues and said well what committees would you like to go on et cetera? People got back to me and then we moved onto the Special Meeting and the meeting was held and it made the LNP majority look really nice and everything when they agreed to the proposed amendments. 


It looked very courteous in front of all their friends in the audience and everything. Of course, the real LNP then stuck up its head subsequently and now Labor Councillors are going to get kicked off committees. Councillor STRUNK is going to be kicked off Lifestyle and Community Services. Councillor COOK is going to be off Public and Active Transport. I’m going to be off Infrastructure and that’s a very disappointing consequence of what’s happened. 


I follow along with Councillor JOHNSTON, the fact is that the LNP have a big majority on the committees and there’s nothing wrong with having—for a start I define the Opposition—we’re the Opposition here, there are five Labor Councillors. We’re the Opposition. I’m the Opposition Leader because I’m the head of the Opposition. The Independent and the Green are on this side of the Chamber. 


Not at this time, but they’re not part of the formal Opposition and in my view if we wanted to, we should be able to have two Councillors on each Committee because we are the Opposition and we haven’t even asked for that many. Look, I’m not happy with what’s happened here and we’re going to move some amendments.
MOTION FOR AMENDMENT TO CLAUSE H:
	683/2018-19

It was moved by Councillor Peter CUMMING, seconded by Councillor Jared CASSIDY that Clause H - ALTERATION OF THE MEMBERSHIPS OF COUNCIL’S STANDING COMMITTEES, of the report be amended as follows:
That Councillor Charles STRUNK be appointed as a member of the Lifestyle and Community Services Committee, that Councillor Kara COOK be appointed as a member of the Public and Active Transport Committee, and that Councillor Peter CUMMING be appointed as a member of the Infrastructure Committee and removed from Lifestyle and Community Services Committee.



Chair:
Councillor CUMMING, debate to your amendment.

Councillor CUMMING:
Yes, thanks, Mr Chair. Look, these amendments reinstate Labor Councillors to committees they have been part of since the Morningside bi-election when Councillor COOK came into Council. These changes would mean in some cases seven Councillors on some committees but so what—you know there is no limit on the number of people you can have. 


Four of these Administration Councillors, they’ve got the numbers—if that’s what they’re paranoid about, they’ve got the numbers. In fact, the rules say the Chair has the casting vote in committee deliberations so if there was only three Administration Councillors one day and two Opposition and one Green or Independent, then in fact the vote would still go in favour of the Administration. 


Of course, they’ve got the other thing that they can rely upon is that the LORD MAYOR is ex-officio on all committees and the LORD MAYOR or his nominee can come along to the committee meeting and vote as well. So they’ve got three back-ups in—two back-ups sorry in the case that members are away. 


We have had—I’ve been on committees before where at a particular time there was say two Administration Councillors sick and we had the numbers and there was no mucking around involved and the committee included—it kept operating in a quite civilised manner and there was no need for paranoid behaviour from the Administration.


Now bigger committees, I believe, mean a better quality of debate and would be welcome by the electorate as a whole if they knew how a Council worked. Smaller numbers will mean narrower and poorer debate. So, I believe, that these changes are sensible changes, they’re reasonable changes. 


The Administration—I appeal to their generosity. They think that we’ve dudded them—I think that’s paranoia from the LORD MAYOR. We just want to get on with a decent committee system where there’s a decent quality of debate, a wider debate as possible, better debate and it’s a better outcome for the electors of the City of Brisbane.

Chair:
Further debate to the amendment? 

Anyone? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, just to the amendment. I support the amendment. Certainly, it reflects what happened in this place for the Special Meeting a few weeks ago or a month ago now, I think it was, 8 April. You know, it’s interesting isn’t it? Listening to the debate today. The LORD MAYOR has not said what I said is wrong—that I said you know that you should add me in addition to, and I don’t want to disenfranchise anybody else. So he’s not saying what I’ve said is wrong, he’s just avoiding that altogether. 


That is what I said to him. That is what I asked for and that is what he agreed to on 8 April at the Special Meeting when the committees were appointed. He voted for it. I voted for it. We all voted for it and then we made a little change for Councillor SRI—fair enough—but at the time, we were all in agreement. It went well. It reflected largely the discussions that I had had with the LORD MAYOR and I actually thanked him at that point for doing so. 

I still feel quite offended that within a month, at the first meeting, he comes in here and then tries to say—I presume what he’s up to here is to try and drive some sort of wedge in there between the non-LNP Councillors. Yes, keep at it mate, that will be good. What I will say is that I took you at your word, I had a genuine conversation with you. 


I certainly don’t like the fact that you’ve misrepresented it in this place and you have now used what I asked you specifically not to do to justify disenfranchising Opposition Councillors from participating in the democratic processes of this Council. That is what you are doing. These amendments are good amendments, they restore the status quo, they restore the goodwill that you saw in this place on 8 April at the Special Meeting. 


It should be restored here so we don’t start your tenure with one of your first acts as LORD MAYOR as running a party political knife through the committees to suit your own purposes. As it’s been discussed, you still have the majority by two on every committee, no matter what. Every committee no matter what. 


Now, if you go to the state level or the Federal level, the numbers are usually pretty even and the Chairman has the casting vote but this Council is so scared about how their committees operate that they need a buffer of at least two LNP Councillors to be confident that they can run a meeting. I mean that just doesn’t reflect well on this Administration. 

So, LORD MAYOR, I am urging you to live up to the spirit of what you agreed to on 8 April, that’s four weeks ago, when you fully agreed with my suggestion, Councillor SRI’s suggestion. You brought the committees in here. You said, ‘Yes, we’ll vote for it.’ The LNP voted for it and yet at the first meeting afterwards you are reneging. You are reneging on what you voted for on 8 April. This amendment restores the status quo from 8 April and I urge all Councillors to support it.

Chair:
Further debate? 

Councillor STRUNK. 
Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Listen, I just—being that I am one of the Councillors that were caught up in this reversal, I’d just like to say a few words in regard to why I wanted to be on Lifestyle. I believe that—and I don’t think it was communicated well to our leader in regards to having to come off one to go on one but as soon as I heard, I said to my leader, ‘Listen,’ and I responded back to him pretty quickly and I said, ‘Listen, I want to be on Lifestyle because I believe it’s an adjunct to Field Services that I’m on.’ 


It’s just another opportunity for me as a Councillor, a reasonably new Councillor still, to gain some more knowledge in regard to how Brisbane City Council works through the Lifestyle program. So, and I say that in all honesty because I think anyone who’s sat in a committee with me understands that I try to learn, I try to ask intelligent questions, I try to understand what is being told me. I try not to play partisan politics. Occasionally, that happens with maybe a petition or two but we’re really just giving presentations. 


We don’t really speak on policy issues in any depth in our committees, so I don’t know what the worry is. I’ll say also that—and I won’t mention any names because this person is not here to defend themselves—but one of the committees that I’ve sat in, one of the LNP Councillors constantly is just on this thing for the whole time during the presentation. 


Almost all—I won’t say the whole time but the majority of the presentation—which I think is very disrespectful and it also says that they’re really not there to learn anything or to really ask intelligent and probing questions of the presenters. They’re really there just to fill a chair. 


I think really it falls down to the fact that we’re in the committees to try to learn, try to ask intelligent questions, try to get an understanding and maybe come up with some suggestions to the presenter on maybe how they can improve what they’re doing and what they’re presenting to us. So, that’s why I wanted to go on Lifestyle. 


Now, I know the LORD MAYOR has got up here and said that this is always the way it’s been. Well, for a new LORD MAYOR, I would think—who should be forward thinking—shouldn’t be thinking of always the past, should be thinking about the future. Listen, I think if you want to—I think if someone wants to be on a committee, right, that you should give them every opportunity to do so. 

I mean I think it’s been said by many others here today in regard to the fact that there’s no way that we can sort of out vote the Administration in these committees because it’s just the numbers aren’t there. I think if we—maybe if you could stretch it to allowing maybe three Opposition and/or Independent or Greens on a committee, I don’t think you would be in jeopardy of losing control of the committee. 


I just hope that you may want to reconsider the proposed changes. I mean I was really happy to understand that I was going to be on Lifestyle at the last meeting that we held. As a matter of fact, I ran into Councillor MATIC coming up the stairs as I was going down and we said, ‘It will be great, we’ll be back together again,’ right. 

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor STRUNK:
Listen, I’ve always—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor STRUNK:
No, his understanding—I assume his understanding was that I was going to be on Lifestyle and that was my understanding. Then some of my colleagues says, ‘Just wait for it, just wait for it, there’ll probably be something at the next meeting,’ and there it came through on the documents on Thursday and on caucus on Friday. I thought well there you go, things have reversed. 


So anyways, I’m a little bit upset or a little bit more perturbed really of the fact that I won’t be able to be on Lifestyle. I don’t want to give up the other committees because I think I do a fair job in Finance and in Field Services, and so thank you, Mr Chair.
Chair:
Further debate? 

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chairman. I rise in support of this motion. Obviously, it makes a lot of common sense. The argument has been put this is actually about good governance for the people of Brisbane. It’s not going to upset the democratic process, in fact, it will add to it. What we have heard over the time that the previous Mayor was in Council—and let’s remember this is a Council that’s been in office now 15 years. 


This is an LNP Council that’s been here 15 years and by the way, LORD MAYOR, I’ve only been in this Chamber 16 years, not 18, so let’s keep the story honest. In relation to this, I think what Councillor JOHNSTON said was very revealing. Councillor JOHNSTON has given us her side of the story, not from the Opposition, the Labor Opposition’s point of view, but from her point of view and her recall. 


Unfortunately, what this has shown is that there has been some deceit in this process. In my time as Council, which is roughly the same time as Councillor SCHRINNER’s, there has always been a well negotiated process with the Opposition. In fact, I remember one time where I was incorrectly put on the wrong committee and the Lord Mayor Quirk fixed it up at the meeting and he always honoured that. Unfortunately, this process has been quite dishonest because what’s happened is—
Councillor SRI:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order against you, Councillor GRIFFITHS. 

Point of order Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Would Councillor GRIFFITHS take a question?


Councillor GRIFFITHS:
No, I won’t.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, will you take a question?

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
No.

Chair:
No, he won’t.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
This process has been quite dishonest because what’s happened is the two Councillors, the two Independent or the Green and the Independent Councillors, were approached and then the Labor—our Labor leader was approached. Not all the information was conveyed to all the people and not all the timeframes were conveyed to all the people. 


So, I think this is a bad first step for you, LORD MAYOR, in terms of the way you are dealing with the Opposition and it certainly shows that the arrogance is there in terms of this Administration in terms of yes, the number of times we’ve heard massive majority. You have 19 Councillors in this place. You run this place like you own the city, but it is actually good in a democratic process to have an Opposition and to have an Opposition that’s active because it delivers the best outcome for residents. 


It’s a shame that you are using party politics—don’t put it on us—you’re doing this, your massive majority is voting for this. Massive LNP majority will vote for this to take us off committees. So don’t make out it’s us doing it, it’s you doing it and you’re not just doing it to yourself or us, you’re doing it to the people of Brisbane. You’re missing a real opportunity for this city to go ahead and have a more transparent better effecting Council that can work for all its residents. Thank you. 
Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor CASSIDY. 
Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to support this amendment that the Leader of the Opposition has moved today. I take the point that he made and Councillor GRIFFITHS has made that there is nothing to be lost by having additional members on committees in this Council, only things to be gained. Democracy in this Chamber will only be enhanced by having additional members on those committees.


Now, I served on three committees and contrary to what the DEPUTY MAYOR suggested at the Special Meeting we had, that was in no way temporary. That’s because the then Lord Mayor, Graham Quirk, as Councillor Griffiths has said, negotiated in good faith with the Opposition which enabled us to have a Councillor, me, on three committees at the time—the Lifestyle and Community Services Committee, the Public and Active Transport Committee and the City Planning Committee as well. There was nothing to suggest that that was in any way temporary at the time. 


Now, the only person that has engaged in politics over this issue is the LORD MAYOR. Now, we’re not—this isn’t uni politics, this isn’t a school yard, this is the Brisbane City Council. We shouldn’t have a LORD MAYOR running around threatening Councillors and threatening the Opposition that I’m going to do you over if you don’t play by my rules.

LORD MAYOR:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Noted, LORD MAYOR.

Councillor CASSIDY:
That’s right, it was I’ll do it for you. I’ll do it for you. Now, there is precedent in this place where Councillors can serve on three committees, that’s well established. That was in no way temporary and there is no reason as the Leader of the Opposition just said, who cares if a Councillor wants to be on more than one committee, more than two committees. We have had situations where some Councillors have been on only one committee in this place. 


A previous Leader of the Opposition, Councillor Dick, was only on the Infrastructure Committee, and I was on that committee with him in the last Council in there. If a Councillor wants to make that commitment and put in the work on behalf of the people of Brisbane, on behalf of their constituents and all of the people of Brisbane, then why should we have a LORD MAYOR stand in the way and play silly school yard politics and treat this place as if it was some toy play thing for he and his massive majority to simply play with?


So, nothing will be lost from the process of committee meetings. We will only gain a more robust debate both in committee meetings and in the Council Chamber. So, I commend the Leader of the Opposition on this amendment and we will of course be supporting that. We, of course, want Councillor STRUNK and Councillor MATIC to be able to rekindle that great working relationship they had when they were on Field Services together, I believe it was. 
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Maybe Councillor JOHNSTON, maybe this is why he missed out, Mr Chair. Maybe that’s where it went wrong. I’m sure that like Councillor STRUNK wanting to be a member on that Committee, other Councillors who have expressed an interest on being on additional committees want to work constructively with those Chairs to make sure that the people of Brisbane have the absolute best outcome when it comes to governance in this city.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Sorry, claim to be misrepresented, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Claim to be misrepresented. I didn’t make any threats to anyone. What was said is on the public record. It was said here in this place with the microphone, everyone heard it and yes, that was a blatant claim that was misrepresented.

Chair:
Thanks, LORD MAYOR. 

Further speakers? 
Councillor SRI, I’ve put you as a speaker on this.

Councillor SRI:
No, because it had to get on the agenda.

Chair:
Sorry, excuse me. Please go ahead.

Councillor SRI:
No, I was just going to rise really briefly to, again, encourage all Councillors just to focus on constructive ways forward rather than name calling, I think. I’m willing to give the Administration the benefit of the doubt that maybe things weren’t communicated as clearly as they could have been, but I don’t think this was an act of active deceit or deliberate trying to deceive myself or any of the Opposition Councillors. 


So, maybe things could have been communicated more clearly but I think it would be a shame to try and blow this up into something bigger than it is and, hopefully, we can just get on with the rest of the meeting.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Alright. So, Councillor CUMMING, can I invite you to your right of reply, please, on the amendment.

Councillor CUMMING:
Look, we’ve had plenty of speakers just explain the reasons why this would be a good thing for Council and I’d urge the Administration to—they won’t be suffering any losses by agreeing to what we’ve proposed and I’d ask that they seriously consider supporting this resolution.

Chair:
Thank you. 
Amendment put:

The Chair put the motion for the amendment to Clause H to the Chamber resulting in it being declared lost on the voices.

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

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

NOES: 16 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, Ian McKENZIE, Ryan MURPHY, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and Norm WYNDHAM.

ABSTENTIONS: 1 -
Councillor Jonathan SRI.
Chair:
Further speakers to the substantial piece before us? 

Anyone?

DEPUTY MAYOR: 
Yes.

Chair:
Sorry, Councillor ADAMS, I didn’t see you there.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chairman. What we have heard here today is exactly what the LORD MAYOR suggested that we would be hearing is posturing and politics. It’s been a longstanding practice in this place for decades actually that there are two Opposition Councillors officially on committee. Now, that is not to say—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order against you, DEPUTY MAYOR. 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Now, Mr Chairman, you can’t just openly lie like that. I mean there’s been three—
Chair:
Hang on, no, no, no—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—Councillors, Labor Councillors on these committees—
Chair:
You’ve got—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—in recent times. It is misleading the Chamber.

Chair:
I don’t think that’s what the DEPUTY MAYOR said.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
She can say normally the case.

Chair:
No, no—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
—but it’s not the precedent, there’s been others.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor JOHNSTON. 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. The longstanding practice in this place is two Opposition Councillors. We are not stopping Councillors from going to committee. We are not hiding behind closed doors giving presentations that no one can have access to. I have to say, anyone can attend any committee they like, and I have to say, I often have some of my LNP colleagues that come into committee, my committee, to listen to the presentation to see what is going on. 


Never have I seen an Opposition Councillor come and sit in the back blocks to listen to a presentation. If they really wanted the moral high ground on this issue, because they want to be in every committee, they would be at every committee. This argument is about posturing and politics. What comes out in committee is on AsdeqDocs the night before. If there is a burning question you have, you have your representatives on that committee to ask that question.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order against you, DEPUTY MAYOR. 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yet again, just completely untrue. I’m the only Independent. I don’t have anybody else representing me on other committees. Neither does Councillor SRI. She’s misleading the Chamber.


Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
I’m sorry, Mr Chairman, but I heard very clearly that Councillor JOHNSTON said you can’t drive a wedge between me and Labor. I don’t see what the problem is with Councillor JOHNSTON and her Labor caucus mates. The LORD MAYOR has indicated that there are more changes to come.

Councillor interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
I’ll take the interjection from Councillor JOHNSTON that I grow up. I am not the one behaving like a child all afternoon.

Councillors interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
This is the childlike behaviour that I am glad the rest of Brisbane can now actually see as well. 

Councillors interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
We are not limiting what we have heard in that amendment. We are not limiting Councillors to two committees. There is a Leader of the Opposition that sits in this place and gets paid more than anybody else that sits on that side of the Chamber and it is his job to lead that team. When he was asked in good faith on what Councillors would go on and what Councillors would go off, he took the rope and he hung himself by not being in good faith letting us know who would step off the committees.


Now, we know, for example, it has been a while since Labor were in administration in this place, but you know what, that is not our fault. It’s not our fault. The people of Brisbane are the people that vote us here, Councillor CASSIDY. You slur us with these words, it says massive majority. We’re just doing our job and people are voting for us. 


The last time that the ALP were in administration in 2002-03, they put five of their Councillors onto a committee which is quite fine but how many did the opposition get? No more than two. We had more than they had in Council and there were some Councillors that only had one committee. It is the Leader of the Opposition’s job to decide who is on committee but the longstanding practice is two Opposition Councillors.


There were complaints that we don’t have a committee, decent committee structure. We don’t have decent committee debate. We have a decent committee structure and we have decent committee debate with four Administration Councillors and two Opposition Councillors as has been for decades and decades.

Councillor interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Whatever Councillor JOHNSTON believes is true and what is actually true is well and truly the question of this debate obviously—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
—but what we are seeing here today—
Chair:
Point of order against you, DEPUTY MAYOR. 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Councillor CASSIDY in recent years has served on three committees. What Councillor ADAMS is saying is factually incorrect and she is misleading the Chamber and the ratepayers of Brisbane. 


Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Councillor JOHNSTON, needs to open her ears and shut her mouth occasionally. I am not saying that Councillors can’t—
Councillor STRUNK:
Point of order, Mr Chair. Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order against you, DEPUTY MAYOR. 
Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Point of order. Mr Chair, I think that comment about shutting your mouth is just not—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor STRUNK:
—it’s really harassment, I suppose. Thank you, Councillor COOK, for that interjection. 


Chair:
Okay, now—
Councillor STRUNK:
I just think she should retract that.

Chair:
There’s been some pretty sharp language in this debate. It’s about composition of committees, an in-house matter. You know, please have some proportion. 

Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Exactly, thank you, Mr Chair, because I was called a liar and I was explaining. I have not said you can’t be on three committees. Listen to me, you can be on three committees, but the structure of those committees is two Opposition Councillors. The Leader of the Opposition decides who those Councillors are and that is what we are talking about today and if you can’t understand the difference in what I am saying, god help us when we want to have a decent debate in those committees.

Chair:
Further contributions? 

Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Look, Mr Chairman, thank you. I have to say that is a very confusing argument put forward by the DEPUTY MAYOR. At one stage she said she wasn’t limiting us to two committees but then we just had the vote where she was limiting us to two committees and then she said you can be on three committees, but they’ve just stopped us being on three committees. So, total confusion. Not logical—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
—and abusive, absolutely abusive—
Chair:
Okay, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Well that was abusive, I’m afraid, Mr Chair.

Chair:
I’ve asked—
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair. 

Chair:
I’ve asked for there to be proportion in this debate, please.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point order.

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR. Point of order, to you.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Acknowledged. 
Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Look, I am just stunned. What we were seeking was a more open, more transparent Council that works for the good of Brisbane. The committee process is about providing that and having more Opposition Councillors and, if need be, more of the majority Councillors and heaven knows, there’s 19-20 of you—more of you on committee, what’s so bad about that? 


This whole logic that it hasn’t been done for centuries so we shouldn’t do it again, well it has been done and the rules have been broken and examples have been given today. This just doesn’t make sense. There is a grimy bit to all of this and the grimy bit is that you’re trying to divide the Opposition Councillors and the other grimy bit to this is there has been a preference deal done between the LNP and the Greens for the State seat.

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
For South Brisbane.

Councillors interjecting.


Councillor MARX:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Yes, that’s a bit much, mate.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
That’s the grimy deal going on.

Chair:
Point of order against you, Councillor GRIFFITHS. 

Councillor MARX.

Councillor MARX:
I have no idea where—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor MARX:
I have no idea where anything to do with Greens and State Government is in this report. Please bring him back to the— 

Councillors interjecting.
Chair:
I strongly agree with you, Councillor MARX.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
It’s part of the grimy deals that are going on.

Chair:
Please, again, this is a composition of committees, an in-house matter. Please have proportion. Please stick to the content. 
Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
We maintain that this is good for Brisbane to have more people on committees. We maintain that, we believe that we would do it. What we have here is a Council, an LNP Council that has a massive majority, that’s had it for 15 years, who aren’t transparent, who hide things, who don’t like transparency but who want to use their massive majority to stop the Opposition from participating in committee meetings. Well, you’ve succeeded in doing it yet again, but it is not good for democracy, it’s not good for the people of Brisbane.

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR, your claim to be misrepresented.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
I stood here and gave a speech to clearly outline the reasons for the report today. I was called a liar, grimy, abusive and threatening and that is not acceptable in this place.

Chair:
Further debate? 

Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair. I think the MAYOR and the DEPUTY MAYOR are somewhat confused, which is very evident, generally, in this debate on this item and the amendment—but particularly confused about what the Opposition is and who Opposition Councillors are. The Meetings Local Law is very clear about who the Leader of the Opposition is and what constitutes an Opposition in this place. It says the Leader of the Opposition means the Councillor nominated by the party of minority Councillors, the party of minority Councillors with the largest number of Councillors. 


So, the Opposition in this place—the LORD MAYOR and the DEPUTY MAYOR have been talking about Opposition Councillors on committee meetings and there should be two Opposition Councillors on committee meetings. Well, if they’re to be taken at their word now—which I assume they can’t be, it’s clear that they can’t be taken at their word anymore—is that the Opposition Councillors should be able to nominate two positions and other non‑Administration Councillors whether they are from a party or an Independent Councillor can also be on these committees. 


There’s no point I suppose in trying to explain this and litigate this anymore, it’s clear that the LNP with their massive majority are misusing their massive majority to stymie debate in this place will hear no reason. I think it’s important that we actually talk in facts here and Councillor ADAMS and the LORD MAYOR say in times gone by the Opposition—there was always two Opposition Councillors and they even said there weren’t Independent or other party Councillors, that’s fair enough. 


The rules—the Local Law is quite clear in that what the Opposition is and how that is constituted and is still the same wording and the same definition that it always was, and there are now Councillors from different parties and Independent Councillors in here. So, if we’re reflecting the modern make-up of this Chamber, then why do we just continue to do things that were done under a previous administration, four administrations ago.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
I suppose we’ll start hearing about how William Jolly used to run the committees in here soon. Although, with Councillor Quirk out of this place now, a lot of that old time memory is gone now but we know this Administration likes to play in the past. They like to play politics. They put that above the interests of transparency and democracy in this place. 


It is very interesting the point that Councillor GRIFFITHS made that when the LNP and the Greens do a preference deal over there in South Brisbane, the Greens Councillor gets exactly what he wants. That’s very interesting. I’m sure the people of Brisbane can read into that what they want.

Chair:
Yes, Councillor CASSIDY, we’ve just dealt with that.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Please just keep it on topic. 

Yes, point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Would Councillor CASSIDY take a question?

Councillor CASSIDY:
Sure.

Chair:
Hadn’t you sat down?

Councillor CASSIDY:
No, I thought Councillor JOHNSTON was rising to talk.

Chair:
Right. Would you take a question?

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Councillor CASSIDY, in your time as a Councillor in this place, could you confirm how many committees that you’ve been on at any one time and name them?

Councillor CASSIDY:
At any one time, Councillor JOHNSTON, through you, Mr Chair, the most amount of committees I’ve been on is three. Serving as the—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
—three, that is three, Councillor JOHNSTON. I was the Opposition Spokesperson or the Shadow Chair as the Administration likes to call us on the Public and Active Transport Committee, on the City Planning Committee and on the Lifestyle and Community Services Committee. So, not only serving on those three but also Labor’s Spokesperson, the Opposition Spokesperson on those three and serving on two of those with Councillor SRI at the time as well. 


I’ve sat on a number of committees on the Infrastructure Committee in this place as well so I can understand going to Councillor STRUNK’s earlier point on wanting to be able to participate across a wide range of portfolio areas within Council. You certainly do get a much better understanding, not just being able to read the minutes and the reports and the agendas that come through. 


The presentations are very rarely—I think only one committee Chair, I think it’s Councillor HOWARD, puts those reports on AsdeqDocs after committee meetings. We are—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Finance as well. Finance as well. We are sent them—the committee members are sent them but not all Councillors are sent them from the Public and Active Transport Committee meeting which we appreciate as committee members, but to have a full and proper contribution to those committees, you have to be a committee member. If you’re willing, ready and able to put in the work, then I don’t understand why this Administration is so scared of a contribution of another Councillor.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

LORD MAYOR, your right of reply.

LORD MAYOR:
Just briefly, Mr Chair. There’s been all types of claims made in tonight’s debate and as has been pointed out, probably in many respects an entirely unnecessary debate. Just to clarify what has been verified and what is up for discussion or debate, I think no one has disputed that I have accepted or the Administration has accepted the Opposition’s recommendations for which committees Councillors should go on to.


So, they’ve put forward submissions on which committees they would like to go on to. Councillor JOHNSTON put submissions on which committees they would like to go on to. Councillor SRI put recommendations forward and I did my best to accommodate those recommendations. So, they got their preferences. 


The issue up for debate is how many positions they should have and how many committees they should sit on and this issue of two Opposition Councillors. Now, Councillor JOHNSTON made certain claims about the phone conversation, look we will never know because there’s no record of that, but I can say there is a record that exists, and this record relates to the conversation that I had with Councillor CUMMING. 


Now, I made it very clear that for Councillors to go on new committees, they would have to come off other committees. Councillor CUMMING interjected at the time that’s not what you said or something along those lines. He challenged that claim. I’d like to table this email which was sent from myself to Councillor CUMMING. That email, and I’ll read it out, it’s dated Friday, 5 April 2019 at 12.45pm, and was sent from myself to the Wynnum Manly Ward office. 


‘Dear Councillor CUMMING, as discussed, I’m keen to facilitate the changes you spoke of with regards to committees. As your changes were provided after the motion was submitted, you will need to move an amendment at the Special Meeting’—I can provide this one here—’I would be happy to offer support in the Chamber for your requested changes as described below. 

Number one, Councillor COOK to be added to the Field Services Committee and number two, Councillor STRUNK to be added to the Lifestyle and Community Services Committee. As you may have noticed, the Public and Active Transport Committee and Infrastructure Committee have seven members each. This was done so that the Chamber could incorporate your input on the ALP Councillor you would like to include on each of these committees.


I would appreciate you giving some thought to which ALP Councillor should be removed from each of these committees and provide me with that advice. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to ask.’
Did I get a response to that? No. Was this before the meeting on 8 April? Yes, it was. Is there evidence in writing? Yes, there is. 

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
So, I made it very clear that he could have his preference for which committees Councillors would move on to but they had to let me know which ones were being taken off. It’s all very simple and it’s what I said in the opening statement. Now, they can make all kinds of claims about what happened in phone conversations but here it is in writing, I made it clear. Yes, you can put your Councillors on to those new committees and you’d have to take some off. It’s simple. 

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
This is a really simple issue and it’s been over-complicated. So, look, let’s leave it where it is. As I said, there will be further changes coming through to committees in the coming weeks as we have changes of Councillors occurring, but this is simply consistent with what I discussed with the three different groups involved here. As I said in my opening statement, done to give them preference in a spirit of goodwill and that’s exactly what happened.
Clause H put

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

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 16 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, Ian McKENZIE, Ryan MURPHY, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and Norm WYNDHAM.
NOES: 6 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Nicole JOHNSTON.

ABSTENTIONS: 1 -
Councillor Jonathan SRI.
The report read as follows(
A
REPORT OF THE AUDIT COMMITTEE MEETING ON 7 MARCH 2019

109/695/586/6-02

684/2018-19
1.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

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

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

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

5.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE REPORT OF THE AUDIT COMMITTEE MEETING ON 7 MARCH 2019, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, submitted on file.
ADOPTED
B
CONTRACTS AND TENDERING – REPORT TO COUNCIL OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR JANUARY 2019

109/695/586/2-04

685/2018-19
6.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

7.
Sections 238 and 239 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 (the Act) provide that Council may delegate some of its powers. Those powers include the power to enter into contracts under section 242 of the Act.

8.
Council has previously delegated some powers to make, vary or discharge contracts for the procurement of goods, services or works. Council made these delegations to the Establishment and Coordination Committee and Chief Executive Officer.

9.
The City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 (the Regulation) was made pursuant to the Act. Chapter 6, Part 4, section 227 of the Regulation provides that: (1) Council must, as soon as practicable after entering into a contract under this chapter worth $200,000 or more (exclusive of GST), publish relevant details of the contract on Council’s website; (2) the relevant details must be published under subsection (1) for a period of at least 12 months; and (3) also, if a person asks Council to give relevant details of a contract, Council must allow the person to inspect the relevant details at Council’s public office. ‘Relevant details’ is defined in Chapter 6, Part 4, section 227 as including: (a) the person with whom Council has entered into the contract; (b) the value of the contract; and (c) the purpose of the contract (e.g. the particular goods or services to be supplied under the contract).
10.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

11.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL NOTES THE REPORT OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR JANUARY 2019, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

	Details of Contracts Accepted by Delegates of Council for January 2019

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

approval date/start date/term

	BRISBANE INFRASTRUCTURE

	1. Contract No. 531461

NORMANBY FIVEWAYS BIKEWAY LIGHTING AND UPGRADE PROJECT – STAGE 2

Doval Constructions (Qld) Ltd – $801,014

Achieved the highest VFM of 93.6
	Schedule of rates

$801,014
	Pensar Civil Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 54.5
	$1,229,621
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

16.01.2019

Start

17.01.2019

Term

Eight weeks

	2. Contract No. 531642

MARINERS REACH RIVERWALK REMEDIATION

Abergeldie Contractors Pty Ltd (Abergeldie) – $5,461,719 (alternative offer) 

Achieved the highest VFM of 16.40


	Lump sum

$5,461,719
	Offers not recommended

Abergeldie (conforming offer)

Achieved VFM of 14.44

Epoca Constructions Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 10.77

Ertech (Queensland) Pty Ltd (Ertech) Achieved VFM of 9.73

Non-conforming offer

Ecospec Pty Ltd
	$6,232,856

$5,731,020

$7,449,850

N/A
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

24.01.2019

Start

24.01.2019

Term

26 weeks

	3. Contract No. 531666

BUS STOP ACCESSIBILITY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM – CONSTRUCTION PACKAGE 20

Ertech – $3,018,579

Achieved VFM of 29.2
	Lump sum

$3,018,579
	One tender received.
	N/A
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

29.01.2019

Start

29.01.2019

Term

15 weeks

	4. Contract No. 531772

ACCESS AND INCLUSION 2018-19 – PACKAGE 2

Probuild Industries Australia Pty Ltd trading as PBI Australia – $384,270

Achieved the highest VFM of 212.09


	Lump sum

$384,270


	Hawley Constructions Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 190.27

Box & Co Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 151.42

Building Solutions Brisbane Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 129.71

Signature Projects Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 84.14
	$331,113

$538,223

$458,720

$588,300
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

16.01.2019

Start

17.01.2019

Term

20 weeks

	5. Contract No. Q21057

MURPHY ROAD AND ELLISON ROAD ROUNDABOUT – RELOCATION OF OPTUS ASSETS

Optus Networks Pty Ltd – $250,774
	Lump sum actual cost price basis

$250,774
	Contract exempt from tendering and quoting requirements in accordance with Exemption 3 of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018-19 (marketplace restricted by third party ownership of public utility plant).
	N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

11.01.2019

Start

4.02.2019

Term

30 weeks

	6. Contract No. WR7054957

WATERWORKS ROAD UPGRADE – ENERGEX WORKS

Energex Limited – $371,409


	Lump sum actual cost price basis

$371,409
	Contract exempt from tendering and quoting requirements in accordance with Exemption 3 of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018-19 (marketplace restricted by third party ownership of public utility plant).
	N/A


	Delegate

CPO

Approved

24.01.2019

Start

30.06.2019

Term

Nine weeks

	7. Contract No. WR7118606

CRUISE SHIP TERMINAL ROADS NETWORK UPGRADE – PINKENBA – RELOCATION OF 33KV ENERGEX ASSETS

Energex Limited – $408,045
	Lump sum actual cost price basis

$408,045
	Contract exempt from tendering and quoting requirements in accordance with Exemption 3 of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018-19 (marketplace restricted by third party ownership of public utility plant).
	N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

24.01.2019

Start

13.05.2019

Term

26 weeks

	8. Contract No. WR7215390

CRUISE SHIP TERMINAL ROADS NETWORK UPGRADE – PINKENBA – RELOCATION OF 11KV ENERGEX ASSETS

Energex Limited – $346,400
	Lump sum actual cost price basis

$346,400
	Contract exempt from tendering and quoting requirements in accordance with Exemption 3 of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018-19 (marketplace restricted by third party ownership of public utility plant).
	N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

24.01.2019

Start

10.06.2019

Term

26 weeks

	LIFESTYLE AND COMMUNITY SERVICES

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	TRANSPORT FOR BRISBANE

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	CITY ADMINISTRATION AND GOVERNANCE
	
	
	

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	ORGANISATIONAL SERVICES
	
	
	
	

	9. Contract No. 100038

SHORT-TERM RENTAL OF MOTOR VEHICLES

Budget Rent a Car Australia Pty Ltd – $375,000
	Queensland Government Standing Offer Arrangement (SOA)

Schedule of rates

$375,000 

(estimated expenditure over the initial term)


	Contract exempt from tendering under Section 4 of Schedule A of SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018-19 which allows for exemption from tendering where a contract is made with, or a purchase from a contract made by, another government entity, government-owned entity or Local Buy. 

Queensland Government SOA QGP0038-17 is being utilised.
	N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

30.01.2019

Start

01.02.2019

Term

Initial term up to 28 February 2021.

	10. Contract No. 510969

PROVISION OF FIRST AID TRAINING

Allen’s Training Pty Limited – $65,370

Achieved the highest VFM of 127.7

Healthcorp Pty Ltd – $66,114

Achieved VFM of 124.3

Australian Red Cross Society trading as Red Cross Training Services – $90,974

Achieved VFM of 100.0


	CPA (Panel Arrangement) Schedule of rates

$550,000 

(over the potential maximum five‑year term of the CPA)


	Shortlisted offers not recommended

Aspen Medical Training Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 89.9

Premium Health Pty Ltd as the Trustee for the Phillipa Wilson & Frank Cavallaro Family Trust

Achieved VFM of 72.8

Life International Training Pty Ltd 

Achieved VFM of 72.1

St John Ambulance Australia Queensland Limited trading as St John QLD

Achieved VFM of 69.9

Offers not recommended

Royal Life Saving Society Queensland Inc

Achieved VFM of 50.6

TAFE Queensland

Achieved VFM of 50.0

Dickson Wohlsen Pty Ltd trading as CTA Training Specialist

Achieved VFM of 49.6

Parasol EMT Pty Limited

Achieved VFM of 20.0

Non-conforming offers

Alexandra Ever Training
	$92,206

$104,580

$112,670

$127,781

$97,610

$135,255

$93,360

$198,910

N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

20.12.2018

Start

01.04.2019

Term

Three years with optional extensions of up to two years.

	11. Contract No. 511002

PRODUCTION AND EVENT MANAGEMENT OF COUNCIL’S TEMPORARY ART PROGRAM 2019

Brisbane Community Arts Centre Ltd trading as Metro Arts – $280,000

Achieved the highest non-price score of 79.40*

*Fixed budget arrangement – tenderers were evaluated and ranked by non-price score.


	CPA (Preferred Supplier)

Lump sum per annum

$280,000

(over the potential maximum two‑year term of the CPA)
	Ruth Margaret Della trading as VeryCreative Design

Achieved a non-price score of 69.50*

Laura Yingfei Nielsen

Achieved a non-price score of 62.60*

James Voller Studios Pty Ltd

Achieved a non-price score of 51.25*

Red Chair Pty Ltd

Achieved a non-price score 47.05*
	N/A


	Delegate

CPO

Approved

29.01.2019
Start

30.01.2019

Term

Two years


ADOPTED
C
CONTRACTS AND TENDERING – REPORT TO COUNCIL OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR FEBRUARY 2019

109/695/586/2-04

686/2018-19
12.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.
13.
Sections 238 and 239 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 (the Act) provide that Council may delegate some of its powers. Those powers include the power to enter into contracts under section 242 of the Act.

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

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

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

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

Attachment A

	Details of Contracts Accepted by Delegates of Council for February 2019

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

approval date/start date/term

	BRISBANE INFRASTRUCTURE
	
	
	
	

	1. Contract No. 530861

FOREST LAKE DAM SPILLWAY PIPELINE REFURBISHMENT

Freyssinet Australia Pty Ltd – $251,640

Achieved VFM of 357.65


	Schedule of rates

$251,640
	One tender received


	N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

06.02.2019

Start

13.02.2019

Term

Six weeks

	2. Contract No. 531687

NOBLE STREET BRIDGE REMOVAL

Abergeldie Contracts Pty Ltd (Abergeldie) – $309,837

Achieved VFM of 235.61
	Schedule of rates

$309,837
	One tender received
	N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

20.02.2019

Start

20.02.2019

Term

10 weeks

	3. Contract No. 531708

RAYMONT AND GRANGE ROADS INTERSECTION UPGRADE STAGE 1 – EARLY WORKS

Allroads Pty Ltd – $3,215,403*

Achieved the highest VFM of 24.9

* Comparative price has been normalised for potential contractor delay cost claims and includes Stage 3 works which are to be awarded separately pending approved budget.

** Contract awarded is only for Stage 1 – public utility services relocation enabling works (property boundary set-backs and earthworks) – requiring a civil construction contract for early works.
	Schedule of rates

$941,218**


	Dovel Constructions (Qld.) Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 19.7

Abergeldie 

Achieved VFM of 17.6

Pensar Civil Pty Ltd

Withdrawn
	$3,572,242*

$3,430,383*

N/A
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

26.02.2019

Start

04.03.2019

Term

14 weeks

	4. Contract No. 531717

CONSTRUCTION OF ASCOT PARK

Epoca Constructions Pty Ltd – $2,589,585

Achieved the highest VFM of 34.9
	Lump sum

$2,589,585
	Shortlisted offers not recommended

The Landscape Construction Company Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 33.5

J MAC Constructions Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 32.3

Offers not recommended

Landscape Solutions (QLD) Pty Limited

Achieved VFM of 23.4

Naturform Pty Ltd (Naturform)

Achieved VFM of 20.1

Leaf Building Group Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 11.3
	$2,262,720

$2,568,366

$3,018,461

$3,057,614

$3,887,033
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

19.02.2019

Start

25.02.2019

Term

28 weeks

	5. Contract No. 531791

TOOWONG BUS DEPOT ROOF – STAGE 1

Dart Holdings Pty Ltd trading as A Dart & Co – $1,310,600

Achieved the highest VFM of 66.76


	Lump sum

$1,310,600
	Probuild Industries Pty Ltd trading as PBI Australia

Achieved VFM of 56.34
	$1,366,656
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

20.02.2019

Start

22.02.2019

Term

16 weeks

	6. Contract No. 531811

BELLBOWRIE POOL – 50 METRE POOL REFURBISHMENT

Ozcrete Pools Pty Ltd – $1,693,120

Achieved VFM of 39.3


	Lump sum

$1,693,120


	One tender received
	N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

20.02.2019

Start

28.02.2019

Term

32 weeks

	7. Contract No. 531835

TOOHEY FOREST UPGRADE – STAGE 2

Naturform – $437,599

Achieved the highest VFM of 18.75


	Lump sum

$437,599
	Park Forge Pty Ltd
Achieved VFM of 12.26
	$570,837
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

13.02.2019

Start

14.02.2019

Term

12 weeks

	8. Contract No. 531851

WITTON BARRACKS PARK PLAYGROUND

The Landscape Construction Company Pty Ltd – $312,933

Achieved the highest VFM of 27.32
	Lump sum

$312,933
	Naturform 

Achieved VFM of 20.41
	$387,021
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

20.02.2019

Start

22.02.2019

Term

18 weeks

	9. Contract No. 531875

COAT OF ARMS FABRICATION AND INSTALLATION

Phillip Piperides Family Trust trading as Perides Art Foundry – $225,800

Achieved VFM of 27.9
	Lump sum

$225,800
	One tender received
	N/A
	Delegate

EM

Approved

11.02.2019

Start

13.02.2019

Term

One year

	10. Contract No. QR232145-2BANE 

BRISBANE INTERNATIONAL CRUISE TERMINAL ROADS NETWORK UPGRADE PINKENBA – RELOCATION OF TELSTRA ASSETS

Telstra Corporation Limited – $232,104
	Lump sum estimate with actual costs to apply

$232,104

	Contract exempt from tendering and quoting requirements in accordance with Exemption 3 of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018-19 (marketplace restricted by third-party ownership of public utility plant).
	N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

20.02.2019

Start

05.03.2019

Term

26 weeks

	LIFESTYLE AND COMMUNITY SERVICES

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	TRANSPORT FOR BRISBANE
	
	
	
	

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	CITY ADMINISTRATION AND GOVERNANCE

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	ORGANISATIONAL SERVICES
	
	
	
	

	11. Contract No. 510852

PROVISION OF GOVCMS HOSTING SERVICES FOR COUNCIL’S CORPORATE WEBSITE

Commonwealth of Australia as represented by the Department of Finance – $287,971


	Lump sum

$287,971
	Contract entered into under Exemption 4 of SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018‑19 which allows for procurement made with, or a purchase from a contract made by, another government entity, government owned entity or Local Buy.
	N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

06.02.2019

Start

27.02.2019

Term

One year

	12. Contract No. 510877

PEDESTRIAN CONTROL SERVICES, BARRIERS AND TEMPORARY FENCING FOR EVENTS AND WORK SITES

Category 1: For events

(Preferred Supplier Arrangement)

National Plastics Group Pty Ltd as the Trustee for Trading Trust (National Plastics Group) – $83,357

Achieved the highest VFM of 10.12

TFH Hire Services as Trustee for TFH Hire Trust (TFH Hire Services) – $82,490

(Alternative preferred supplier)

Achieved VFM of 8.74

Category 2: For Council work sites

(Panel Arrangement)

TFH Hire Services – $5,823

Achieved the highest VFM of 135.89

Advanced Temporary Fencing Pty Ltd (Advanced Temporary Fencing) – $5,817

Achieved VFM of 117.75


	CPA (Preferred Supplier and Panel Arrangements) Schedule of rates

$5,500,000 

(over the potential maximum five‑year term of the CPA)


	Category 1: For Events

(Preferred Supplier Arrangement)

RSEA Pty Ltd (RSEA)

Achieved VFM of 8.48

Advanced Temporary Fencing Achieved VFM of 8.12

Coates Hire Operations Pty Limited (Coates Hire)

Achieved VFM of 7.97

Category 2: For Council work sites

(Panel Arrangement)

Shortlisted offers not recommended

Coates Hire 

Achieved VFM of 117.27

National Plastics Group 

Achieved VFM of 115.76

RSEA 

Achieved VFM of 111.36

Offers not recommended for shortlisting

The Rent a Fence Australia Trust trading as Rent A Fence Pty Ltd

Ready Industries Pty Ltd trading as 1300Tempfence

Non-conforming offer*

Protective Barriers Australia Pty Limited 

*(Tenderer provided a response regarding supply of particular equipment only and did not respond to the requirements for either category) 
	$80,070

$58,522

$108,225

$7,345

$7,289

$6,095

N/A

N/A

N/A
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

27.02.2019

Start

13.03.2019

Term

Three years with options to extend to up to five years.

	13. Contract No. 511033

SUPPLY, INSTALLATION AND MAINTENANCE OF OVERHEAD CRANES

NQ Cranes Pty Ltd – $490,439

Achieved the highest VFM of 15.4

ACE Materials Handling Pty Ltd – $479,242

Achieved VFM of 13.8


	CPA (Panel Arrangement)

Schedule of rates

$726,559

(over the potential maximum nine‑year term of the CPA)
	Konecranes Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 12.1
	$567,693
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

27.02.2019

Start

01.03.2019

Term

Three years with options to extend for up to nine years.

	14. Contract No. 511053

PROVISION OF DELL SERVER HARDWARE AND SERVICES

Dell Computers Australia Pty Ltd – $800,000
	Queensland Government Standing Offer Arrangement (SOA)

Schedule of rates

$800,000

(over the potential maximum five‑year term of the SOA)
	Contract exempt from tendering under Section 4 of Schedule A of SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018-19 which allows for exemption from tendering where a contract is made with, or a purchase from a contract made by, another government entity, government‑owned entity or Local Buy. 

Queensland Government SOA ICTSS.1312 is being utilised.
	N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

23.01.2019

Start

01.04.2019

Term

Three years with options to extend up to five years.

	15. Contract No. 520534

MEDICAL PRACTITIONER SERVICES TO COUNCIL

Category A: Occupational Medical Practitioner Services

Dr David Imlah – $58,240

Achieved the highest VFM of 16

4cRisk Pty Ltd (4cRisk) – Dr Nicholas Burke – $74,464

Achieved VFM of 13

Therese McGrath Medical Pty Ltd – $79,040

Achieved VFM of 12

Dr M Edward Foley trading as ME&EA Foley – $82,576

Achieved VFM of 12

Category B: Workers’ Compensation Medical Practitioner Services

Therese McGrath Medical Pty Ltd – $45,448

Achieved the highest VFM of 22

Dr William Wallace Sutherland trading as Dr William Sutherland – $45,448

Achieved VFM of 20

4cRisk – Dr Nicholas Burke – $58,604

Achieved VFM of 16
	CPA (Panel Arrangement)

Schedule of rates

$1,340,000

(over the potential maximum five‑year term of the CPA)
	Category A: Occupational Medical Practitioner Services

Offers not recommended

4cRisk – Dr Kalesh Seevnarian

Achieved VFM of 9

No conforming offer

Labourhealth Pty Ltd

Category B: Workers’ Compensation Medical Practitioner Services

N/A


	$76,232

N/A

N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

27.02.2019

Start

01.07.2019

Term

Three years

	16. Contract No. 614020

PROVISION OF AN ADOBE ENTERPRISE TERM LICENCE AGREEMENT

Adobe Systems Software Ireland Limited – $471,997


	Lump Sum

$471,997
	Contract exempt from tendering under Exemption 11 of Attachment A (submitted on file) of SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018‑19, which provides a mechanism to approve maintenance and support (which may include external hosting or subscription to existing solutions) for existing Council ICT products beyond the original term.
	N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

31.10.2018

Start

1.11.2018

Term

Three years


ADOPTED
D
EXTENSION OF WESTPAC MASTER (OPERATING LEASE) RENTAL FACILITY AGREEMENT

134/1151/444/10

687/2018-19
18.
The Divisional Manager, Organisational Services provided the information below.

19.
Commercial-in-Confidence details have been removed from this report, highlighted in yellow and replaced with the word [Commercial-in-Confidence]. 

20.
Council finances its bus fleet via leasing to minimise asset risk that may result from events such as changing technology or changes in demand and fleet requirements. The existing Master (Operating Lease) Rental Facility Agreement (the Agreement) for Council’s bus fleet is with Westpac Banking Corporation (Westpac), which has a three-year term and is due to expire on 30 June 2019. 
21.
Westpac has agreed to extend the Agreement for Council’s bus fleet under the existing pricing and terms and conditions for a further 12 months until 30 June 2020, in accordance with the proposed Letter of Amendment to the Agreement, set out in Attachment C (submitted on file). This will allow sufficient time for Council to consider various financing options for its growing transport network.
22.
To assess the value for Brisbane, indicative pricing for a new lease facility for Council’s bus fleet has been sought from the Commonwealth Bank of Australia Limited (CBA). [Commercial-in-Confidence].

23.


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

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

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


24.
The Queensland Treasurer has approved an overall limit for bus operating leases of $397 million for Council. Based on the projected value of buses leased to the end of 2019-20, the existing limit is sufficient.
25.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed. 

26.
RECOMMENDATION: 

THAT COUNCIL APPROVES THE EXTENSION OF THE MASTER (OPERATING LEASE) RENTAL FACILITY AGREEMENT WITH WESTPAC BANKING CORPORATION FOR COUNCIL’S BUS FLEET FOR A FURTHER YEAR TO EXPIRE 30 JUNE 2020, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder 

Attachment A
Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO EXTEND THE MASTER (OPERATING LEASE) RENTAL FACILITY AGREEMENT WITH WESTPAC BANKING CORPORATION FOR COUNCIL’S BUS FLEET FOR A FURTHER YEAR TO EXPIRE 30 JUNE 2020

As:


(i)
Council finances its bus fleet through a leasing facility to minimise Council’s asset risk around owning assets in the event of either changes to technology or operational risks

(ii)
Council has an existing Master (Operating Lease) Rental Facility Agreement (the Agreement) for its bus fleet with Westpac Banking Corporation (Westpac) for a three-year term that is due to expire on 30 June 2019

(iii)
Council requires the Agreement for the leased buses to continue while it considers various alternate financing options for its transport network

(iv)
Westpac has agreed to extend the Agreement with Council for a further 12 months, until 30 June 2020, under the existing pricing and terms and conditions,

then Council:

(i)
resolves to approve the extension of the existing Agreement for the bus fleet with Westpac for a further 12 months, until 30 June 2020, on the same pricing and terms and conditions

(ii)
delegates to the Chief Executive Officer, on the conditions set out in Attachment B (submitted on file), all its powers to:

(a) execute the Letter of Amendment to Master (Operating Lease) Rental Facility Agreement, set out in Attachment C (submitted on file), to extend the Agreement for Council’s bus fleet with Westpac

(b) finalise, sign and manage the extension of the financing arrangements with Westpac for Council’s bus fleet.

ADOPTED
E
RESUMPTION OF LAND FOR THE WINDSOR SPORTS AND COMMUNITY PARK

161/20/439/371, 202/11-NO205/18, 112/20/439/416, 112/20/439/536 and 112/20/439/537

688/2018-19
27.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability provided the information below.

28.
A proposed new sports and community park located between Cullen Street and Northey Street, Windsor, received funding under Council’s Annual Plan and Budget 2018-19. It is proposed to consolidate the existing Council-owned open space at this location into a functional sports park. The existing open space resulted from the voluntary buyback of flood-prone residential properties after the 1974 Brisbane flood, under the Voluntary Home Purchase Scheme since 2006, and under the Residential Flood Assistance Program in 2017-18.

29.
The development of a sports and community park at this location will provide a range of informal sporting and recreational opportunities for the local community while removing a number of residents from ongoing flood risk. To develop the Windsor sports and community park, it is necessary to acquire the private land described in Attachments B and C (submitted on file). The subject properties are located at:

-
18 Cullen Street, Windsor, described as Lot 272 on RP18527, comprising an area of 405 m2
-
20 Cullen Street, Windsor, described as Lot 273 on RP18524, comprising an area of 405 m2 

-
39 Northey Street, Windsor, described as Lot 3 on RP78725, comprising an area of 607 m2
-
45 Northey Street, Windsor, described as Lot 301 on RP18524, comprising an area of 405 m2.

30.
The subject properties are shown highlighted in blue in Attachment E (submitted on file), and are further identified in the locality plan in Attachment F (submitted on file).

31.
The physical characteristics of the subject properties are suited for sports and recreation purposes as they are mostly flat, cleared of most vegetation and with multiple road frontages, which provides good accessibility.

32.
On 5 October 2018, the A/Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, approved the issuing of Notices of Intention to Resume over the subject properties. The notices were issued on 20 December 2018 (20 Cullen Street and 39 and 45 Northey Street) and 11 January 2019 (18 Cullen Street). One of the owners of the subject properties (refer Attachment C, submitted on file) submitted an objection to the proposed resumption. The objection primarily relates to matters of compensation that are not considered valid grounds of objection under the Acquisition of Land Act 1967 (the Act). The objection and Council’s response are set out in Attachment D (submitted on file).

33.
Upon completion of the formal resumption process, all interests in the resumed land are converted to a right to claim compensation, pursuant to the provisions of the Act. Negotiations concerning compensation will run concurrent to the formal resumption process.

34.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed. 

35.
RECOMMENDATION: 

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

Attachment A
Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO RESUME PRIVATE PROPERTIES FOR THE WINDSOR SPORTS AND COMMUNITY PARK

1.
As:

(i) 
on 20 December 2018 and 11 January 2019, Council, in accordance with the provisions of the Acquisition of Land Act 1967, issued Notices of Intention to Resume the privately-owned land set out and identified in Attachment B (submitted on file)

(ii) no objections in writing were received to the notices from the owners described in Attachment B (submitted on file),

then Council is of the opinion that:

(i)
the land described in Attachment B (submitted on file) is required for park and recreation purposes

(ii) it is necessary to take the said land.

2.
As:

(i)
on 20 December 2018, Council, in accordance with the provisions of the Acquisition of Land Act 1967, issued a Notice of Intention to Resume the privately-owned land set out and identified in Attachment C (submitted on file)

(ii)
an objection in writing was received from the owner described in Attachment C (submitted on file)

(iii) Council has duly considered the objection and made recommendations for the treatment of that objection, as set out in Attachment D (submitted on file),

then Council is of the opinion that:

(i)
the land described in Attachment C (submitted on file) is required for park and recreation purposes

(ii) it is necessary to take the said land.

3.
Council approves City Legal, City Administration and Governance, making the required application for the approval of the Minister for Natural Resources, Mines and Energy, for the taking of those lands and registered interests under the Acquisition of Land Act 1967.

4.
Council approves:

(i) the clearing of improvements on those lands.

ADOPTED
F
MAJOR AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – PACKAGE B

152/160/1218/403

689/2018-19
36.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability provided the information below.

37.
At its meeting of 14 June 2016, Council resolved to amend Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme) to refine biodiversity provisions (the proposed amendment). The proposed amendment included updated vegetation mapping for the city which was prepared based on contemporary information provided by the Queensland Herbarium, as well as alignment of mapping to State mapping layers, including matters of State environmental significance and koala habitat areas. The mapping also reflects the effects of recent development activity, regrowth, revegetation and bushland acquisition. Other supporting and consequential amendments were made to various parts of the planning scheme.

38.
At its meeting of 30 August 2016, having received the Minister’s confirmation of State interests, Council resolved to send the proposed amendment to the Minister to request a State interest review and approval to publicly consult on the proposed amendment.

39.
By letter dated 20 February 2017 (refer Attachment B, submitted on file), the Minister confirmed that State interests were appropriately reflected in the proposed amendment and gave approval for the proposed amendment to proceed to public consultation.

40.
Public consultation on the proposed amendment was carried out from 18 April 2017 to 2 June 2017 in accordance with the requirements of the Statutory Guideline 01/16 Making and amending local planning instruments (the Guideline). Further targeted consultation was undertaken with residents in the western suburbs. Council received 283 submissions on the proposed amendment. Key issues raised in the submissions related to:

-
the intent of the different sub-categories in the mapping

-
potential impacts on property development rights and day-to-day property management

-
complications for development relating to houses and extensions

-
requesting removal of mapping to reflect development approvals and on-ground circumstances

-
requesting inclusion of additional areas in the mapping

-
currency and accuracy of State mapping layers including the koala habitat area sub‑category

-
alignment between neighbourhood plans and the proposed mapping

-
confusion about requirements for offsets

-
confusion about interaction of the mapping with zoning

-
Council’s investment in biodiversity in general

-
concern about the nature and extent of public consultation undertaken on the proposed amendment.

41.
A summary of the matters raised in submissions, including descriptions of how those matters have been addressed, has been prepared (refer Attachment C, submitted on file). Having considered the submissions, the changes set out in the statement of proposed changes (refer Attachment D, submitted on file) have been made to the proposed amendment (refer Attachment E, submitted on file). The changes do not make the proposed amendment significantly different to the version on which public consultation was carried out.

42.
The proposed amendment was prepared during the transition period from the Sustainable Planning Act 2009 to the Planning Act 2016. The public consultation version of the proposed amendment has therefore been superseded by the alignment amendment to the planning scheme that commenced on 3 July 2017. The proposed amendment has now been drafted on the latest version of the planning scheme, which appropriately aligns the content in accordance with section 287(3) of the Planning Act 2016.

43.
The Guideline requires that, should Council decide to proceed with the proposed amendment, Council must provide the Minister with the summary of matters raised in the submissions, a statement of changes made, and request the Minister to provide approval to adopt the proposed amendment. The Minister will also be requested to confirm that the proposed amendment is appropriately aligned with the Planning Act 2016.

44.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed. 

45.
RECOMMENDATION: 

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

Attachment A
Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO progress a major amendment to Brisbane City Plan 2014 to refine biodiversity provisions
As Council:

(i)
at its meeting on 14 June 2016 decided to make a major amendment (the proposed amendment) to amend Brisbane City Plan 2014 

(ii)
was advised by the Minister, by letter dated 20 February 2017 (refer Attachment B, submitted on file), that it may proceed to public notification of the proposed amendment
(iii)
has undertaken public consultation on the proposed amendment,

then Council:

(i)
pursuant to Steps 7.1 and 7.2 of Stage 3 of Part 2.4A.1 of Statutory guideline 01/16 Making and amending local planning instruments (the Guideline), having considered the submissions on the proposed amendment, has prepared a summary of the matters raised in the submissions, including how those matters have been dealt with (refer Attachment C , submitted on file), and has made changes to the proposed amendment (refer Attachment D, submitted on file), which are not considered to be significantly different to the version publicly consulted on

(ii)
decides, pursuant to Step 7.5(b) of Stage 3 of Part 2.4A.1 of the Guideline, to proceed with the proposed amendment with changes (refer Attachment E, submitted on file)

(iii)
directs, pursuant to Step 7.2(c) of Stage 3 of Part 2.4A.1 of the Guideline, that each person who made a properly-made submission about the proposed amendment be advised in writing about how their submission has been dealt with 

(iv)
directs, pursuant to Step 7.6 of Stage 3 of Part 2.4A.1 of the Guideline, that the Minister’s approval to adopt the proposed amendment be sought and that notice be given to the Minister in accordance with Step 7.7 of Stage 3 of Part 2.4A.1 of the Guideline. 

ADOPTED
G
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – LEASE AND OPERATION OF THE ITHACA SWIMMING POOL

165/830/179/609

690/2018-19
46.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

47.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 9 April 2019.

48.
The submission is recommended to Council as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services.

Purpose

49.
The Stores Board recommends approval to enter into a lease with The Trustee for The Miller Unit Trust (The Miller Unit Trust) for the lease and operation of the Ithaca Swimming Pool, located at 131 Caxton Street, Paddington, for a term of five years.

Background

50.


	Background:
	· Council currently provides 22 swimming pools throughout Brisbane. All swimming pools are operated via lease arrangements with private operators. Each pool lease is a standalone arrangement.

-
Built in 1916, Ithaca Swimming Pool is Council’s second oldest aquatic asset. The current lease and management arrangements for Ithaca Swimming Pool have been held by the incumbent lessee for 20 years and both expire on 30 June 2019. Tenders have been sought and a new lessee has been recommended for a term of five years.

	What is being leased and why: 
	An experienced pool operator to lease and operate Council’s Ithaca Swimming Pool.

	Pre-market approval:
	Pre-market approval was granted by the Chief Procurement Officer, Strategic Procurement Office, Organisational Services (through the Procurement Board), on 27 November 2018.

	Process used:
	Request for Proposals (RFP) (with negotiations) 

	Closing date for responses:
	1 March 2019

	Offer validity period expiry date:
	120 days from the closing date.

	Pre-market approval adhered to?
	Yes 

	Other information:
	The current incumbent did not submit a tender as they are seeking business opportunities outside public swimming pool management.


Summary of responses

51.


	Name
	Address and ABN/ACN
	Non-price score [out of 100]
	Net present value (NPV) for proposed lease term (ex. GST)
	Value for money (VFM) Index*

	Recommended offer

	The Trustee for The Miller Unit Trust
	71 Alderson Street

Newmarket Qld 4051 

ABN: 44 150 272 885

ACN: Not applicable
	74
	$188,074
	139.2

	Offers not recommended

	The Trustee for Emmerson Family Trust (The Emmerson Family Trust)
	29 Willeen Court Chuwar Qld 4306

ABN: 65 152 913 747

ACN: Not applicable
	62.5
	$80,631
	50.4

	Jacqueline Jean Van Alphen
	773 Samford Road Keperra Qld 4054

ABN: 39 327 985 038

ACN: Not applicable
	50.5
	$84,464
	42.7

	Brian Stuart Marsden
	17 Allambic Street

The Gap Qld 4054 

ABN: 27 482 735 079

ACN: Not applicable
	31.5
	$121,886
	38.4


* VFM is calculated by multiplying the non-price score with the NPV and dividing by 100,000.


Evaluation of responses 

52.
Evaluation criteria

(a)
Mandatory/essential criteria:

-
provide required RFP tender deliverable attachments completed

-
meets essential requirements stated in the specification, including:

-
term of lease

-
operational hours and duration

-
minimum maintenance expectations

-
accessibility for general public and key user groups

-
entry prices determined by Council

-
minimum insurance requirements

-
financial responsibility for outgoings.

(b)
Non-price weighted evaluation criteria:

	Criteria group
	Individual criteria
	Weighting (%)

	Tenderer’s competency


	Previous experience in the aquatic industry i.e. swimming pool operation/management, service/program provision. Previous experience in operating other supplementary sport and recreational services such as health and fitness facilities, gyms, merchandise, food and beverage services and elite or amateur squad coaching. Experience in business management.
	35

	
	Quality of key personnel including qualifications, achievement and experience of the key service delivery personnel. 
	

	
	References and letters supporting the tenderers competency and ability.
	

	Service quality


	Aquatic trends/best practice and local catchment understanding (demographic analysis, competitor analysis, opportunities etc.).
	30

	
	Management approach; approach to public leisure provision, aquatic service provision, staffing and supervision, Workplace Health and Safety, marketing and promotional strategies. 
	

	
	Quality and range of services.
	

	Capital improvements


	Community benefits of additional improvements.
	30

	
	Strategic alignment of the proposed additional improvements.
	

	Compliance


	Degree the proponent agrees to the key commercial and operational requirements.  
	5

	Total:
	100


(c)
Price model:
	Evaluation criteria
	Definition

	Comparative price
	A comparative price was derived by calculating the NPV (the total revenue to Council over the term of the lease) of the tender submission. 

The NPV is calculated using:

-
rental/subsidy offer in the tender

-
total operating costs to Council

-
residual value of additional improvements proposed in 

the tender at the end of the proposed lease term, where applicable.


53.
Addenda issued:

Nil

54.
Submissions not considered further as lodged late:

None

55.
Submissions not considered further as incomplete/non-conforming:

None

56.
Submissions not considered further to failing a mandatory criterion:

None

57.
Initial evaluation: 

The offers were initially assessed to establish if they met Council’s essential requirements. The financial and non-financial evaluation was undertaken and scored.

58.
Short listing and additional stages: 

Not applicable

59.
Summarise any clarification/modification/negotiation of tenders undertaken:

The Evaluation Team sought clarification on the scope of the capital improvement criteria. No modification was undertaken.


Recommended tenderer (most advantageous outcome for Council)
60.
Most advantageous:

The recommended tenderer is The Miller Unit Trust for the following reasons.

-
It submitted a commercial offer that is a 75% increase in rent per annum than the current incumbent operator. 

-
It has extensive public swimming pool management experience.

-
It is an experienced and recognised aquatic and fitness industry provider who identified and included several known key personnel as part of its offer.

-
Its offer provided capital improvement infrastructure to the value of $50,000 that is complementary to the swimming pool and would occur within the first year of operation.

-
It will extend the season to 46 weeks per year, which is an additional 10 weeks to the current season.

-
It has an established client base and will transfer over the national swim squad to the pool for winter training.

-
It will diversify patronage by offering diverse programming unique to the local community.

-
It will cover the cost of chemicals, electricity and minor maintenance associated with operation of the swimming pool, saving Council approximately $15,000 per annum.

Tenderers not recommended:

61.
The Emmerson Family Trust had less than five years’ experience in leasing or managing a school swimming pool and no public swimming pool management experience. They offered no capital investment and a limited range of programming.

62.
Jacqueline Jean Van Alphen has not worked in public swimming pools since 2011. The offer did not identify any other key personnel other than herself and only her individual personal tax assessment notice was provided for financial information. She offered minimal capital investment that would not occur until June 2021 and limited pool programming.

63.
Brian Stuart Marsden has no public swimming pool management experience, no relevant industry qualifications and provided no financial information. The additional improvements suggested were of marginal community benefit that would not occur until the 2020 winter season. This was the only offer that sought a subsidy from Council.

64.
Environmental sustainability, Quality Assurance, Access and Equity, Zero Harm and Support for Locally Produced and Australian Products:

The recommended tenderer has met the requirements to the satisfaction of the evaluation panel.

65.
Risks associated with this lease (including mitigation strategies):

There is minimal risk in entering into a lease arrangement with The Miller Unit Trust for Ithaca Swimming Pool for the following reasons.

-
It has an established client base to bring to the pool.

-
It is an experienced and recognised aquatic and fitness industry provider.

-
It is the current lessee for the Newmarket Olympic Swimming Pool, demonstrating good service delivery capability and a solid track record, including a history of increasing pool patronage.

-
It has identified and included several known key personnel as part of its offer.

66.
Is this contract listed as a critical contract requiring the contractor to have in place a Business Continuity Plan approved by Council? 

No

67.
Arrangement proposed:

	Lease type:
	Council’s standard for lease and operation of a swimming pool.

	All non-compliances with lease conditions and specifications resolved?
	Yes

	Term of lease:
	Five years

	Price basis:
	Rent payable to Council for the lease of the swimming pool per annum.

	Price variation:
	Prices will be subject to adjustment by Consumer Price Index (CPI) on each anniversary of the commencement date. 

	Commencement date of Arrangement:
	1 July 2019

	Lease preparation:
	Prepared by City Legal, City Administration and Governance

	Lease review: 




	City Venues Manager, Community Facilities and Venues, LCS.


Revenue and Funding 

68.
Estimated revenue and funding under this arrangement:

Total rent payable over the five-year term of the lease is approximately $183,971 (inclusive of CPI adjustments).

69.
Sufficient approved budget to meet the total spend under this arrangement? 

Yes 

70.
Budget line item:

Program:
Program 5 – Lifestyle and Community Services

Outcome:
5.7 City Venues 

Strategy:
5.7.1 City Venues Management

Service:

5.7.1.4 Aquatic Centres

Operating:
Manage Council’s network of aquatic centres

	Financial year
	2018-19
	2019-20
	2020-21
	2021-22

	Capital
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Expenses
	10,864
	-
	-
	-

	Revenue
	936
	-
	-
	-


71.
The Chief Executive provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed. 

72.
RECOMMENDATION: 


THAT THE STORES BOARD RECOMMENDS APPROVAL OF THE FOLLOWING

(1)
Entering into a lease with the trustee for The Miller Unit Trust, for the Lease and Operation of Ithaca Swimming Pool located at Caxton Street, Paddington, on the following basis: 

-
lessee to pay Council $35,000 rent per annum, subject to adjustment by Consumer Price Index on each anniversary of the commencement date 

-
lessee to make capital improvements of $50,000 in the first year of operation

-
lessee to pay the costs of electricity and chemicals

-
a lease term of five years commencing 1 July 2019.

(2)
That the City Venues Manager, Community Facilities and Venues, Lifestyle and Community Services, is empowered to sign and manage the lease on Council’s behalf.

ADOPTED
H
ALTERATION OF THE MEMBERSHIPS OF COUNCIL’S STANDING COMMITTEES

109/800/286/125

691/2018-19
73.
The Divisional Manager, City Administration and Governance provided the information below.

74.
On 11 April 2019, Mr Julian Simmonds, the then Councillor for Walter Taylor, resigned as Councillor for Walter Taylor. 

75.
Following the resignation, consideration has been given to a review of the membership of Council’s Standing Committees to address this vacancy.

76.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed. 

77.
RECOMMENDATION: 

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

Attachment A
Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO ALTER THE MEMBERSHIP OF COUNCIL’S STANDING COMMITTEES

Council approves, effective from the day after the approval of this resolution, that the membership of each Standing Committee be as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file). 

ADOPTED
I
APPOINTMENT OF EDWARD JAMES INNES MACKAY AS COUNCILLOR FOR WALTER TAYLOR WARD AND HIS MEMBERSHIP OF COUNCIL’S STANDING COMMITTEES

137/225/37/6

692/2018-19
78.
The Divisional Manager, City Administration and Governance provided the information below.

79.
Councillor Julian Simmonds, Councillor for Walter Taylor Ward, has tendered his resignation to the Chief Executive Officer with effect from close of business on 11 April 2019.

80.
As:

(a)
this resignation takes effect during the final part of Council’s term (more than 36 months after the last quadrennial elections were held); and

(b)
Councillor Julian Simmonds was elected as a nominee of the Liberal National Party, 

then section 166(3) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 requires Council to seek the nomination of a qualified nominee from the Liberal National Party, and upon receipt of that nomination, formally appoint that nominee by way of Council Resolution.

81.
Under section 166(4) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010, the Chief Executive Officer wrote to the registered officer of the Liberal National Party on 11 April 2019 requesting advice of the name and address of a qualified nominee to fill the vacant Councillor position for Walter Taylor Ward.

82.
By letter dated 29 April 2019 (refer Attachment B, submitted on file), the Liberal National Party advised of the nomination of Edward James Innes Mackay to fill that vacancy.

83.
Edward James Innes Mackay has provided the Chief Executive Officer with a completed Statutory Declaration (refer Attachment C, submitted on file) confirming that he is qualified for appointment to the position of Councillor in accordance with sections 152 to 156 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010.

84.
Anticipating the appointment of Edward James Innes Mackay as Councillor for Walter Taylor Ward, it is proposed he be appointed as a member of the Infrastructure Committee and the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee. 

85.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed. 

86.
RECOMMENDATION: 

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

Attachment A
Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO APPOINT A COUNCILLOR TO FILL THE VACANT POSITION OF COUNCILLOR FOR WALTER TAYLOR WARD AND TO ALTER THE MEMBERSHIP OF COUNCIL’S CHAIRMANSHIPS AND STANDING COMMITTEES
As:

(i)
Councillor Julian Simmonds, Councillor for Walter Taylor Ward, resigned as a Councillor by signed notice of resignation given to the Chief Executive Officer with effect from the closure of 11 April 2019
(ii)
this resignation takes effect during the final part of Council’s term (more than 36 months after the last quadrennial elections were held)
(iii)
Councillor Julian Simmonds was elected as Councillor for Walter Taylor Ward as a nominee of the Liberal National Party
(iv)
section 163(4) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 requires that vacancy be filled within two months of that vacancy occurring
(v)
section 166(3) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 requires that vacancy to be filled by a nominee of the Liberal National Party
(vi) upon receipt of that nomination, Council is to formally appoint that nominee by way of Council Resolution

(vii)
under section 166(4) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010, the Chief Executive Officer wrote to the registered officer of the Liberal National Party on 11 April 2019 requesting advice of the name and address of a qualified nominee to fill the vacant Councillor position for Walter Taylor Ward
(viii)
by letter dated 29 April 2019, the Liberal National Party advised of the nomination of Edward James Innes Mackay to fill that vacancy as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file)
(ix) Edward James Innes Mackay has provided the Chief Executive Officer with a completed Statutory Declaration confirming that he is qualified for appointment to the position of Councillor in accordance with sections 152 to 156 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010,
then:

(i)
Council resolves to appoint Edward James Innes Mackay of 6/37 Sandford Street, St Lucia, as Councillor for Walter Taylor Ward with immediate effect, and approves, effective from the day after the approval of this resolution, that Edward James Innes Mackay be appointed as a member of the Infrastructure Committee and the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee. 

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

ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE (Information report)

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

Chair:
Is there any debate? 
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, can I just ask—
Chair:
Your microphone—hang on—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Okay, thank you.

Chair:
You’re on.

Seriatim – Clauses B and D
	Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON requested that Clause B, STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR THE DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF THE HANLON PARK REDEVELOPMENT; and Clause D, STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – INCREASE IN THE PERMITTED CONTRACT EXPENDITURE AUTHORITY FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE GREEN CAMP ROAD CORRIDOR UPGRADE, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Chair:
LORD MAYOR, please.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. There’s a number of items here which probably won’t generate or warrant significant debate, but I did want to touch on a couple of them that I know will be of interest to Councillors. In particular, item B which is the Stores Board Significant Contracting Plan for the design and construction of the Hanlon Park redevelopment at Stones Corner. 


Now, as the Chamber would be aware, Stones Corner is identified as a priority precinct in the Norman Creek Master Plan and also the Eastern corridor neighbourhood plan. It is an area that we are looking to improve in many ways over the coming 20 years and building on the work that’s already been done in the past, but evolving Stones Corner and the parkland and the creek corridor into a really useable open green space in the heart of Stones Corner.


Now, the creek running through Stones Corner in many respects has been concreted and is essentially an open concrete drain. That is something that was the historic legacy at the time, and it’s something that is done in cities all around the world where creeks were turned into concrete drains. A big part of this project is to restore the creek to a more natural setting and create what is a real useable asset for the local community when it comes to green space but also reinstating some of the natural features of a creek through that area.


So, works will include converting the existing concrete line drain into a naturalised waterway and that will help improve the water quality and enhance the ecological habitat through the parkland. We have worked with the local community and we’ve finalised our concept plan. We’re now kicking off the construction and delivery part of the project. 


So, the purpose of this contracting plan is to ensure that the best outcome is delivered for Brisbane residents and ratepayers. So, as part of this project and an ongoing extension to it, we’re also looking at how we can improve the bikeway connections through the area as well and so that will be a further extension of the work that we’re doing in that precinct. 


A big focus will be getting people safely across Old Cleveland Road at this location. At the moment, there have been significant concerns raised by the community about getting across a number of busy streets nonetheless, Old Cleveland Road, and providing access into local facilities like the Buranda State School nearby. So, obviously, this is something I am very excited to see progressing and something that is very positive.


In relation to item D, Green Camp Road corridor, the Green Camp Road corridor was recently completed and has been absolutely a fantastic upgrade and asset in the eastern suburbs of Brisbane. I remember very clearly that Green Camp Road and Tilley Road and particular intersections along that corridor were just serious and dangerous intersections that really needed some attention. We have upgraded those intersections and created not only an increased capacity for people travelling through the area, but also important connections such as bike lanes, shared paths, wildlife and arboreal crossings and a whole range of other improvements through this project.


The road carries approximately 30,000 vehicles a day and this project was supported by the Federal Government with a contribution of $10 million. The submission that has come forward today requests additional funding for the upgrade that has resulted from three main issues. Number one, delay in the supply of box culverts. The discovery of extensive acid sulphate soil contamination while the works were being undertaken and also the identification of a number of major services underground, utility services, that were not in any plans or drawings.


The box culverts were procured by Council through a separate tender to the main contract. The delivery timeframes were not met, which in turn led to a significant time delay which impacted on the main contractor’s program of works. So, there are a number of, I guess, issues that came up as part of this project. As I mentioned, the project is complete, it’s delivering fantastic outcomes. There has been so much great feedback from the community about this project and they are benefiting from it each and every day.


This is a project that if we hadn’t have received Federal funding for, probably would not have gone ahead. We would’ve seen a different outcome with a couple of intersection upgrades maybe but certainly not a major corridor upgrade. So, with the help of the Federal Government, we’ve been able to deliver more than we originally anticipated and this submission coming through today effectively finalises the financial arrangements for the project to ensure that we can close out this project.


Finally, I just wanted to briefly mention the Stores Board submission for the Queen Street Mall Tenancy Revitalisation. The Stores Board submission is for the revitalisation of the tenancy that is currently known as the Pig ‘N’ Whistle at the lower end of the Queen Street Mall. In 1999, Council revitalised the Mall and incorporated seven new tenancies into the Mall, including the Pig ‘N’ Whistle. Each of the tenancies were given a 15 year permit to occupy which expired in 2014.


In 2014, Brisbane held the G20 Summit and all tenancies were temporarily extended. In 2015, Council released the Queen Street Mall Visioning Plan which set a vision for how any future revitalisations or changes to the Mall should occur. A big focus of that was to make sure it was a mall for all and it is a much‑loved asset for the city. People of Brisbane do appreciate the Queen Street Mall and the feedback we received is that changes should wherever possibly be incremental improvements on what is there at the moment rather than dramatic or drastic changes to what is already a very successful mall.


So, as each of the tenancies are reaching the end of their lease, Council has been investigating opportunities for revitalisation. In 2017, Council undertook a tender process for the Pig ‘N’ Whistle site but did not receive any suitable submissions for the revitalisation. In 2018, we’ve seen renewed interest in the site with multiple proposals being submitted to Council. Given the level of interest, we are now going out to tender for the way forward for this site going forward and that is what is submission will achieve.

Chair:
Thank you, LORD MAYOR. 

Before we carry on, I just would like to remind all Councillors that things marked in yellow are commercial-in-confidence and we’ve all signed indemnities leading into this that we are personally liable for things we say are being streamed live.


Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
I don’t have a colour photocopier in my office so I don’t get anything yellow.

Chair:
Okay. I just took a moment—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
I just took a moment to remind you of your obligations.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. But you are aware we don’t have colour photocopiers so we don’t know what’s yellow?

Chair:
Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
There is a bit of a shading that comes through so I think I can work it out but it’s not yellow. It’s not yellow, Mr Chairman. It’s not yellow.

Chair:
I just don’t want you to get into trouble. Right?

Councillor CUMMING:
In relation to this matter, item A, the road profiling contract. The plan appears to be fair and allows for a competitive environment and hopefully they’ll get more than one tender on this occasion. So, we’re happy to support that matter.


In relation to the Hanlon Park redevelopment, I’ve run across someone a bit cynical and they said to me, look, this is all designed to get an LNP candidate over the line at the next election because that’s a very marginal ward down there now. But, you know, Mr Chairman, it’s a growth area. As I said earlier, we support new parks in growth areas, particularly areas like Coorparoo which has had a reasonable amount of high rise development. So, we’re suspicious of accepting of the need for a new park in that area and it’s good to see a significant amount of money being spent. The sooner that Matt Campbell becomes a Councillor for Coorparoo the better.


In relation to item C, the Defence Services Leave Policy, this item, the Brisbane City Council adopts the—our current civil defence military service leave provisions do not adequately reflect the current ADF (Australian Defence Force) training requirements and therefore I believe it’s desirable for Council as a public organisation, a large public organisation, to adopt a policy that is consistent with the Act and encourage anyone who’s interested in our workforce to be involved in this sort of training. It’s very important training and it’s very worthwhile. 


In relation to item D, I know the LORD MAYOR had various excuses for the Green Camp Road costs blowout but they’re getting a track record, this Administration, for costs blowouts. There was TechOne, I think it was $27 million; Kingsford Smith Drive, $47 million and counting; and it’s happening over and over again. So, this is yet another example of a blowout. It’s most unfortunate that this is commercial-in-confidence. I really am concerned where commercial-in-confidence is used to restrict debate on costs blowouts.


Now, how is that commercial-in-confidence, I really query this one. All I can say is that millions of dollars have been—there’s been millions of dollars blowout on this matter and percentage wise, I’m told it’s around 40% odd increase in the contract due to the costs blowouts, which is a massive increase. It’s made a contract far more expensive than it should ever have been. It’s a case of here a blowout, there a blowout, everywhere a blowout.


In relation to item E, with the significant contracting plan for supply and delivery of trucks, I’m concerned about the vagueness of some of the language in this and I’ll point it out. It’s page 17. Just one sentence there that sort of I found very annoying. The length of time which Council decides to keep trucks may be subject to the whole of life cost. That’s it. The length of time which Council decides to keep trucks may be subject to the whole of life cost.


Well, it is or it isn’t. Surely, there’s a policy that says this is how we decide how long to keep vehicles. It’s as vague as anything, no explanation and it’s disappointing that that sort of wording comes to the Council Chamber. 


In relation then to item F, another significant contracting plan. This is the Queen Street Mall Tenancy Revitalisation. I note here, and I’ve seen the Administration always throws it as us, this sort of thing, but the Queen Street Mall was first pedestrianised in 1982 and that was under a Labor administration. So, I thought I’d let you know that. It will be interesting to see if the anticipated revenue target, which is commercial-in-confidence so we can’t talk about that, is met and I’d like to be able to talk about that and say how much it is but I can’t because it’s commercial-in-confidence, according to the documents.


But the approach being taken seems reasonable and hopefully there will be a plenty of competition for the new tenancy, both design and construct of a new building or new structure and also the operation. 

Chair:
Further debate? 

Councillor McKENZIE.

Councillor McKENZIE:
Thanks, Mr Chairman.


I rise to talk about item B which is in the Ward of Coorparoo. As the LORD MAYOR says, this item is approval for contracting plan for the delivery, design and construction of the Hanlon Park redevelopment in Coorparoo Ward.


Now, before I get on to Councillor CUMMING’s comment, I’d just like to run through what this plan really is. It’s a fantastic project that’s going to transform Hanlon Park into an attractive and versatile public space to support the growing Stones Corner precinct which was recognised. The project will provide significant enhancement to the park and stands to support connectivity and recreational opportunities for residents, businesses, commuters and visitors.


The LORD MAYOR spoke of the naturalisation of the waterway upgrade and I’m incredibly enthusiastic about this. The original waterway, the concrete pipe, was put there, or the concrete construction, was put there some, I would suggest, some 50 or even 60 years ago and it has been an area that has been well used but with a population increase it can be used better. It’s a terrific result for the residents of the area and it’s one that’s needed to support the growth. As I’ve said, in the course of the next 20 years there’ll be increase in population of some thousands of people there. 


The concept plan and design and the construction will provide the best value for money for the residents. This Hanlon Park redevelopment is another example of this Administration’s commitment to providing more to see and do for our residents in a clean and green Brisbane. Now, Councillor CUMMING amazed me when he said that it’s been put up there to support the LNP candidate in the Ward of Coorparoo.


Well, if I can recall back in about 2008 or 2009, I was at an N4C (Norman Creek Catchment Coordinating Committee) meeting when this idea was first mooted and it’s a massive, massive undertaking. Lord Mayor Newman took this on board, found the finance and ran it through. It’s now coming to fruition. It’s a corridor which will increase, as I said, the usage of this whole area. There’s a school there, there’s a childcare centre, a kindergarten there and a connect to the Buranda Primary School. So, to say that this was a flash in the park development is stretching credulity. 


But I can suggest to you that this will be a massive improvement to the southside and I look forward with great anticipation to seeing this wonderful project completed.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. I rise to speak on item B and item D.


Firstly, with respect to item B, I want to make it very clear on the public record that I support new parks in Brisbane and I’d support a new park in this part of Brisbane at Hanlon Park but I can’t do so today for one single reason. That this Administration is hiding the true amount of this project clearly for political purposes. So, let me be clear.


The total budget of the project is not publicly available. It has been redacted and is commercial-in-confidence. Now, the amount of money being spent by this Council on creating a new park is not a commercial-in-confidence figure. There may be some elements of the contracting plan that Council does not want to make public for competitive commercial arrangements but that is not what they are doing. They are hiding the cost of this park from the residents of Brisbane and it is eye watering.


I honestly cannot believe it. I cannot believe it and I can see why they are redacting it. In the budget forwards, there’s some $2.3 million allocated for this project. The actual cost of this is way, way, way in excess of this. It is unbudgeted in the budget. Presumably, the LORD MAYOR is going to go out with the soon to be Councillor for Coorparoo Ward, stand there and for political purposes make a major announcement whilst redacting and hiding what he’s doing today from the people of Brisbane.


It is fundamentally wrong, fundamentally wrong, to hide the cost of a project that is not budgeted in the Council budget. So, we’re being asked today to endorse a contracting plan that is unfunded. Let me be clear. There’s no money in the budget to actually do this. It’s so wrong, it is not funny. Now, do we do park improvements down there? Yes, I’m sure we do. Should it be a matter of secrecy, should there be a protection racket being run for marginal LNP seat holders? No, there should not be.


This should be on the public record, it should be a matter of—
Chair:
Excuse me, Councillor JOHNSTON. 

There’s a lot of murmuring going on. Can everyone just chill out and just listen for a moment? 

Thanks, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
It should be a matter of public record how much money this Council wants to spend on a major park, particularly where it’s not budgeted in the Council budget. I don’t even know if we legally can do this. I mean, we’re endorsing a contracting plan that’s unfunded. I mean, okay, maybe they do it at the state and Federal level but I don’t think that’s good governance but that’s how our Finance Chairman rolls. She was happy to approve, you know, millions and millions of dollars being allocated secretly to a project while there’s no budget allocations to support it.


I don’t think that is right. The poor governance and transparency around the expenditure of ratepayers’ money has been a hallmark of this LNP Administration and it is appalling, it is appalling. If you want to build a new park in this part of Brisbane, go out there and tell the residents what you are doing. Let us debate it in full in this place instead of unreasonably restricting Councillors from discussing the true cost of this project on behalf of the people of Brisbane.


I don’t know. Councillor McKENZIE said, and I wrote it down somewhere, that this is the best value for money. We’re not even allowed to talk about it. We’re not even allowed to talk about how much money this is. I just think it is outrageous that the actual cost of the project is being kept secret from the residents of Brisbane and whilst I would support a park, I will be abstaining. I will not be supporting the poor governance of this LNP Administration who are putting forward a major project, hiding the true cost of it and it’s not funded in the budget.


That’s not the way to run the city. We all know Councillor McKENZIE is off. He’s told everybody on Sunday he’s off and the new Councillor is sitting up there. Meanwhile you watch. Within a matter of a couple of weeks the LORD MAYOR and the new Councillor will be out there announcing all of this. Meanwhile we have to keep it secret, even though we’re the elected officials that are supposed to approve and debate this today. It is absolutely wrong.


I will be voting against the construction of the Green Camp corridor upgrade, again, because of the secrecy. I just cannot believe the way in which this has been done. A project was signed off which included a significant contingency at that time. Millions of dollars in a contingency at that time. When it started going bad at officer level they authorised another—I don’t know if I can—yes, I think I can tell you that one, that one is not redacted—another $1.5 million and then it kept going bad and now we’re being asked to approve the second variation to this contract.


So, they used up all the contingency. They used up the extra funding that they requested at officer level and now they’re asking for millions of dollars from Council to throw in to this project yet again. We are not allowed to talk about the actual cost of it. That is what is wrong with this Council. The secrecy, the maladministration, the financial incompetence of this leadership team, particularly the DEPUTY MAYOR. I mean, you know, she’s been the Finance Chairman for a long time and these projects continue to be badly managed.


Councillor COOPER has got to take some responsibility for this one. I mean, we know she tried to run for Deputy Mayor. Maybe she was too busy campaigning and just forgot to keep an eye on a major project and now the people who have to pay for it are the residents of Brisbane and I’m not allowed to discuss how much, how much, it is because it has been redacted. It has been redacted. The residents of Brisbane will never know because the LNP Administration want to keep their hopeless financial management, their stuff ups, secret from the residents of Brisbane.


Page after page of what we are being asked to vote for as Councillors today is redacted. Commercial-in-confidence. I hope everybody watching today, whether it’s here, it’s up at George Street or it’s at home in their own living room, realises that this is the way this Administration has been operating for years. When there’s a problem, they try and hide it. They try and hide it. They did this in recess. So, we can’t even question this because of the way our Council processes work.


So, it is outrageous in my view that they want to redact key critical financial information that should be in the public sphere, that the residents of Brisbane should be able to have, should be able to understand, should be able to make their own judgment about whether they consider it to be value for money and we should be able to openly debate as councillors of this place. But, again, first day in the job and this LORD MAYOR is oversighting one of the most redacted E&C reports that I have ever seen come into this place.


We’re talking about a new park and a road project and he does not want the people of Brisbane to know how much it’s costing them. That is wrong.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chairman.

I rise to speak on items B, C and F. First of all, to the rants we just heard from the Councillor for Tennyson. There is a very, very clear legal process in this place. You can absolutely not under any circumstances any way, anyhow, go to a significant contract plan without that money being available in the budget. Now, I think that the process that the Councillor uses is if she gets shouty enough it must be true. If she gets angry enough it must be true but the shouts and the angers are based on total mistruths.


All of this money is in the public place because we cannot go to a significant contract plan without the money being available in the budget. If anybody goes online to look at the 2018-19 budget under Service 3.1.3.1 Environmental and Liveability Initiatives for the Community. Activities include Norman Creek 2012-2031 Master Plan. For the next priority project Hanlon Park, Stones Corner. It is an itemised line item in the budget for the next four forward years. Each of those years have got at least—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Mr Chairman, I draw your attention to paragraphs 55, 56 and 58 of item B, Hanlon Park Redevelopment, and I draw your attention to the fact that the funds in there are—
Chair:
Sorry, Councillor JOHNSTON, what’s the nature of the point of order? 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chairman. As I was saying, the line item there is very, very clear that there is at least three—$4 million this year, next year more, the year after and the year after and I’m suggesting what Councillor JOHNSTON just realised when she looked closely that there’s also a carry over as well. The money is in the budget. It is public information and we would not be here with a significant contracting plan if the money was not available in the budget. It is not legally allowed.


To items C and F. Item C very briefly. The Defence Force MOU. We have always had an understanding that our Council employees have leave if they’re going into the Reserve Service but we did not have enough leave in their requirements for what they need now when they’re going on for the Defence Force requirements. So, as part of good governance obviously we’ve moved into this memorandum to make sure that our Council officers can have that opportunity within their EBA arrangements as well.


With regards to item F, we are looking forward to a great outcome on our malls for all with the tender process for the lower tenancy towards Edward Street. We have been out to tender before. They weren’t compliant. We do know now that there is some competition in the market and we look forward to seeing a fantastic New World City outcome for this site.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on item B and also item F, as well as maybe briefly the Green Camp Road upgrade.


Actually, I’ll just start with a few comments on the Green Camp Road allocation. When residents of Brisbane ask me hey, what’s the deal with this change of leadership in the Council Administration I see that they’re talking about green space, I see they’re talking about active transport and public transport, has this been a big cultural shift within Council. I actually pointed projects like the Green Camp Road upgrade as evidence that no, there hasn’t been a dramatic shift. 


This is a project that represents the clearing of a lot of vegetation and with a few tokenistic improvements to preserve some wildlife access, it is essentially a big road widening project through an area that was and still is a lot of ecological significance and I think it’s a shame that the Council continues to throw so much money at environmentally destructive road widening projects and comparatively little towards active and public transport. That’s all I’ll say on that matter.


Just in terms of item B, I want to congratulate the Council Administration for the good work that’s happening in the Hanlon Park precinct. I played my small part in advocating for this project and I know I’m not the only one. I want to congratulate the officers for their work and what must have been a difficult job in trying to balance the needs of different constituencies and different committee groups within the community.


I personally think that money thrown after park improvements and upgrades is money well spent and of all the things that Council spends money on, I think this sort of thing, restoring a creek corridor, revegetating, is a pretty good use of money. Having that said, I think this is costing us a lot more than it needs to because we are privatising and outsourcing this work. When you privatise and outsource this kind of contract work, of course the private contractor is going to add on their profit margins and add in their own contingencies and overheads.


So, it would have been cheaper for us in the long term if we’d hired people with the relevant skills and done this work in-house rather than outsourcing to private contractors who are ultimately motivated by profit. I should also just mention that my predecessor, Helen Abrahams, also played an important role in bringing the Norman Creek plan into effect and I want to congratulate her for laying that groundwork and doing her bit as well to ensure that this creek could be revitalised. It’s, I think, a tribute to her legacy and her commitment towards protecting the environment that this is happening today.


But, I do want to emphasise for all the Councillors in this place, and particularly Councillor HAMMOND, don’t let it stop here. The Woolloongabba precinct was identified as a priority in the Norman Creek vision and we really would like to see a lot more money spent on that stage of implementing the Norman Creek Master Plan. There’s no need to wait until Hanlon Park is done before we continue with the important stages of the project.


Turning to item F, I just want to offer this suggestion to Councillor ADAMS and Councillor SCHRINNER and to the Administration in general. I understand that right now you’re thinking about what the future will be for that part of the Queen Street Mall that’s currently taken up by the Pig ‘N’ Whistle. I want to suggest to you that rather than bringing in another commercial lessee or privatising that space in some other capacity that perhaps the best use of that very valuable inner city space in the middle of the mall would simply be as more usable public open space.


So, I know now you’re going out to tender and you’re going to test the market and you’re going to see what offers people have. I can see the figures there that have been labelled commercial-in-confidence. Looking at those figures and knowing how important public space is in the inner city, I want to strongly suggest to you that you give serious consideration that rather than privatising that space and leasing it out, that it be redeveloped and restored as public open space. That space that could then be used for community events and meetings. It’s space that local residents will appreciate retreating to.


When you’re in the middle of a busy shopping precinct, it’s nice to be able to sit down somewhere where you don’t feel like you have to pay money to exist in the space. I think some of the other changes we’ve seen along Queen Street Mall to introduce more public seating have been a good thing and I think here’s another opportunity where rather than just selling off and privatising chunks of public land, we could actually give something back to the residents of Brisbane and say here’s another usable public space that people of all demographics can enjoy regardless of whether they’re spending money or not.


I thought, through you, Mr Chair, Councillor SCHRINNER, your comments about wanting the mall to be accessible for everyone are timely and I want to remind you of the fact that this Council Administration still on a regular basis plays loud music late at night in Queen Street Mall to discourage homeless people and vulnerable people from hanging out in that space. 


The previous Lord Mayor has acknowledged that your Administration is doing this and I’d suggest to you that if you are serious about the Queen Street Mall being an accessible space for everyone, there’s a straightforward and easy change that your Administration can make. Stop playing that music late at night, that noisy disruptive music late at night in the Queen Street Mall for the explicit purpose of discouraging people from using the public space.


If you are genuine about wanting to democratise Queen Street Mall and open it up for people of all demographics, stop discouraging the most vulnerable members of our society from gathering there. I do just want to really emphasise the importance of public space in the inner city, remind the Council Administration that when activists are organising protests, they often have a choice between blocking roads or using public squares and public malls.


If we provide those off-street public gathering spaces where community groups or activists can gather for their events, that reduces the need for those groups to block roads and take over other transport corridors. So even from a transport planning perspective, it makes sense to open up more public gathering spaces in the middle of the city so that there’s more room for those events.


I’ve seen a couple of occasions in the past where King George Square has been used for one event, Reddacliff Place has been used in another events and you end up with protestors having to block off major roads because they have nowhere left to gather because all the other major public spaces in the middle of the CBD have been privatised and commodified and taken up by restaurants and bars and other uses.


So there are quite a few arguments weighing in favour of opening up more open space within Queen Street Mall. Space for a few more large trees in that area would be really, really good as would be more public seating and spaces for people to gather and rest, rather than just putting it out to tender for another private business. There’s already plenty of commercial spaces along Queen Street Mall that are owned by the private sector. We don’t need to be playing in that area. We need to be restoring Queen Street Mall as a public space which is free and accessible to everyone. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?


There being none, can I invite LORD MAYOR to right of reply.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you to the Councillors for participating in the debate on these items.


We have, sadly, same tired lines on repeat from some Councillors where they will go on at length about secrecy or information that is apparently not being provided. Yet they are looking at the information right in front of them. They can see those commercial-in-confidence figures. That is not being hidden from them. It is simply that it is not appropriate for that commercial information to be released to the market. Why? Because we are protecting the ratepayers’ interests in not providing that information that will potentially jeopardise commercial arrangements.


If Council were to broadcast all of its commercial-in-confidence information, that would actually impact on the prices that Council receive for tenders and that impact would go up. There would only be one way for that and that would be up. We know that when Council provides this information, we’re providing it to Councillors to help them make the decision but it is commercial-in-confidence for a very good reason and that is to try and drive the best value for money for ratepayers.


So, there are really good reasons why that exists and we’re certainly not, in any way, denying Councillors access to that information. As I said, it is right in front of them and that’s why you had to remind them, Mr Chairman, that the highlighted information shouldn’t be made public but the reality is we have seen all this information provided to Councillors.


I would also point out though that when it comes to the information provided on the Hanlon Park project, as Councillor ADAMS pointed out, this project is budgeted for and indeed we couldn’t go out to procurement unless the project was budgeted for. We don’t go out to market on projects that have no budget. That is not something that we do. Our procurement rules forbid that kind of approach and so if we are going out to market, it is because we have budget. It is listed in the budget book and there is also information available to Councillors should they choose to go and look for that.


So, thank you once again to the Councillors who spoke and I commend these items to the Chamber.

Chair:
I will now put items A, C, E and F.

Clauses A, C, E and F put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for Clauses A, C, E and F was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
Item B. 

Clause B put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for Clause B was declared carried on the voices.
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Division.

The division lapsed for want of a seconder.

Chair:
Now to item D. 

Clause D put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for Clause D was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Peter CUMMING immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 16 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, Ian McKENZIE, Ryan MURPHY, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and Norm WYNDHAM.
NOES: 7 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

The report read as follows(
A
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR ROAD PROFILING SERVICES

165/830/179/624
693/2018-19
1.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

2.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 12 March 2019.

3.
The submission is recommended to E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services.

4.
Commercial-in-Confidence details have been removed from this report, highlighted in yellow and replaced with the word [Commercial-in-Confidence]. The Commercial-in-Confidence information is available in Attachment A (submitted on file).  


Purpose

5.
The Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan for Road Profiling Services including:  

(1)
a public tender to establish a new Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) for up to six years  

(2)
extending the existing CPA (510119 Provision of Road Profiling) with Base Course Management Queensland Pty Ltd (Base Course Management) by two months to maximise opportunities for inclusion of innovation, and mitigate the impacts of an international trade fair.

Background

6.
Road profiling services are required by Council to prepare existing asphalt roads for resurfacing works. 

7.
Road profilers are large specialised pieces of machinery used to remove failed layers of asphalt from roads. Profilers use a large rotating drum with cutting teeth that grind and remove the surface of the asphalt. Water is added to the drum during operation to supress airborne dust. The layer of asphalt removed is transferred on to a conveyor belt attached to the profiling machine and loaded onto vehicles. 

8.
The removed waste, known as Reclaimed Asphalt Pavement (RAP), is transported to Council asphalt plants for recycling. At the plant it is crushed, screened and added to new asphalt mix in place of quarried aggregates.  

9.
Road profiling is usually carried out in conjunction with laying of new asphalt. As this type of work typically requires the closure of roads, it is critical that the profiling activity is carried out in accordance with the applicable program schedule so that the laying of asphalt can start and finish on time, and roads can be re-opened as planned.

10.
Historically, Council has required between five and seven road profilers to be in operation at any given time, working both day and night shifts.

11.
Spend under the contract for 2017-18 was approximately $2.7 million. Asphalt and Aggregates, Field Services (FS), Brisbane Infrastructure (BI), are the main users of the contract, with minor spend (less than $100,000 per year) elsewhere in Council for fine profiling which involves roughening a road surface.

12.
Road profiling services are currently provided under CPA 510119 (Provision of Road Profiling Services). The existing CPA is due to expire on 26 July 2019. A two-month extension of the current CPA will allow a longer tender open period to allow innovation from a major international trade fair for construction and mining equipment (Bauma), which is expected to be attended by several of the anticipated tenderers and is further explained in paragraphs 18 to 21.  

Policy and other considerations

13.
Is there an existing CPA for these goods/services/works?

Yes, CPA – 510119 Provision of Road Profiling Services. The CPA was established on a schedule of rates price basis for an initial term of three years with two optional additional extensions of up to one‑year each, not exceeding a maximum term of five years. This arrangement is due to expire on 26 July 2019.

14.
Could Council businesses provide the services/works?

No 

15.
Are there policy, or other issues, that the delegate should be aware of?

No

16.
Have the following issues been considered in the development of the specifications and evaluation criteria: Environmental sustainability, Access and Equity, Zero Harm, Quality Assurance (QA) and support for locally produced and Australian products? 

Yes. With the current focus around silica dust, tenderers will be evaluated on the effective control measures they have in place to manage this risk. As summarised in the background, RAP is recycled via Council’s asphalt plants.  

Tenderers will be evaluated on their compliance with legislative obligations including the Fair Work Act 2009.

17.
Does this procurement exercise need to be managed under the PM2 Governance and Assurance Framework?

No

Market analysis
18.
The road profiling industry is within the wider road maintenance industry which covers repair and maintenance of Australian roads. The industry receives most of its revenue from the government sector (Federal, state and local).   

19.
The latest IBISWorld Industry Research Report indicates that the road maintenance industry generates approximately $5 billion nationally in annual turnover. No data is available on the amount of turnover the road profiling segment generates. With an annual spend of more than $2.7 million, Council’s CPA is considered to be a significant contract in the Queensland market.

20.
Road profiling suppliers tend to be local companies who operate regionally. At least five local suppliers, including the incumbent supplier, have been identified as likely tenderers for the new arrangement.

21.
The original sourcing strategy planned to have a tender closing date of 18 April 2019, and evaluation completed in time for a new arrangement to be in place prior to expiry of the current arrangement. However, as stated paragraphs 6 to 12, a number of tenderers are expected to attend Bauma in Munich, Germany, from 8 to 14 April 2019. The suppliers are considered to be relatively small organisations and a closing date in mid April could negatively impact the quality of tenders received. Additionally, new equipment and innovations are released at Bauma and moving the tender closing date until after that event will significantly increase the potential for tenderers to include these as part of their tender response to Council. Accordingly, this submission also seeks approval to extend the existing CPA for a further two months to allow a later tender closing date at the end of May 2019.

Procurement strategy and activity plan

22.


	Procurement objective:
	-
To procure 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:
	Road Profiling Services

	Type of procurement: 
	Establishing a CPA and an extension of the existing arrangement (CPA 510119) for two months. It is anticipated that Council will establish either a panel arrangement or preferred supplier arrangement.

	Process to be used:
	Request for Proposal (RFP) 

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



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



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

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

	Part offers:
	Part offers will not be considered

	Joint offers:
	Joint offers will not be considered

	Contract standard to be used (and any amendments):
	Council’s standard Hire Services (Wet Hire). No amendments are proposed to Council’s standards.

	Period/term of contract: 
	An initial term of four years with the option to extend for a period of up to two years, not exceeding a maximum term of six years.

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

· -
Public Liability – $20 million

· -
Comprehensive Motor Vehicle – $20 million

	Price basis:
	Schedule of rates

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

	Liquidated damages:
	No liquidated damages apply but Council’s right to claim general law damages is preserved. The contract is expected to include the right to recover direct costs incurred from the contractor in the event of a machine breakdown.

	Security for the contract:
	Not applicable

	Defects liability period/warranty period:
	Not applicable

	Other strategy elements: 
	Extension for the current CPA with Base Course Management from 27 July to 27 September 2019, for the reasons summarised in paragraph 5 and paragraphs 18 to 21. 

	Alternative strategies considered:
	The option for road profiling to be carried out as a full service, inclusive of sweeping and transporting arisings to Council nominated tip point, has been included in this CPA.


Anticipated schedule

23.
Pre-market approval: 

1 April 2019

Date of release to market: 

3 April 2019

Tender closing: 


27 May 2019

Evaluation completion: 

22 July 2019

Contract prepared: 

29 July 2019

Post-market approval: 

22 August 2019

Contract commencement: 

28 September 2019

Budget

24.
Estimated total expenditure under this CPA (including any options):

-
initial four-year period – $11.6 million

-
optional extension periods of up to two years – $5.8 million

-
estimated total expenditure over the potential maximum term of the CPA is $17.4 million

-
estimated two-month extension – $483,000.

25.
Sufficient approved budget to meet the total spend under this CPA? 

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

Procurement risk

26.
Summary of key risks associated with this procurement:

	Procurement risk
	Risk rating
	Risk mitigation strategy

	Tendering/financial risks

	Price continuity 
	Medium
	-
Prices are expected to be fixed for the first year.

-
Agree a price variation methodology for the remainder of the contract term.

	Risk of supplier liquidation
	Low
	-
Council will assess financial viability as part of the overall tender assessment.

	Operational risks

	Workplace Health and Safety (WH&S)
	Medium
	-
The RFP will ask specific questions regarding WH&S procedures and performance record, and is included in the weighted evaluation criteria.

	Service quality and/or poor performance
	Medium
	-
Initial evaluations will review the previous experience and quality certifications and systems of tenderers.

-
Specifications will detail the standards required.

-
If performance issues do arise, Council has the capability to terminate for poor performance.

	Limited supply
	Medium
	-
Known suppliers will be contacted to ensure a competitive response. Completion one month prior to contract expiry will allow for transition to a new supplier(s), if required.  


27.
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 
28.
Evaluation criteria: 

(a)
Mandatory/essential criteria:

-
has an ABN

-
is registered for GST

-
has the minimum insurance cover as specified in the RFP

-
tenderers’ legislative compliance track record and practices (including safety and fair work) are considered to be satisfactory.

(b)
Non-price weighted evaluation criteria:

	Weighted evaluation criteria
	Weighting

(%)

	Capability, capacity and performance
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Experience and track record
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	WH&S, quality assurance and environmental
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Commercial and value-adds
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Total:
	100


(c)
Price model:

Basket of commonly purchased services times by annual volumes.

29.
Evaluation methodology 

(a)
Shortlisting process:

Following application of the mandatory criteria, proposals will be shortlisted using the weighted non-price score. Any further shortlists are expected to be based on value for money (VFM) scores. Tenderers with any unacceptable non-compliances with Council’s specification or draft contract may be excluded from shortlists.

(b)
VFM method:

Responses will be evaluated using Council’s standard VFM methodology. This is the non‑price score divided by price to create a VFM index. 

30.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed at its meeting of 1 April 2019.

31.
DECISION:

THAT E&C, AS DELEGATE OF COUNCIL DURING RECESS, APPROVED THE FOLLOWING.

THAT THE STORES BOARD RECOMMENDS APPROVAL OF THE SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR ROAD PROFILING SERVICES INCLUDING:

(1) A PUBLIC TENDER TO ESTABLISH A NEW CORPORATE PROCUREMENT ARRANGEMENT (CPA) FOR UP TO SIX YEARS.

(2) EXTENDING THE EXISTING CPA (510119 PROVISION OF ROAD PROFILING) WITH BASE COURSE MANAGEMENT QUEENSLAND PTY LTD BY TWO MONTHS TO MAXIMISE OPPORTUNITIES FOR INCLUSION OF INNOVATION AND MITIGATE THE IMPACTS OF AN INTERNATIONAL TRADE FAIR.

NOTED
B
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR THE DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF THE HANLON PARK REDEVELOPMENT

165/210/179/3234

694/2018-19
32.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

33.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 12 March 2019.

34.
The submission is recommended to E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services.

35.
Commercial-in-Confidence details have been removed from this report, highlighted in yellow and replaced with the word [Commercial-in-Confidence]. The Commercial-in-Confidence information is available in Attachment A (submitted on file).  

Purpose

36.
The Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan for the Design and Construction of the Hanlon Park Redevelopment.

Background

37.
Stones Corner is identified as a priority precinct in the Norman Creek 2012-2031 Master Plan (the Master Plan) and the Eastern corridor neighbourhood plan. Over the next 20 years, Stones Corner is expected to evolve into an exciting urban village with a mix of apartments, offices, shops, cafes and public spaces.

38.
Stones Corner precinct is the third of three priority precincts identified in the Master Plan. Hanlon Park is a large, open green space in the heart of Stones Corner. The Master Plan guides key initiatives to revitalise one of the city’s most urbanised catchments.

39.
The project will enhance and activate the greenspace, providing more opportunities for access and leisure. Works will include converting the existing concrete-lined drain into a naturalised waterway. This will improve water quality treatment and enhance the ecological habitat through the parkland.

40.
The park will be transformed into an attractive and versatile public space to support the growing Stones Corner precinct, creating a vibrant urban oasis with more to see and do, including walking, playing or relaxing and learning about Brisbane’s unique ecology. The project will not only enhance the park’s connectivity and recreation opportunities for residents, businesses, commuters and visitors, but also boost local businesses by giving workers and visitors new places to relax and enjoy.

Business case

41.
The concept design was developed with the local community through an interactive engagement process. 

42.
The park is proposed to be delivered as a design and construct contract. Due to the challenges associated with construction at this site, it is considered that this approach will deliver the most benefit for Council. The strategy is proposed to ensure that the final detailed design achieves the desired outcomes, while being both feasible and constructible. 

Policy and other considerations

43.
Is there an existing Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) for these works?
No

44.
Could Council businesses provide the works?

No, Council does not have the capacity to deliver this work.

45.
Are there policy, or other issues, that the delegate should be aware of?

No

46.
Have the following issues been considered in the development of the specifications and evaluation criteria: Environmental sustainability, Access and Equity, Zero Harm, Quality Assurance (QA) and support for locally produced and Australian products? 

Yes

47.
Does this procurement exercise need to be managed under the PM2 Governance and Assurance Framework?

Yes


Market analysis

48.
A market sounding exercise was undertaken to gauge the interest of the potential tenderers and obtain feedback on the proposed delivery strategy. All 12 contractors on existing panel arrangements are likely to be well placed to deliver this work, and eight of them have indicated their interest in tendering.


Procurement strategy and activity plan

49.


	Procurement objective:
	-
To procure the redevelopment of Hanlon Park 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 Hanlon Park Redevelopment

	Type of procurement: 
	Establishing a once-off contract

	Process to be used:
	Expression of Interest (EOI), then Request for Tender (RFT).

	RFT and EOI standard to be used:
	The RFT and EOI standard will be Council’s corporate standard with no amendments.

	Advertising/sole or select sourcing:
	Responses to the EOI will be sought publicly. Only companies shortlisted from the EOI will be issued with the RFT.

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


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

	Part offers:
	Part offers will not be considered

	Joint offers:
	Joint offers will not be considered

	Contract standard to be used:
	AS4902

	Term of contract: 
	Up to 24 months

	Insurance requirements:
	Contract works insurance and public liability insurance of $20 million. In addition, motor vehicle insurance of $20 million and professional indemnity insurance of $5 million will be required.

	Price basis:
	Lump sum

	Price adjustment:
	Prices will not be subject to adjustment for rise and fall for the duration of the contract. 

	Liquidated damages:
	$1,770 per day 

	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.

	Defects liability period:
	12 months

	Other strategy elements: 
	The RFT contains outcome specifications as well as a reference concept design. RFT respondents will be required to submit a conforming tender to deliver an outcome that aligns completely with the reference concept design. Respondents will be encouraged to also submit alternative tenders that, while still conforming with the outcome specifications, may not reflect all elements of the concept design.

	Alternative strategies considered:
	Delivery of the design by Council was considered, however, Council’s Planning and Design, City Projects Office (CPO), Brisbane Infrastructure (BI), does not have capacity. 



Anticipated schedule

50.
Pre-market approval:

1 April 2019

Release of EOI to market:

2 April 2019

EOI closing:


24 April 2019

EOI Evaluation completion:
3 May 2019

Shortlist approved:

6 May 2019

Release of RFT to shortlist:
8 May 2019

RFT closing:


19 June 2019

Tender evaluation completion:
17 July 2019

Contract prepared:

24 July 2019

Post-market approval:

20 August 2019

Contract commencement:

21 August 2019

Budget 

51.
Estimated total expenditure under this contract:

[Commercial-in-Confidence] with a contingency of [Commercial-in-Confidence] ([Commercial-in-Confidence] of the contract sum) to be set aside for the contract.

52.
Sufficient approved budget to meet the total spend under this contract? 

Yes, the concept design has been costed by an external quantity surveyor.

53.
Anticipated procurement savings:

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

54.
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

Project: 

Constructing Key Bikeway Links in Brisbane Suburbs

Program:
Program 3 – Clean, Green and Sustainable City 

Outcome:
3.1 Sustainable and Resilient Community

Strategy:
3.1.3 Environmental and Liveability Initiatives for the Community

Service:

3.1.3.1 Environmental and Liveability Initiatives for the Community

Project: 

Norman Creek 2012 - 2031

Program budget funding availability

55.
Program 1:

	Financial year
	2018-19

($000)
	2019-20

($000)
	2020-21

($000)
	2021-22

($000)

	Capital
	-
	325
	375
	2,300

	Expenses
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Revenue
	-
	-
	-
	-


56.
Program 3:

	Financial year
	2018-19

($000)
	2019-20

($000)
	2020-21

($000)
	2021-22

($000)

	Capital
	2,016*
	3,529
	2,080
	2,088

	Expenses
	1,762*
	1,946
	2,069
	2,142

	Revenue
	-
	-
	-
	-


* 3BR request has been submitted to carryover funds from 2018-19 into 2019-20.

Breakdown of budget spent to date

57.
Program 1:

	Budget for financial year 
	Amount of budget for financial year spent or committed to date

($)
	Amount of budget for financial year remaining

($)

	     2019-20: $325,000
	0
	325,000

	     2020-21: $375,000
	0
	375,000

	2021-22: $2,300,000
	0
	2,300,000


58.
Program 3:

	Budget for financial year 
	Amount of budget for financial year spent or committed to date

($)
	Amount of budget for financial year remaining

($)

	2018-19: $3,778,658
	320,679 
	3,457,979 

	2019-20: $5,474,865
	0
	5,474,865

	2020-21: $4,167,531
	0
	4,167,531

	2021-22: $4,229,273
	0
	4,229,273


59.
Breakdown of budget and identifiable costs:

	Line item description
	Budget estimate

($)
	Pre-market estimate

($)

	Communications
	80,000
	80,000

	Environment
	65,000
	65,000

	Queensland Urban Utilities review
	13,500
	13,500

	Design support
	265,000
	265,000

	Project management
	150,000
	150,000

	Contract administration
	160,000
	160,000

	QLeave
	[Commercial-in-Confidence] 
	[Commercial-in-Confidence] 

	Construction contract sum
	[Commercial-in-Confidence] 
	[Commercial-in-Confidence] 

	Contract contingency sum
	[Commercial-in-Confidence] 
	[Commercial-in-Confidence] 

	Project contingency sum
	[Commercial-in-Confidence] 
	[Commercial-in-Confidence] 

	Program management
	110,000
	110,000

	External concept design costs
	97,000
	97,000

	Corporate overheads
	[Commercial-in-Confidence] 
	[Commercial-in-Confidence] 

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


Procurement risk

60.
Summary of key risks associated with this procurement

	Procurement risk
	Risk rating
	Risk mitigation strategy
	Risk allocation

	Quality of product or service
	Low
	-
Specifications prepared to ensure that minimum standards are agreed.
	Contractor and Council

	Delivery/performance/ adherence to project schedule
	Low
	-
Contract program requirements are nominated in the specifications.

-
RFT requests detailed activities and program to assess submissions and level of understanding of complexity.
	Contractor

	Third party risks
	Low
	-
Identified and provided for in the contract or by the use of mandated insurance arrangements.
	Contractor

	Environment and development assessment conditions 
	Medium
	-
Allowance has been made within the tender documents and contract contingency.
	Contractor and Council

	Control over design
	Medium
	-
EOI to request proposed team for evaluation.

-
Evaluation criteria to assess reputation of consultants, and ability to work with multiple stakeholders, as well as principal contractor.

-
Concept design provided as basis of detailed design. Project specifications reference relevant design standards. Alternatives to be assessed and approved before proceeding.

-
Hold points flagged in project specifications for design review milestones.

-
Various Council stakeholders involved in design review process.
	Council

	Management of the contract
	Low
	-
Roles and responsibilities are clearly identified.

-
Accountabilities and delegations of authority have been established.

-
Document control procedures are identified.

-
Issue, change and dispute management processes are documented in the contract.
	Council

	Latent conditions
	Medium
	-
Preliminary investigations completed to understand potential risks.

-
Schedule of rates included within the contract to manage variations. 
	Council


61.
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

62.
Evaluation criteria

(a)
Pre-screening criteria:

-
has an ABN

-
is registered for GST

-
has an existing company management system (quality assurance, risk and safety management)

-
has provided evidence of suitable financial viability

-
has minimum insurance cover as specified.

At this point, Council reserves the right to exclude from further consideration any tenderer that does not meet these requirements.

(b)
Mandatory/essential criteria:

-
Attendance at tenderer briefing.

(c)
Non-price weighted evaluation criteria:

Stage 1 EOI:

	Weighted evaluation criteria
	Weighting

(%)

	Allocated resources, subcontractors and consultants (capacity and experience)
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Previous experience and track record
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Environmental management system
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Quality management system
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Workplace health and safety management system
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Total:
	100


Stage 2 RFT:

	Weighted evaluation criteria
	Weighting

(%)

	Construction methodology and staging
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Design and construction schedule
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Design processes, including coordination between disciplines and stakeholder review
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Value-add including innovation
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Total:
	100


(d)
Price model:

Tendered lump sum price.

63.
Evaluation methodology:

(a)
Shortlisting process:

Stage 1 EOI responses will be assessed on the basis of stage 1 non-price evaluation criteria and a shortlist will be approved by the Executive Manager, CPO, BI.

(b)
Value for money (VFM) method:

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

64.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed at its meeting of 1 April 2019.

65.
DECISION:

THAT E&C, AS DELEGATE OF COUNCIL DURING RECESS, APPROVED THE FOLLOWING.

THAT THE STORES BOARD RECOMMENDS APPROVAL OF THE SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR THE DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF THE HANLON PARK REDEVELOPMENT.

NOTED
C
NEW DEFENCE SERVICE LEAVE POLICY AND MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING WITH THE AUSTRALIAN DEFENCE FORCE

164/40/298/13
695/2018-19
66.
The Divisional Manager, Organisational Services, provided the information below. 

67.
The Australian Defence Force (ADF) sought agreement by Council to enter into a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) relating to the administration of ADF Reservists undertaking Reserve Service under the Defence Reserve Service (Protection) Act 2001 (Cth) (the Act). The MOU is provided at Attachment B (submitted on file).

68.
The Act makes it unlawful for an employer to hinder or prevent an employee from undertaking ADF Reserve Service. Service includes travel to and from training events, civil aid and support for activities of national and international importance.

69.
Council’s current civil defence/military service leave provisions under clause 5.12 of HRP022 Leave Procedure do not adequately reflect the current ADF training requirements. It is desirable for Council, as a public organisation, to adopt a policy that is consistent with the Act, and then enter into the MOU which reflects the policy and a co-operative and mutually supportive approach between ADF and Council with respect to Reserve Service.

70.
The current leave provisions in HRP022 Leave Procedure set out entitlements which are less than those available within some other public sector agencies.

71.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed at its meeting of 1 April 2019.

72.
DECISION:

THAT E&C, AS DELEGATE OF COUNCIL DURING RECESS:

(a) ADOPTS THE NEW DEFENCE RESERVE SERVICE LEAVE POLICY, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A (submitted on file)

(b) APPROVES ENTRY INTO THE MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING WITH THE AUSTRALIAN DEFENCE FORCE, GENERALLY IN ACCORDANCE WITH ATTACHMENT B (submitted on file), TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE CHIEF HUMAN RESOURCES OFFICER, HUMAN RESOURCES, ORGANISATIONAL SERVICES.

NOTED
D
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – INCREASE IN THE PERMITTED CONTRACT EXPENDITURE AUTHORITY FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE GREEN CAMP ROAD CORRIDOR UPGRADE

165/210/179/2709
696/2018-19
73.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

74.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 2 April 2019.

75.
The submission is recommended to E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services.

76.
Commercial-in-Confidence details have been removed from this report, highlighted in yellow and replaced with the word [Commercial-in-Confidence]. The Commercial-in-Confidence information is available in Attachment A (submitted on file).  

Purpose

77.
The Stores Board recommends approval of an increase in the permitted contract expenditure authority for contract 520350 with Georgiou Group Pty Ltd (Georgiou) for the Green Camp Road Corridor Upgrade from [Commercial-in-Confidence] to [Commercial-in-Confidence], an increase of [Commercial-in-Confidence] (including contingency).

Background

78.
Council is undertaking the Green Camp Road Corridor Upgrade which is jointly funded by Council and the Australian Government.

79.
On 9 April 2018, the Establishment and Coordination Committee, as delegate of Council during recess, granted post market approval to enter into a contract for the construction of the Green Camp Road Corridor Upgrade with Georgiou on a schedule of rates basis, for the estimated sum of $15,566,892. A contingency sum of [Commercial-in-Confidence] ([Commercial-in-Confidence] of the contract sum) was set aside for the contract. Total contract expenditure approved was [Commercial-in-Confidence]. This decision was presented to Council for information purposes on 1 May 2018.

80.
During construction, variations relating to latent conditions, delays in supply of concrete culverts (third party contract) and public utility authority delays led to variations that exceeded the approved contract expenditure authority of [Commercial-in-Confidence]. 

81.
On 19 December 2018, the Executive Manager, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure (EMCPO), in conjunction with the Chief Procurement Officer, Strategic Procurement Office, Organisational Services (CPO), approved an increase in contract expenditure authority of $1,438,876 to fund additional payments to the contractor as a result of the latent conditions encountered. The delegated authority for EMCPO and CPO to approve this increase is in accordance with section 1.14(c) of SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2018-19, which enables increases above the initial approved contract expenditure authority where the additional spend is for work defined by the contract as a latent condition, and where there is sufficient budget allocated to meet the additional cost. This approval increased the contract expenditure authority to [Commercial-in-Confidence]. 

82.
Additional variations were also incurred due to material quantity variations (including asphalt corrector course) and design changes. These variations were not latent conditions and were funded from the initially approved contingency sum.

83.
To mitigate the additional variation costs, an increase of [Commercial-in-Confidence], which includes a contingency of [Commercial-in-Confidence] ([Commercial-in-Confidence] of the remaining works), to complete the remaining works is requested, giving a new contract expenditure authority value of [Commercial-in-Confidence].

Rationale for increase in contract expenditure authority

84.
The rationale for increasing the contract expenditure authority is summarised below.

-
Georgiou was awarded the contract following a competitive tender process, for which it achieved the highest value for money score.

-
Delays in the delivery of box culverts and link slabs (sourced under a separate contract by Council) led to damages and delays to the main contract.

-
The quantity of acid sulphate soils significantly exceeded estimated provisional quantities in the schedule and additional costs were incurred.

-
No contingency was sought for public utility plant relocations.

-
Quantity variations and changes in methodology have impacted the submitted tender program.

-
Contract variations have exceeded the contingency set aside for construction. 

-
Increase in contract amount is based on superintendent’s valuation of variations incurred to date.

Funding

85.
Funding is available for the increase in contract expenditure within the project budget.

Program:
2 – Infrastructure for Brisbane

Outcome:
2.1 Roads and Transport Network Management  

Strategy:
2.1.2 Build the Transport Network

Service:

2.1.2.3 Projects Attacking Congestion

Project:

Green Camp Road

86.
Budget at time of post-market approval:

	Financial year
	2016-17

($000)
	2017-18

($000)
	2018-19

($000)
	2019-20

($000)

	Capital
	562
	4,793
	22,248
	116

	Expenses
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Revenue
	-
	5,000
	5,000
	-


87.
Current budget:

	Financial year
	2018-19

($000)
	2019-20

($000)
	2020-21

($000)
	2021-22

($000)

	Capital
	27,173*
	115
	-
	-

	Expenses
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Revenue
	5,000
	-
	-
	-


*
Including 1BR decrease of $1,328,000 and 2BR increase of $6,253,000 to align with project delivery.

88.
Breakdown of requested contingency:

	Procurement risk
	Risk rating
	Comments/other risk mitigation strategies
	Estimated cost

$

	Variations associated with a schedule of rates contract
	Medium
	Desktop quantity check for remaining works has been carried out.
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Contractor claims delay and disruption claims 
	Medium
	Maintaining open and clear communications with the contractor and ensuring timely resolution of claims.
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Estimated total:
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]


89.
Breakdown of current financial year budget spent to date:

	Budget for financial year 2018-19

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

($000)
	Amount of budget for financial year remaining

 ($000)

	27,172
	23,291
	3,881


90.
Breakdown of approved contract costs:

	Description
	Amount

($)

	Original approved contract value
	15,566,892

	Original approved contingency 
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Increase to contract sum for latent conditions
	1,438,876 

	Total approved contract value:
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]


91.
Breakdown of total commitment under the contract:

	Description
	Amount

($)

	Current estimated contract value 

(including $1,570,806 of quantity variations)
	17,137,698*



	Variations approved 
	4,289,289

	Variations under review and potential variations 
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Total estimated contract value:
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Current approved contract value shortfall
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Additional contingency requested to complete construction ([Commercial-in-Confidence])
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Total revised contract expenditure authority required:
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Increase in contract expenditure authority requested:
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]


*
$1,533,475 paid under previous financial years

92.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed at its meeting of 8 April 2019.

93.
DECISION:

THAT E&C, AS DELEGATE OF COUNCIL DURING RECESS, APPROVED THE FOLLOWING.

THAT THE STORES BOARD RECOMMENDS APPROVAL OF AN INCREASE IN THE PERMITTED CONTRACT EXPENDITURE AUTHORITY FOR CONTRACT 520350 WITH GEORGIOU GROUP PTY LTD (GEORGIOU) FOR THE GREEN CAMP ROAD CORRIDOR UPGRADE FROM [Commercial-in-Confidence] TO [Commercial-in-Confidence], AN INCREASE OF [Commercial-in-Confidence] (INCLUDING CONTINGENCY).

NOTED
E
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR THE SUPPLY AND DELIVERY OF TRUCKS 

165/830/179/627
697/2018-19
94.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

95.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 26 March 2019.

96.
The submission is recommended to E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services.

Purpose

97.
The Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan to establish a Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) for the Supply and Delivery of Trucks for a term of up to eight years.

Background

98.
Council uses trucks fitted with appropriate bodies to deliver key services across the city. Truck sizes range from 4.5 tonne gross vehicle mass (GVM) to 22.5 tonne GVM and above. Trucks are purchased new, as per the requirements of the business areas, and are normally used for up to seven years before being disposed of via public auction. Council has approximately 450 trucks in its fleet, with a rolling replacement program of approximately 60 trucks per year. The length of time which Council decides to keep trucks may be subject to the whole-of-life cost.

99.
Council currently has arrangements for trucks with manufacturers which supply cab chassis through their nominated dealer and manage body builds on Council’s behalf. While this approach works, it can lead to long delivery timeframes and potential loss of value in the process when orders are scattered across the year and not standardised. There are several opportunities for Council under a new arrangement to achieve additional value, including the following.

-
Use of competition in the market to potentially improve prices.

-
Better planning through a schedule-based delivery program by placing bulk orders each year based on an annual replacement program prepared by Fleet Solutions, Field Services (FS), Brisbane Infrastructure (BI). This will improve delivery lead times as suppliers will be able to lock in production of chassis and bodies with manufacturers.

100.
The proposed strategy is to establish a pre-qualified register of suppliers for the supply and delivery of trucks. This arrangement will include the body build management and provisions for supply of original equipment manufacturer (OEM) spare parts and consumables and the option for OEM servicing.

101.
The pre-qualified register of suppliers is considered the most advantageous outcome for the following reasons.

-
It will allow Council to seek quotes from pre-qualified suppliers once a year for all trucks scheduled for replacement, which will likely lead to competitive pricing.

-
It broadens Council’s supply base, giving opportunity to suppliers who meet Council’s requirements to quote and potentially provide equipment.

-
It provides greater access to industry innovation that is introduced over time through the pre-qualified register.

-
The terms and conditions are agreed up front.

-
The pre-qualified register can be refreshed giving opportunity for new suppliers or manufacturers meeting Council’s requirements to participate in quotes.

Policy and other considerations

102.
Is there an existing CPA/contract for these goods/services/works?

Council currently has two CPAs in the form of preferred supplier arrangements for supply and delivery of trucks: 

-
CPA 130222-000 for supply and delivery of trucks with a GVM of 4.5 tonne to 22.5 tonne, with Hino Motor Sales Australia Pty Ltd, which expires on 31 August 2019 

-
CPA 130222-002 for the supply and delivery of trucks with a GVM of over 22.5 tonne, with Optima Financial Services Pty Ltd trading as Brisbane Isuzu, which expires on 31 August 2019.

103.
Could Council businesses provide the services/works?

No 

104.
Are there policy, or other issues, that the delegate should be aware of?

No 

105.
Have the following issues been considered in the development of the specifications and evaluation criteria: Environmental sustainability, Access and Equity, Zero Harm, Quality Assurance and support for locally produced and Australian products? 

Yes, in particular:

-
all vehicles and accessories provided and fitted must conform to the relevant Australian Standards for its manufacture

-
Council’s specification and minimum requirements will define several safety requirements

-
Council will give preference to trucks with emissions ratings of Euro 6 or equivalent, which is above the current Australian standard of Euro 5

-
Council will consider the local content aspect given there are potential body builders and cab chassis suppliers who can manufacture and fabricate locally. 

106.
Does this procurement exercise need to be managed under the PM2 Governance and Assurance Framework?

No

Market analysis

107.
Australian manufacturers face tough competition from imports in the heavy truck market where only a few manufacturers including Volvo, Mack, Kenworth and Acco are either wholly or majority manufactured locally. Although some other manufacturers have finishing plants locally, their base cab chassis is imported.

108.
While it is expected that applications for the pre-qualified register will be received from local suppliers offering manufacturers, such as Volvo, Mack, Kenworth and Acco, importers and dealers offering manufacturers, such as Iveco, Hino, Isuzu, Mercedes, MAN, Fuso and DAF, may also participate.

109.
There are innovations in the truck supply market including camera systems, collision mitigation technology and fuel-efficient or fuel-alternative products. Council will preference innovation, particularly where it relates to safety aspects and cleaner energy, as part of the evaluation process for each quote process under the new pre-qualified register of suppliers.

Procurement strategy and activity plan

110.


	Procurement objective:
	-
To procure the Supply and Delivery of Trucks 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:
	Supply and Delivery of Trucks

	Type of procurement: 
	Establishing a new CPA in the form of a pre-qualified register.

	Process to be used:
	Pre-qualified register application

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

	Advertising/sole or select sourcing:
	Via Council’s supplier portal

	How pre-qualified register application is to be distributed and submitted:
	Via Council’s supplier portal

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

	Part offers:
	Part offers will be considered. Applicants can nominate the truck sizes they can supply. The total offering from each applicant will form part of the non‑price weighted evaluation criteria.

	Joint offers:
	Joint offers will not be considered

	Contract standard to be used (and any amends):
	Council’s fleet contract terms and conditions 

	Period/term of contract: 
	An initial term of two years with options to extend for additional periods of up to six years, not exceeding a maximum term of eight years. It is proposed that the register may be re-advertised and refreshed during the term.

	Insurance requirements:
	Public and product liability of $20 million.

	Price basis:
	-
Prices will be sought on a quote by quote basis. 

-
Through the process of seeking quotes, it is anticipated Council will achieve competitive rates which will consider market factors such as foreign exchange, raw materials price and labour price. 

	Price adjustment:
	Nil. It is anticipated that prices will be agreed and fixed once an order is placed and therefore no price adjustments will be required.

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

	Security for the contract:
	Nil

	Defects liability period/warranty period:
	To be determined and negotiated through the tender process.

	Other strategy elements: 
	Placing bulk orders annually for all cab chassis and body builds based on the replacement program to achieve the greatest price and delivery competition. One-off orders may still be placed to meet business requirements.

	Alternative strategies considered:
	-
The option of using a Queensland Government Standing Offer Arrangement (SOA) was considered as an alternative to establishing a pre-qualified register of suppliers. The only available SOA is the Public Safety Business Agency SOA PSBA3019 for the supply of commercial vehicles and cab chassis. However, this arrangement has expired and has not yet been extended. This arrangement was a panel arrangement with four suppliers, including Council’s incumbent suppliers.

-
The option of utilising arrangements held with the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads was considered, however, it does not have any contracts for the supply and delivery of fleet.

-
Establishing an arrangement with body builders was considered. However, it is in Council’s best interest to maintain one arrangement and have the supplier take 
responsibility for managing the body build and delivery of the final truck.


Anticipated schedule

111.
Pre-market approval:

15 April 2019

Date of release to market:

17 April 2019

Tender closing:


15 May 2019

Evaluation completion:
 
28 June 2019

Contract prepared:

28 June 2019

Post-market approval:

30 July 2019

Contract commencement:

1 September 2019



Budget

112.
Estimated total expenditure under this contract: 

The average annual expenditure for trucks over the last two years was $6.9 million. This encompasses the supply and delivery of trucks and spare parts bought under the arrangement.

The estimated expenditure under this arrangement is $55.2 million over the potential eight‑year term, however, the expenditure is dependent on the annual replacement schedule.

113.
Sufficient approved budget to meet the total spend under this CPA/contract? 

When established, a CPA of this form does not create a financial or contractual commitment or commit Council to any purchases. A commitment is only made when orders are placed under the CPA by appropriately delegated Council officers, subject to approved funding availability.

114.
Anticipated procurement savings (if any):


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

Procurement risk

115.
Summary of key risks associated with this procurement:

	Procurement risk
	Risk rating
	Risk mitigation strategy
	Risk allocation

	Lack of responses to the request for proposal
	Low 
	Contact existing truck manufacturers and dealers to the Brisbane market to seek interest from potential respondents.
	Council 

	Price volatility of truck cab chassis and bodies
	Low 
	Council will seek quotes from the register of suppliers when orders are to be placed. The strategy of placing bulk orders will improve price competition. 
	Council

	Manufacturers entering or leaving the Australian market
	Low
	The pre-qualified register will be refreshed to enable new suppliers to join the register if they meet Council’s minimum requirements.
	Council


116.
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

117.
Evaluation criteria:

(a)
Evaluation criteria:

Applicants will be required to pass the following criteria to be successful for inclusion on the register.

-
Can supply at least 50% of vehicles required under any one of four categories:

-
Category 1 – Trucks up to nine tonne GVM

-
Category 2 – Trucks between nine tonne and 15 tonne GVM

-
Category 3 – Trucks between 15 tonne and 22.5 tonne GVM

-
Category 4 – Trucks above 22.5 tonne GVM.

-
Demonstrated experience in working with and managing body builders.

-
Demonstrated experience in delivering trucks to a delivery schedule. 

-
Demonstrated significant experience in providing trucks or heavy vehicles to any one supplier in a 12-month period.

-
Dealership or delivery point in Brisbane.

-
Vehicles meet Australian Standards.

-
Vehicles meet or exceed Euro 5 emission standards or equivalent, with preference given to Euro 6. 

-
Offers five-year warranty on all cab chassis.

-
Meets safety requirements including but not limited to dual airbags, ECE R29 European crash certification or equivalent cabin strength, cabin accessibility, driver visibility and alarms.

-
Meets cab chassis requirements such as diesel engine, automatic transmission options, decals and seat ratings.

-
Can provide access to parts and service portals. 

-
Can provide warranty agreements to allow servicing by Fleet Solutions, FS, BI.

-
Nominates dedicated account management.

(b)
Non-price weighted evaluation criteria: 

Not applicable

(c)
Price model:

Not applicable

118.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed at its meeting of 15 April 2019.

119.
DECISION:

THAT E&C, AS DELEGATE OF COUNCIL DURING RECESS, APPROVED THE FOLLOWING.

THAT THE STORES BOARD RECOMMENDS APPROVAL OF THE SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN TO ESTABLISH A CORPORATE PROCUREMENT ARRANGEMENT FOR THE SUPPLY AND DELIVERY OF TRUCKS FOR A TERM OF UP TO EIGHT YEARS.

NOTED
F
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR THE QUEEN STREET MALL TENANCY REVITALISATION 

165/830/179/652
698/2018-19
120.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

121.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 23 April 2019.

122.
The submission is recommended to E&C, as delegate of Council during recess, as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services.

123.
Commercial-in-Confidence details have been removed from this report, highlighted in yellow and replaced with the word [Commercial-in-Confidence]. The Commercial-in-Confidence information is available in Attachment A (submitted on file).  

Purpose

124.
The Stores Board recommends approval of the Significant Contracting Plan for the Queen Street Mall (QSM) Tenancy Revitalisation, including demolition of the current Pig ’N’ Whistle tenancy and the design, construction and operation of one new retail tenancy in QSM, for a term of up to 20 years.

Background

125.
QSM is one of the most successful malls in Australia. First pedestrianised in 1982, QSM is Brisbane’s premier civic, urban and retail public space catering for 26 million visitors per year. 

126.
In November 1999, QSM was revitalised and the new design incorporated seven retail tenancies. Council undertook a public tender process and awarded Permits to Occupy for a period of 15 years for these tenancies. The seven Permits to Occupy were originally due to expire in late 2014. Due to the G20 Summit held in Brisbane in November 2014, these Permits to Occupy were extended, terminating between March and August 2017. Currently, Permits to Occupy for Milano and Oasis have been further extended to September 2020, while the current tenancy for the Pig ‘N’ Whistle is operating under a holding over clause. The Permit to Occupy for Jimmy’s on the Mall Pty Ltd was established in 2014 and has a maximum term of 15 years.  

127.
In 2015, Council conducted a visioning exercise with industry stakeholders, local businesses and the community. The QSM visioning plan is an outcome of this exercise to ensure the mall continues to be a world-class venue for businesses and visitors well into the future. The consultation identified the following three guiding principles for the development of the mall.

-
Mall for all – the mall needs to be activated, accessible and inclusive.

-
Economic hub – innovative retail, dining and extended trading hours.

-
Uniquely Brisbane – subtropical design maintained, heritage facades preserved and integrated with a modern aesthetic design.

128.
On 9 May 2016, Council engaged Architectus Brisbane Pty Ltd (Architectus) to assist with the revitalisation of the tenancies and public realm design elements of the QSM. This strategy included detailed consultation and design input from key stakeholders such as the Central Business District Economic Development Board, Independent Design Advisory Panel, Australian Institute of Landscape Architects and the Brisbane Development Association. 

129.
On 30 November 2016, Architectus completed the QSM Tenancy Design Review incorporating all input provided by the key stakeholders.

130.
On 6 December 2016, the Stores Board approved the market engagement strategy for the sourcing of Permits to Occupy to use part of the QSM for the purposes of operating two retail tenancies, which included a potential replacement for the current Pig ‘N’ Whistle business, situated at the northern end of QSM and a site near the location of the water feature.

131.
On 11 April 2017, the Stores Board exercised Council’s rights not to accept any proposal and terminated the Request for Proposal (RFP) process for the QSM Tenancy Revitalisation. This was due to the proposals received not delivering the desired complete outcome for QSM. 

132.
Two Better Brisbane Proposals (BBPs) were received for the Pig ‘N’ Whistle site. Council decided not to proceed with either as they did not meet the BBP criteria and subsequently determined that, to be fair to the market, an open tender would be undertaken.

Policy and other considerations

133.
Is there an existing CPA/contract for these goods/services/works?

Yes, there is currently a Permit to Occupy in place for the Pig ‘N’ Whistle, with Jimmy’s on the Mall Pty Ltd trading as Pig ‘N’ Whistle. The Permit to Occupy has been operating under the holding over clause since March 2017 on a month-to-month basis.

134.
Could Council businesses provide the services/works?

No

135.
Are there policy, or other issues, that the delegate should be aware of?

No

136.
Have the following issues been considered in the development of the specifications and evaluation criteria: Environmental sustainability, Access and Equity, Zero Harm, Quality Assurance (QA) and support for locally produced and Australian products? 

The QSM Visioning Plan provided the guiding principles in relation to the future design of QSM, considering environmental sustainability, access and equity and safety. 

137.
Does this procurement exercise need to be managed under the PM2 Governance and Assurance Framework?

No

Market analysis

138.
A targeted advertising campaign will be undertaken as part of the announcement of the RFP to ensure that maximum exposure to the highest quality operators is reached. QSM is one of the most successful and sought after retail spaces in Australia. The previous procurement processes indicate that the interest from operators for retail spaces in QSM will be high.

139.
Additionally, City Malls Management, Economic Development, City Planning and Economic Development (CPED), City Planning and Sustainability (CPAS), fields numerous enquires in relation to the availability of the tenancies in QSM. Retail permits within QSM are expected to be popular with several outstanding businesses anticipated to show interest in this RFP, including the existing operator.

Procurement strategy and activity plan

140.


	Procurement objective:
	-
To procure the demolition of the current Pig ’N’ Whistle tenancy and the design, construction and operation of one new retail tenancy in QSM, in a way that 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:
	Queen Street Mall Tenancy Revitalisation

	Type of procurement:
	Establishing a once-off contract in the form of a Permit to Occupy

	Process to be used:
	RFP

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

	Advertising/sole or select sourcing:
	Offers are to be sought publicly via Council’s supplier portal, advertisements will be placed in The Courier-Mail and the Australian Financial Review newspapers and the Restaurant and Catering magazine. 

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

	How tenders/proposals are to be lodged:
	Proposals are to be lodged via Council’s supplier portal.

	Part offers:
	Part offers will not be considered

	Joint offers:
	Joint offers may be considered

	Contract standard to be used (and any amends):
	Permit to Occupy and Use Part of the Queen Street Mall prepared by City Legal, City Administration and Governance (CAG).

	Period/term of contract:
	A maximum term of 20 years, is proposed. The final terms will be subject to negotiations, if required.

	Insurance requirements:
	Public and product liability $20 million

	Price basis:
	To be determined during the tender and negotiation process.

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

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

	Security for the contract:
	Security in the form of an unconditional bank guarantee to the value of $200,000.

	Defects liability period/warranty period:
	Not applicable

	Other strategy elements:
	-
Provisions exist in the current Permits to Occupy to extend the arrangements on a month-by-month basis to allow appropriate transition arrangements to be undertaken once proposals are known.

-
Tenderers may demolish the existing structure, construct and operate the food and beverage operation, or demolish the existing structure, construct and sub-lease to a food and beverage operator. No demolition or construction activities will be approved in QSM between 1 December 2019 and 28 January 2020.

-
It is necessary in the evaluation process for the food and beverage operator to be identified in the submission.

-
Ensure sustainability of the commercial offer.

	Alternative strategies considered:
	Two BBPs were received that did not meet the established BBP criteria. It was therefore decided to call for tenders to ensure fairness to the market.


Anticipated schedule

141.
Pre-market approval:

29 April 2019

Date of release to market:

30 April 2019
Tender closing:


26 July 2019

Evaluation completion:

6 September 2019

Contract prepared:

13 September 2019

Post-market approval:

8 October 2019

Contract execution:

22 October 2019

Budget and revenue

142.
Estimated total revenue under this CPA/contract (including any options):

Anticipated revenue is more than [Commercial-in-Confidence] over the initial 10-year term. A further [Commercial-in-Confidence] in revenue is anticipated if the additional 10-year term option is executed. 

143.
Sufficient approved budget to meet the total spend under this CPA/contract? 

Not applicable, this is a revenue contract with no expenditure required by Council.

144.
Anticipated procurement savings (if any):

Not applicable

Procurement risk

145.
Summary of key risks associated with this procurement:

	Risks
	Risk rating
	Risk mitigation
	Risk allocation

	Financial risks

	Basis of contract
	Medium
	Agreed revenue structure with operator.
	Council

	Operational risks

	Quality of product or service
	Medium
	Evaluation criteria includes prioritising experience of food and beverage operator.
	Council

	Risk of business discontinuity failure
	Medium
	Evaluation of financial viability, staff and relevant business operational experience, security of assets and suppliers, ability to secure another operator.
	Council and operator

	Management of operator
	Low
	Project structure established, roles and responsibilities clearly identified, accountabilities and delegations of authority established, document control procedures; issue, change and dispute management processes, and contract management role identified and available.
	Council

	Environmental
	Low
	Evaluation of operator’s management practices regarding environmental sustainability.
	Council and operator

	Legal/compliance risks
	Low
	Permit to Occupy and Use Part of the Queen Street Mall prepared by City Legal, CAG.
	Council and operator

	Contractual risks

	Insurances 
	Low
	Permit to Occupy to clearly define insurances to be provided by operator.
	Operator

	Termination/

extension provisions
	Low
	Terms and conditions of the Permit to Occupy.
	Council and operator

	Intellectual property
	Low
	Fully reviewed in evaluation process.
	Operator

	Development risk

	Contract dependent on development approval permit being issued
	Low
	Pre-lodgement meeting with Development Services, CPAS, to identify key issues needing to be addressed in the development application. 
	Council and operator


146.
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 

147.
Evaluation criteria: 

(a)
Mandatory/essential criteria:

-
proposal must stay within the design envelope detailed within the Tenancy Design Guide

-
proposal must not exceed the dimensions specified, namely, the maximum length of 30 metres and maximum width of 8.5 metres, and height not to exceed two storeys and seven metres high plus plant, which must be screened or hidden

-
solution must be visually permeable.

(b)
Weighted evaluation criteria:

	Weighted evaluation criteria
	Weighting

(%)

	Quality of food and beverage business offer:

Including, but not limited to, experience of operator relating to a food and beverage operation in a high profile public precinct.
	35

	Tenancy design:

Including, but not limited to, consideration of the urban context in design, high level of visual permeability, regard for heritage principles, incorporation of subtropical design, and construction and servicing management.
	25

	Commercial terms:

Including, but not limited to, financial terms offered (including tendered rental revenue streams, permit term and tenure, method of rental review over permit term, permit guarantees, assessment of the viability of the financial offer) and the capacity of the proponent to meet the obligations under the proposal.
	25

	Value-add:

Including, but not limited to, Council/community benefits from additional improvements or opportunities proposed in the operation of the business.
	15

	Total:
	100


(c)
Price model:

Included in the weighted evaluation criteria, commercial terms.

148.
Evaluation methodology:

(a)
Shortlisting process:

Submissions will be shortlisted against the evaluation criteria. 

(b)
Value for money:

Incorporated in the overall weighted evaluation criteria. The highest weighted score will be indicative of the most advantageous outcome to Council.

149.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed at its meeting of 29 April 2019.

150.
DECISION:

THAT E&C, AS DELEGATE OF COUNCIL DURING RECESS, APPROVED THE FOLLOWING.

THAT THE STORES BOARD RECOMMENDS APPROVAL OF THE SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR THE QUEEN STREET MALL TENANCY REVITALISATION, INCLUDING DEMOLITION OF THE CURRENT PIG ’N’ WHISTLE TENANCY AND THE DESIGN, CONSTRUCTION AND OPERATION OF ONE NEW RETAIL TENANCY IN THE QUEEN STREET MALL, FOR A TERM OF UP TO 20 YEARS.

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

ENVIRONMENT, PARKS AND SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE

Councillor Fiona HAMMOND, Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Kate RICHARDS, that the report setting out the decisions of the Establishment and Coordination Committee as delegate of Council during the Autumn Recess 2019, on matters usually considered by the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, be noted.

Chair:
Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chairman.


First of all, I’d like to start—I took a question and notice from the committee this morning, the Heathwood Park petition for exercise equipment. I just want to answer that. They wanted a breakdown on the cost of the equipment and the cost of the equipment was $71,895. I hope that answers the question for the Committee this morning.


I took a question on notice from Councillor CASSIDY during question time and I would like to return to it and provide an answer. The answer is it’s not very surprising that I had to take the question on notice, Councillor CASSIDY, given that the sale you’re referring to took place almost 10 years ago. If that’s how far back Labor now need to go for a cheap political criticism, I think that it’s a credit to the fantastic work—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Calm down. Councillors, please. Speakers will be heard in silence. 
Councillor HAMMOND.

Councillor HAMMOND:
I’ll start again. If that’s how far Labor need to go back for a cheap political criticism, I think that it’s a credit fantastic work that this Administration is doing when it comes to bushland preservation in this city. The sale you refer to, 11 to 31 Bicentennial Road, Boondall, was approved back in November 2009 and involved a consultation process involving many areas of Council.


This includes the Natural Environment Sustainability, Local Asset Services and Transport and Traffic. Each area agreed that the sale was of benefit to Council and the city. All substantial development on that location all had to go through development approval process. I do wonder though how Councillor CASSIDY—did he have a similar concern for the 8.5 hectares of Boondall Wetlands that the State Government forcibly resumed and cleared for the Gateway Upgrade North project. Or perhaps the four hectares resumed and cleared by the State Government in the Deagon Wetlands for the same project.


Councillor CASSIDY, where were your concerns for the bushland preservation in Deagon Ward when the State Government cleared approximately 6,500 trees in your Ward? I didn’t see any problems by those opposite when the State Government sold off 5.99 hectares of bushland in Chermside, 818 Rode Road, Chermside West. This land is directly across from the Downfall Creek Environmental Centre. I remember quite clearly Councillor Norm WYNDHAM fighting for this land and Council offered to buy this land from the State Government. The State Government refused.


This land, this 5.99 hectares of land, has significant koala habitat on it. I know for a fact that the Minister and the State pulled the development application in and approved four hectares of clearing of koala habitat. Where was Councillor CASSIDY when all this was happening? 

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor HAMMOND:
No, I’ve worked that out. He was 20 so he’d left high school, Councillor JOHNSTON.


But where was he 10 years ago? This is the question he brought up, Councillor JOHNSTON, not myself. He brought up a question—
Chair:
As Councillors will stick to the topic at hand.

Councillor HAMMOND:
He brought up a question 10 years ago. So that’s why I’m answering the question, Councillor JOHNSTON.


This Administration under LORD MAYOR SCHRINNER is proud on its bushland preservation credentials. That’s why this Administration is on track to achieve its 750 additional hectares of bushland over the four years that we targeted for. That’s why this Administration has planted more than 130 trees as part of environmental offset programs since 2016, including 40,000 trees planted this financial year alone. That’s why this Brisbane City Council has a 37% natural green cover and is on track of achieving 40% by 2031.


So thank you for the question, Councillor CASSIDY, but while you and your Labor colleagues spend your time fixating on the distant past, this Administration looked to the future and creating a clean, green sustainable city for our residents.

Back to what is in front of us today. There are seven items all about park naming, two in my Ward, parking naming of Packer Place, which I’ve already spoken to at length and place naming of Barry’s Place in Chermside. I look forward to the debate.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you.


I rise to speak on the park naming for Graceville Memorial Park to name the laneway leading from Churchill Street to the cenotaph Lieutenant Maurice Little Way. Can I just put on the record I’m going to read my speech I read at Anzac Day with the announcement for the RSL (Returned and Services League). But I just want to put on the record and table some documents. 


If you looked at what’s in this report, you would think that a request was made to Council and Council willingly agreed and then they went ahead and they did this naming. If you look at paragraph 25, you know, that’s what’s implied. So, let me just give you a little bit of background about what actually happened and I hope that Councillor KING will take this on board as the way not to do this, which Councillor McLACHLAN—
Councillor HAMMOND:
Point of order.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I’m sorry, Councillor HAMMOND, I’m sorry.

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Councillor HAMMOND will take it on board as the way not to do it. On 11 December, I made a request after a meeting with the RSL, the Sherwood Indooroopilly RSL and the Oxley-Chelmer History Group to name this laneway in honour of Lieutenant Maurice Little. The RSL is turning 100 this year and they had asked me to make the request to honour their inaugural President, a First World War hero, and somebody who contributed very much to the veteran community in our district and I tabled that request.


In response to that, less than a week later Council came back and said Council would not be naming the laneway request after Maurice Little. They told the RSL they could have a small bronze plaque on one of the new seats. Well, there aren’t any new seats in there anyway. But let me be clear. The first response of this Council to a request I made on behalf of the RSL and the Oxley-Chelmer History Group was to say no and I table that response.


But if you read what’s in the Council report before us today, you’d think that they’d said yes straight away. So, now I put on the record the fact that we had to have a fight just to get them to name this laneway. I had to go off to Council, I had to go to the Divisional Manager, I had to say hang on, why are you saying no, the Council policy allows this to happen and they came back and said there’d been a misunderstanding and then they agreed to do it.


Now, I hope that never happens—well, it has happened again. Next week we’ll have this same debate about what’s going on but let me be clear. Council said no to this very reasonable request and if anybody wants to look, I have tabled those documents. But what I would like to do is very briefly read the key aspects of the speech I gave on Anzac Day to recognise Maurice Little so that every Brisbane resident understands who this man was and this is what I said.


‘This year we commemorate an important milestone in our local history, the 100th anniversary of the Sherwood—now Sherwood Indooroopilly RSL Sub‑Branch. To recognise this important event, the RSL wanted to honour their founding president, Edwin Maurice Little, and draw our community’s attention to his work on behalf of the fallen and returned servicemen and women of our district. Today, Brisbane City Council officially names this laneway in Graceville Memorial Park leading to the cenotaph in his honour. 


Maurice, as he was known from childhood, was born in Barcaldine in July 1893. He later attended Brisbane Grammar from 1907 to 1909 and whilst at Grammar, captained the First XI cricket team. After passing his exams, he became a teacher at the Brisbane Normal School, which is now known as Brisbane State High, and he later taught in Gladstone. He enlisted in September 1914 at the age of 21 years and was posted to the Fourth Brigade 15th Battalion as a sergeant and was later promoted to lieutenant.


On 25 April 1015, a date that we all know well, 15th Battalion landed at Gallipoli at 4pm in the afternoon and immediately moved up a narrow gully to an escarpment known as Quinn’s Post, the furthest point reached by the Australians during the Gallipoli campaign. Here they established a defensive line and suffered significant losses over the weeks ahead. On 24 May, after a cease fire to bury the dead, hostilities recommenced when a Turkish bomb exploded under the Australian trenches.


In holding back the Turkish advance, Maurice had thrown six Turkish jam tin bombs that had been lobbed into the Australian lines back at the advancing Turks when the seventh exploded in his hand. He was critically wounded, losing both eyes, his right hand and the use of his left knee. He also suffered significant hearing loss and arthritis. He was 21.


Shipped to hospital in Cairo, he convalesced under the care of a volunteer English nurse, Miss Bessie Crowther. In all his despair though it seemed there was some hope and just as few months later, Maurice and Bessy were married by an army chaplain in Cairo and returned home to settle in Corinda. It was at this time that the league evolved out of a concern for the welfare of returned servicemen and women from the First World War and particularly the shocking aftermath of the Gallipoli campaign.


The true costs of the Gallipoli campaign with 8,141 dead and another 26,000 wounded servicemen returning home spurred Australians into action. During 1916, a conference recommended the formation of the Returned Sailors and Soldiers Imperial League and in September 1919, the Sherwood Sub-Branch was formed. It was for people like Maurice that the league was formed but his strong sense of faith and service spurred him to contribute, becoming the inaugural president of the Sherwood Sub-Branch in 1919, aged 24.


By all accounts, Maurice Little was a tireless and passionate advocate for returned servicemen and women, particularly those with disabilities. He did not see himself as suffering from any disability and refused to be seen as an object of pity. He’s described by a number of newspapers articles of the times as a man with enduring cheerfulness and faith. He wrote articles for the major periodicals of the time, including The Queenslander and the State papers. He ran for parliament, albeit unsuccessfully. He published several books in the 1920s and he went on to study at Oxford College in England.


Ninety-nine years ago, he stood where we are today to unveil the Sherwood Shire Memorial Cenotaph to honour his fallen comrades from the Great War.’
We honoured Maurice Little with the naming—there’s a bit more but I’ll stop. We honoured Maurice Little with the naming of this walkway and his extended family—he didn’t have any children but he had brothers and sisters—and his extended family were present. They were really honoured that he’d been recognised.


I’m pleased that we could provide the RSL with a way to honour a really significant war hero in our community. We did a wonderful thing. The sign looks fantastic. There was a huge crowd there on the morning to recognise the naming of this laneway and I hope that everybody listening up at Brisbane Square and certainly Councillor HAMMOND here know that when I make a request like this on behalf of distinguished organisations in my community, it is with good reason. 


It is for genuine purpose and I’m certainly pleased that our community has been able to nominate and recognise such a distinguished World War I veteran with a place in our community, one that he significantly contributed to on behalf of returned servicemen and women.,

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor ALLAN.
ADJOURNMENT:

	699/2018-19
At that time, 7.07pm, it was resolved on the motion of Councillor Adam ALLAN, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX, that the meeting adjourn for a period of 60 minutes, to commence only when all Councillors had vacated the Chamber and the doors have been locked.

Council stood adjourned at 7.09pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Councillors, I would like to acknowledge the new Councillor for Walter Taylor, Councillor James MACKAY here in the front row.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
During the dinner break, Councillor MACKAY made a declaration of office with the CEO and is now officially the Councillor for Walter Taylor Ward. Congratulations to you. 
We will now continue with the order of business. 
Any further speakers? 
Councillor TOOMEY.

Councillor TOOMEY:
Thank you, Chair. I rise to speak on item F, the naming of Quirk Street or the change of name of Quirk Street Park to Fish Creek Park. Chair, the Quirk Street Park was one of the early streets that was carved out of the settlement land out in The Gap and, as such, a number of the homes there were built organically along the creek. One of those homes was resumed under the flood buyback scheme with Council. As a result, a park was created in Quirk Street. This park is surrounded on two sides by Fish Creek that runs along the edge and also Quirk Street and an adjoining neighbour. 


The park itself is on three lots. It’s quite picturesque. It’s very low in the street and adjoins the bridge. Fish Creek always has water flowing and as I’ve mentioned in Chambers before, the creek itself is fed by a spring further up past Hilder Road. The Fish Creek runs past Hilder Road State School which has long contributed to the riparian zone along that area. Fish Creek 4061 is a subcommittee of the P&C and has dedicated countless hours in and out of the creek, increasing biodiversity and teaching kids about our natural environment.


Fish Creek 4061 won a number of State awards and grants over the past couple of years, since I have entered this place. I’ve had the privilege to work with the 4061 community and the local community to enhance our natural environment and also to share their successes in and out of the creek. So what better way to recognise their contribution to our natural environment and our community than by naming a park after this wonderful group of people who love their creek so much. Chair, I want to thank Ollie Narbey and Suzanne Wirges. 


These two ladies are the founding members of Fish Creek 4061 and are also hardworking members of the community. I want to thank them for their contribution to keeping Brisbane clean and green. I also want to thank Hilder Road State School and, in particular, principal Jodie Watts for her ongoing support of the Fish Creek 4061 community. I also want to thank the community for supporting the renaming of this parkland and also the Council officers for their assistance in the name change and the group of individuals who genuinely care about their environment. Thank you.

Chair:
Any further speakers? No?

Councillor HAMMOND, right of reply? No?

All right. I will put that item.
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
A
PARK NAMING – FORMAL NAMING OF A SECTION OF PARKLAND AT TOM O’NEIL PARK, OXLEY, AS ‘ROBERT VICKERS PLACE’
161/540/567/176

700/2018-19
1.
The Manager, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

2.
In November 2018, Mr Terry Dale, a resident of Oxley, wrote to Councillor Steve Griffiths, Councillor for Moorooka Ward, expressing his delight at the recent renaming of Lawson Street Park, Oxley, to ‘Ed Kuepper Park’. Additionally, Mr Dale requested that a section of parkland within Tom O’Neil Park (D0320), Oxley, on the California Road, Oxley, frontage, be named after his friend Mr Robert Vickers, an Australian bass guitarist, who is best known as a member of the Australian band The Go-Betweens.
3.
Mr Vickers grew up in the house on the corner of Jutland Street and Price Street, Oxley. From 1964, he attended Oxley State School, Oxley, and later, Sunday school at St John’s Anglican Church, Oxley, before attending Corinda State High School, Corinda, in 1971. The Tom O’Neil Park area, which Mr Vickers said was swampy bush when he was young, was one of his favourite local places to explore.

4.
After high school, he was inspired to start playing music by another Oxley musician, Mr Ed Kuepper, who co‑founded the history-making Australian punk band, The Saints. Mr Vickers joined a band with a Corinda State High School friend, which later became known as the Riptides, and became friends with Mr Grant McLennan and Mr Robert Forster, who he would later play with in the successful Australian indie rock band The Go-Betweens from 1983 to 1987.

5.
Mr Dale believes having two parks named after local artists would add to the eclecticism of the suburb of Oxley.

6.
Councillor Griffiths supports the proposed place naming.

7.
It is proposed to replace the existing park name sign with the place name sign ‘Robert Vickers Place’ and to relocate the ‘Tom O’Neil’ park name sign to the Oxley Road, Oxley, frontage.

Funding
8.
Funds are currently available in the Moorooka Ward Footpath and Parks Trust Fund, Schedule 43, 2018-19 budget.

Consultation

9.
Councillor Steve Griffiths, Councillor for Moorooka Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact
10.
The park naming will give recognition to a renowned musician from the local community.
11.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed at its meeting held on 15 April 2019.

12.
DECISION:

THAT APPROVAL BE GRANTED TO RENAME THE SECTION OF PARKLAND WITHIN TOM O’NEIL PARK, OXLEY, BORDERED BY CALIFORNIA ROAD, OXLEY, TO ‘ROBERT VICKERS PLACE’, IN ACCORDANCE WITH COUNCIL’S OS03 NAMING PARKS, FACILITIES OR TRACKS PROCEDURE. IT IS ALSO RECOMMENDED THAT A PLACE NAME SIGN BE ERECTED ON THE CALIFORNIA ROAD FRONTAGE OF THE PARK.

NOTED
B
PARK NAMING – FORMAL NAMING OF A PLAYGROUND NODE WITHIN McPHERSON PARK, AS ‘BRACKEN RIDGE CENTRAL LIONS CLUB PLAYGROUND’
161/540/567/177

701/2018-19
13.
The Manager, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

14.
McPherson Park is a large park located on Denham Street, Bracken Ridge. The park caters for sporting clubs with a playground and picnic facilities for community use.

15.
The Bracken Ridge Central Lions Club is a long standing community group within the Bracken Ridge Ward that is celebrating its 40th Anniversary in 2019 and have requested the playground node be formally named as ‘Bracken Ridge Central Lions Club Playground’.

16.
Over the past 40 years, the Lions Club has forged deep roots in the community through its Annual Citizenship Ceremonies, Backyard Bonanza Festivals, monthly steam train events, the Winter Wishes Program that provides assistance to those in need, as well as raising vital funds for a multitude of causes. Many of these activities are held in McPherson Park.

17.
The Bracken Ridge Central Lions Club has served as a pillar to the community for decades. During 1994, the Bracken Ridge Central Railway was constructed in McPherson Park with the official opening held in March 1995. It has been running continually on the fourth Sunday of each month since opening, on the purpose-built 5” gauge track that operates beside the mentioned playground.

18.
The park name sign explanation reads:

‘The Bracken Ridge Central Lions Club was chartered in late 1978 and had its first formal meeting in February 1979.

More than just a sausage sizzle, the Lions Club provides much needed assistance, support and funds by way of special projects, donations and an endless list of other ways to help within the local area and further afield.

The main income for the club is received from the Bracken Ridge Miniature Railway, which was built by members and volunteers during 1994. The official opening day was held in March 1995 and the miniature railway has been running continually since on the fourth Sunday of each month, on the purpose-built 5” gauge track in McPherson Park, Denham Street, Bracken Ridge.

The Bracken Ridge Central Lions Club is made up of service minded men and women who volunteer their time to support the local community.’
Funding
19.
Funding for the name sign is available in the North Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, recurrent budget allocation for 2018-19.

Consultation

20.
Councillor Amanda Cooper, Councillor for Bracken Ridge Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact
21.
The Bracken Ridge Central Lions Club is well respected in the community and naming the playground in McPherson Park is expected to be well received.
22.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed at its meeting held on 15 April 2019.

23.
DECISION:

that approval be granted to name the PLAYGROUND NODE WITHIN McPHERSON PARK, LOCATED AT 146 DENHAM STREET, BRACKEN RIDGE, AS ‘BRACKEN RIDGE CENTRAL LIONS CLUB PLAYGROUND’, IN ACCORDANCE WITH COUNCIL PROCEDURE OS03 NAMING PARKS, FACILITIES OR TRACKS. IT IS ALSO RECOMMENDED THAT A NAME SIGN AND PLAQUE BE ERECTED NEAR THE PLAYGROUND IN McPHERSON PARK.

NOTED
C
PARK NAMING – FORMAL NAMING OF THE PARK EASEMENT WITHIN A SECTION OF GRACEVILLE MEMORIAL PARK, GRACEVILLE, TO ‘LT MAURICE LITTLE WAY’
161/540/567/178

702/2018-19
24.
The Manager, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

25.
In December 2018, local residents and patrons of the Returned and Services League of Australia (Queensland Branch) Sherwood Indooroopilly Sub Branch Inc., and the Oxley‑Chelmer History Group wrote to Councillor Nicole Johnston, Councillor for Tennyson Ward, requesting that the easement that runs between 17 and 19 Churchill Street, Graceville, leading to the cenotaph in Graceville Memorial Park, Graceville, be named as ‘Lt Maurice Little Way’ in honour of Mr Edwin Maurice Little.

26.
Lieutenant Edwin Maurice Little served in the 15th Australian Infantry Battalion, Australian Imperial Force. He was severely wounded at Gallipoli in 1915, losing his eyes and a hand, and campaigned tirelessly until his death in 1938 for the rights, support and care of wounded veterans. 

27.
He was a life member and the inaugural President of the Sherwood Sub Branch of the Returned Sailors and Soldiers Imperial League of Australia (RSSILA), now known as the Returned and Services League of Australia (Queensland Branch) Sherwood Indooroopilly Sub Branch Inc. Together with local residents in the district, he was instrumental in funding and building the cenotaph in Graceville Memorial Park in honour of the servicemen and servicewoman killed in World War I.

28.
It is proposed that a park easement naming sign panel be erected with the following wording, and that the official naming of ‘Lt Maurice Little Way’ be unveiled at the 2019 Anzac Day ceremony at Graceville Memorial Park:
‘Lt Maurice Little Way

Lt Edwin Maurice Little (1893-1938) served with 15Bn AIF at Gallipoli in 1915. At Quinn’s Point he was severely injured, permanently blinded and became a partial amputee. He founded the Sherwood RSL Sub Branch and served as its first President from 1919-25. On 28 November 1920, Maurice Little unveiled the memorial in Graceville Memorial Park. He is remembered as a highly regarded local hero.’
Funding
29.
Funding for the name sign is available in the South Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, recurrent budget allocation for 2018-19.

Consultation

30.
Councillor Nicole Johnston, Councillor for Tennyson Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact
31.
The park easement naming will give recognition to Mr Little’s significant contribution to returned veterans and the community, and will acknowledge a man described in a number of articles as a man with enduring cheerfulness and faith who refused to see his disability as an impediment to helping others.
32.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed at its meeting held on 15 April 2019.

33.
DECISION:

that approval be granted to name the park easement within a section of Graceville Memorial Park, located between 17 and 19 Churchill Street, Graceville, to ‘Lt Maurice Little Way’, in accordance with Council’s OS03 Naming Parks, Facilities or Tracks Procedure. It is also recommended that a name sign and history panel be erected on the road frontage of the park.

NOTED
D
PARK NAMING – FORMAL NAMING OF THE PLAYGROUND IN JUBILEE PARK AT 52 CROWN STREET, BARDON, TO ‘BRIAN McGRATH PLAYGROUND’
161/540/567/179

703/2018-19
34.
The Manager, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

35.
Councillor Peter Matic, Councillor for Paddington Ward, has received a request from residents requesting that the playground in Jubilee Park (D0182), at 52 Crown Street, Bardon, be named ‘Brian McGrath Playground’ after Mr Brian McGrath, a life-long resident of Bardon.

36.
Mr McGrath was born in Crown Street, Bardon, in 1930 and has spent much of his time promoting the advantages of Jubilee Park, where he and his friends played for many years. He has had a life-long affiliation with the park in many ways over the years and still has to this day.

37.
Mr McGrath has been a member of the Lions Club of Brisbane Bardon since 1967 and was elected Lions Club District Governor of the area and represented the Lions Club overseas.

38.
He was awarded a Medal of the Order of Australia (OAM) on 26 January 1991 for his work with the Lions Club of Brisbane Bardon and for his assistance and contributions to those affected by the 1974 flood in Brisbane.

39.
Mr McGrath is also well known for his involvement with the wider community. He was admitted into the Australian Lions Foundation Hall of Fame in 2006 in recognition of his exceptional service to the Lions Club organisation and the community.

40.
The proposed playground naming sign panel wording:

‘Brian McGrath Playground

Mr Brian McGrath was born in Crown Street, Bardon, in 1930. He has been a life-long resident of Bardon and has spent much of his time promoting the advantages of Jubilee Park, where he and his friends played for many years.

Brian has been a member of the Lions Club of Brisbane Bardon since 1967 and was elected Lions Club District Governor of the area and represented the Lions Club overseas.

He was awarded an Order of Australia (OAM) for his work with the Lions Club and for his assistance and contributions to those affected by the 1974 flood.

Brian is also well known for his involvement with the wider community. He has been admitted into the Australian Lions Foundation Hall of Fame.’
Funding
41.
Funding for the name sign is available in the Central Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, recurrent budget allocation for 2018-19.

Consultation

42.
Councillor Peter Matic, Councillor for Paddington Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact
43.
Mr McGrath is well regarded in the local area and the park naming is anticipated to be well received and will give recognition to his contribution to the community.

44.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed at its meeting held on 15 April 2019.

45.
DECISION:

that approval be granted to FORMALLY name the PLAYGROUND IN JUBILEE PARK, LOCATED AT 52 CROWN STREET, BARDON, TO ‘BRIAN McGRATH PLAYGROUND’, in accordance with Council’s OS03 Naming Parks, Facilities or Tracks Procedure. It is also recommended that a name sign and history panel be erected AT THE JUBILEE PARK PLAYGROUND.
NOTED
E
PARK NAMING – FORMAL NAMING OF THE PARK CURRENTLY KNOWN AS BENEKE STREET PARK, 583 HAMILTON ROAD, CHERMSIDE, TO ‘PACKER PLACE’
161/540/567/181

704/2018-19
46.
The Manager, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

47.
Beneke Street Park is a large park that commences at the Hamilton Road and Webster Road intersection, Chermside, and runs north-east along Downfall Creek until it reaches Gympie Road, Chermside.

48.
A petition was received by Council on 6 February 2017 requesting the renaming of Beneke Street Park. The petition had the support of the Chermside and Districts Historical Society Inc. as well as the Packer family and contained 34 signatures. 

49.
The petition was presented to Council on 28 March 2017 and it was recommended that the head petitioner be advised that Council would consider renaming Beneke Street Park to ‘Packer Place’. 

50.
North Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, investigated and considered the park naming request and has recommended that approval be granted to rename the park.

51.
For 80 years and four generations, the Packer family was involved in the wool scour and tannery business at Downfall Creek, Chermside. During this time, they expanded their property, and for the last 30 years, owned land on three sides of the intersection of Hamilton Road and Webster Road, Chermside. The north-eastern section of the former Packer family property is currently known as Beneke Street Park. In 1891, when Mr Joseph Packer and Mr David Knox first opened their Downfall Creek wool scour and tannery, there were dozens of similar businesses throughout the Brisbane area. 

52.
In 1923 the founding partners Packer and Knox retired, and the following year the Packer family bought out the Knox family who set up their own firm at Belmont. The firm continued as GW & J Packer Pty Ltd with George Packer, son of Joseph, as Managing Director.

53.
In the early 1970s, they were one of the last tanners in Brisbane, relocating to Narangba in 1972.

54.
In the early 20th century, as well as being significant local employers, the Packer family was heavily involved in local organisations such as the Chermside Bicycle Club. Additionally, Mr Joseph Packer was an elected representative, serving on the Kedron Shire Council. While the naming of this park would honour the Packer family, it would also be a tribute to the many employees who helped make the Packer family’s tannery a success. According to Mr Lindsay Packer, great-grandson of Mr Joseph Packer, and the current manager of the firm which is now known as GW & J Packer (Tanning) Pty Ltd, most of the employees lived in the surrounding area.

Funding
55.
Funding for the name sign is available in the North Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, recurrent budget allocation for 2018-19.

Consultation

56.
Councillor Fiona Hammond, Councillor for Marchant Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact
57.
The Packer family is well regarded in the local area and the park naming is anticipated to be well received. Naming the park ‘Packer Place’ will also give recognition to the history of the area.
58.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed at its meeting held on 15 April 2019.

59.
DECISION:

that approval be granted to rename the park currently known as Beneke Street Park, located at 583 Hamilton Road, Chermside, to ‘Packer Place’, in accordance with Council’s OS03 Naming Parks, Facilities or Tracks Procedure.
NOTED
F
PARK NAMING – FORMAL NAMING OF THREE PARCELS OF LAND AT 19‑23 QUIRK STREET, THE GAP, TO ‘FISH CREEK PARK’
161/540/567/182

705/2018-19
60.
The Manager, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

61.
Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, received a request from Councillor Steven Toomey, Councillor for The Gap Ward, requesting that the three parcels of land at 19-23 Quirk Street, The Gap, that were resumed by Brisbane City Council through the Voluntary Home Purchase Scheme, be officially named ‘Fish Creek Park’.

62.
Councillor Toomey wrote to the residents in the local precinct requesting feedback regarding the naming of the resumed land with the proposal of naming the park Fish Creek Park 4061. The suggestions returned were Mulberry Park, Jacaranda Park (after the trees located in the park) and ‘Fish Creek Park’ (excluding the 4061 section of the title). Councillor Toomey has requested ‘Fish Creek Park’ be the official name put forward to the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee for their consideration.

63.
The background to this proposal is to acknowledge the Fish Creek 4061 program currently being undertaken by the Hilder Road State School to revegetate Fish Creek, The Gap. Fish Creek 4061 is a website which was created by parents of the students at Hilder Road State School as a learning resource and is supported by the Hilder Road State School Parents and Citizens’ Association, along with staff at the school, members of the community and other environmental organisations. Recently, the school won two awards at the 2018 Healthy Land and Water Awards (the Water Warrior Award and the Minister’s Grand Prize) for their valuable work in restoring our natural waterways.

64.
It is proposed to erect a park naming sign panel with the following wording:

‘Fish Creek Park’.
Funding
65.
Funding for the park name sign is available in the West Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, recurrent budget allocation for 2018-19.

Consultation

66.
Councillor Steven Toomey, Councillor for The Gap Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact
67.
Formally naming the three parcels of land will recognise Council’s resumption of the land for parkland and will also acknowledge the revegetation of Fish Creek which has been undertaken through the Fish Creek 4061 program.

68.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed at its meeting held on 15 April 2019.

69.
DECISION:

that approval be granted to FORMALLY name the THREE PARCELS OF LAND LOCATED AT 19-23 QUIRK STREET, THE GAP, TO ‘FISH CREEK PARK’ in accordance with Council’s OS03 Naming Parks, Facilities or Tracks Procedure. It is also recommended that a PARK name sign BE INSTALLED AT THE PARK FRONTAGE AT 21 QUIRK STREET, THE GAP.
NOTED
G
PARK NAMING – FORMAL NAMING OF A PARK SHELTER NODE WITHIN PACKER PLACE, THE BOULEVARD, CHERMSIDE, TO ‘BARRY’S PLACE’
161/540/567/175

706/2018-19
70.
The Manager, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

71.
Council received a petition to name the park shelter node located in (D0682) Packer Place, The Boulevard, Chermside, to ‘Barry’s Place’, in recognition of local resident, Mr Barry Dahl.

72.
The petition response was approved on 10 December 2018 by the Establishment and Coordination Committee as delegate of Council during the summer recess 2018-19, and a response was sent to the head petitioner advising that Council will prepare a park naming submission to seek approval from the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee to name the shelter located in Beneke Street Park, Chermside, as ‘Barry’s Place’. The Establishment and Coordination Committee as delegate of Council during recess, at its meeting on 15 April 2019, gave approval to rename Beneke Street Park to Packer Place.

73.
The park shelter node is located in Packer Place, adjacent to the Wheller on the Park retirement complex.

74.
Council records indicate that Mr Dahl provided Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, with bird attracting plants for around the shelter. Mr Dahl maintained these plants and assisted with maintenance of the garden and surrounds until his passing in 2015.

75.
A small dedication plaque with a simple inscription in recognition of Mr Dahl’s contribution to the shelter, paths and garden for the community will be erected on the shelter.

Funding
76.
Funding for the plaque is available in the North Region, Asset Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, recurrent budget allocation for 2018-19.

Consultation

77.
Councillor Fiona Hammond, Councillor for Marchant Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact
78.
It is believed that the park shelter node name will engender a feeling of community ownership for the nearby Wheller on the Park retirement complex where Mr Dahl resided.

79.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed at its meeting held on 15 April 2019.

80.
DECISION:

THAT APPROVAL BE GRANTED TO NAME THE PARK SHELTER NODE AT PACKER PLACE, THE BOULEVARD, CHERMSIDE, AS ‘BARRY’S PLACE’, IN ACCORDANCE WITH COUNCIL PROCEDURE OS03 NAMING PARKS, FACILITIES OR TRACKS PROCEDURE. IT IS ALSO RECOMMENDED THAT A SMALL DEDICATION PLAQUE BE PLACED ON THE PARK SHELTER.

NOTED
FIELD SERVICES COMMITTEE 

Councillor Vicki HOWARD, Chair of the Field Services Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX that the report setting out the decisions of the Establishment and Coordination Committee as delegate of Council during the Autumn Recess 2019, on matters usually coming under the jurisdiction of the Field Services Committee, be noted.

Chair:
Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Chair. Just—Chair, there’s a number of petitions that went through in during recess and they’re all set out in the papers for today’s meeting, so I will leave it to the Chamber for debate.

Chair:
Further speakers? 
There being none, I will put the motion. 
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
A
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL INSPECT A TREE DUE TO SAFETY CONCERNS IN LIQUIDAMBAR PLACE PARK, STRETTON

CA19/46436

707/2018-19
1.
A petition from residents requesting to have a tree inspected due to safety concerns in Liquidambar Place Park, Stretton, was received during the Summer Recess 2018-19.

2.
The Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

3.
The petition contains six signatures.

4.
Council records indicate that since November 2017 there has been one request received from a local resident for a significant canopy reduction prune of the large tallowwood tree located within Liquidambar Place Park, Stretton. Attachment B, submitted on file, contains a photo of the tree. The most recent tree works undertaken were completed on 30 May 2018. Such tree works entailed a large trim including canopy deadwood and selective defect branch removal. However, the canopy prune was not to the petitioners’ satisfaction as a more substantial prune was requested to mitigate perceived safety issues. ‘Over pruning’ can destabilise the tree and its ability to withstand winds during a storm event, which increases the risk of tree failure. 

5.
A Senior Technical Officer Arboriculture, South Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, assessed the tallowwood tree on 18 January 2019 and found it to have a low tree risk rating. The risk assessment was undertaken in accordance with the International Society of Arboriculture Guidelines.

6.
Leaf fall, seed pods, flowers and fruit are all natural processes of a tree’s growing cycle. It is Council policy to maintain canopy roof clearance in accordance with Council guidelines and also maintaining the health and vigour of trees in Brisbane wherever possible. 

7.
Generally, if a tree is found to be in good health and structure and there is no arboriculture or public safety reason to prune the tree, no additional pruning will be undertaken. This tree has met all of the above and therefore will not be pruned any further during this growing season.

Consultation

8.
Councillor Angela Owen, Councillor for Calamvale Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation. 


Customer impact

9.
It is anticipated local residents may object to Council not undertaking a significant canopy reduction prune.
10.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed at its meeting held on 15 April 2019.

11.
DECISION:


THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER ADVISING COUNCIL HAS DETERMINED NO FURTHER MAINTENANCE IS REQUIRED ON THE TALLOWWOOD TREE AT LIQUIDAMBAR PLACE PARK, STRETTON.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/46436

Thank you for your petition requesting that Council inspect a tree due to safety concerns in Liquidambar Place Park, Stretton.

Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

The most recent tree works undertaken were completed on 30 May 2018. Such tree works entailed a large trim including canopy deadwood and selective defect branch removal. The tallowwood tree at Liquidambar Place Park has been recently inspected and it was determined that it does not require any further pruning.

Generally, if a tree is found to be in good health and structure and there is no arboriculture or public safety reason to prune the tree, no additional pruning will be undertaken. 

‘Over pruning’ can destabilise the tree and its ability to withstand winds during a storm event, which increases the risk of tree failure. 

Leaf fall, seed pods, flowers and fruit are all natural processes of a tree’s growing cycle. It is Council policy to maintain canopy roof clearance in accordance with Council guidelines and also maintaining the health and vigour of trees in Brisbane wherever possible. 

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Miss Anastasia Browne, Regional Coordinator Arboriculture, South Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3407 0639.

Thank you for raising this matter.

NOTED
B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REMOVE THE KERBSIDE TREES NEXT TO THE ENTRANCE TO AVEO SUNNYBANK GREEN RETIREMENT VILLAGE AT 239 McCULLOUGH STREET, SUNNYBANK

CA19/118397

708/2018-19
12.
A petition from residents requesting Council remove the kerbside trees next to the entrance to Aveo Sunnybank Green Retirement Village at 239 McCullough Street, Sunnybank, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 5 February 2019, by Councillor Kim Marx, Councillor for Runcorn Ward, and received. 

13.
The Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

14.
The petition contains 22 signatures.

15.
Council records indicate since July 2017 there have been three requests from residents located at 239 McCullough Street, Sunnybank, claiming that the trees installed in July 2017 are impairing the line of sight from oncoming traffic from McCullough Street. A canopy lift and clearance prune to eucalyptus trees was completed on 24 January 2018 and 6 February 2019.

16.
A Senior Technical Officer Arboriculture, South Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, inspected the line of sight on 13 February 2019, from 239 McCullough Street, Sunnybank, to oncoming traffic. It was identified that the heritage tree cages around the eucalyptus trees and the dense tree canopy of the smaller eumundi quandong trees in front of the Sunnybank Private Hospital are contributing to the impaired line of sight. 

17.
Due to the onsite confirmation of the safety concerns, it was decided to remove the heritage tree cages, prune the canopy on all smaller eumundi quandong trees, remove one eucalyptus tree in front of the Sunnybank Private Hospital and remove one eucalyptus tree immediately next to the driveway of Aveo Sunnybank Green Retirement Village. The removed eucalyptus trees will not be replanted, however Council has planted liriopes in their place. These works were completed at the end of February 2019. 

Funding

18.
Funding was available from this financial year as part of Managing Trees on Public Land budget.

Consultation

19.
Councillor Kim Marx, Councillor for Runcorn Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact

20.
It is anticipated that local residents may object to Council not removing all trees in front of the Sunnybank Private Hospital.

21.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed at its meeting held on 15 April 2019.

22.
DECISION:

THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER ADVISING THAT COUNCIL HAS REMOVED FOUR HERITAGE TREE CAGES AROUND THE TREES LOCATED NEAR THE AVEO SUNNYBANK GREEN RETIREMENT VILLAGE, PRUNED THE CANOPY ON ALL THE SMALLER EUMUNDI QUANDONG TREES AND REMOVED TWO EUCALYPTUS TREES. THE REMOVED EUCALYPTUS TREES WILL NOT BE REPLANTED, HOWEVER COUNCIL HAS PLANTED LIRIOPES IN THEIR PLACE.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/118397

Thank you for your petition requesting that Council remove the kerbside trees next to the entrance to Aveo Sunnybank Green Retirement Village at 239 McCullough Street, Sunnybank.

Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

Council has removed four heritage tree cages around the trees located near the Aveo Sunnybank Retirement Village, pruned the canopy on all the smaller eumundi quandong trees and removed two eucalyptus trees. The removed trees were located in front of the Sunnybank Private Hospital and next to the driveway of the Aveo Sunnybank Green Retirement Village. The removed eucalyptus trees will not be replanted, however Council has planted liriopes in their place.

Please advise the other petitioners of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Miss Anastasia Browne, Regional Coordinator Arboriculture, South Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3407 0639.

Thank you for raising this matter.

NOTED
C
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL REMOVE THE TWO OVERSIZED TREES OUTSIDE 3 STODDART COURT, CARINDALE, WHICH CAUSE ONGOING ENVIRONMENTAL, FINANCIAL, AND HEALTH AND SAFETY ISSUES TO RESIDENTS

CA18/1056068

709/2018-19
23.
A petition from residents requesting the removal of the two oversized trees outside 3 Stoddart Court, Carindale, which cause ongoing environmental, financial, and health and safety issues to residents was presented to the meeting of Council held on 20 November 2018, by Councillor Adrian Schrinner, Councillor for Chandler Ward, and received. 

24.
The Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

25.
The petition contains 22 signatures.

History

26. 
24 November 2016 – The resident at 3 Stoddart Court, Carindale, advised two leopard trees on the footpath are overgrown and dropping branches in the yard. The branches reach across the road and the resident was concerned this was an issue during storm season. 

27.
30 November 2016 – A Council officer inspected the trees and advised the trees met Council guidelines and no trimming or removal was necessary.

28.
4 April 2017 – The resident contacted Council advising that their neighbours were complaining about the amount of leaves that the trees drop, causing drains to get blocked and other trees of the same species had been removed from the street. 

29.
5 May 2017 – A Council officer inspected the trees and arranged for the two trees to be trimmed to meet clearance standards.

30.
9 August 2018 – Council was contacted again by the resident requesting immediate removal of the two trees in front of their property due to health and safety concerns. The resident considers it an inconvenience due to leaves constantly blocking the gutter and doing harm to their children. The resident advised that pods falling from the trees scratched their children’s faces while they were reading a book in the garden. The resident believes the pods caused damage to their property and nearby parked cars and demanded removal immediately. 

31.
21 August 2018 – An update was requested by the resident. The resident alleged their children now refuse to go to the yard and stated they are too afraid and worried about getting hurt again from the trees. The resident demanded again to have the two trees removed.  

32.
22 August 2018 – The resident’s neighbour contacted Council to provide their support for the tree to be removed and advised all of the neighbours support the removal. The trees are very large and unwanted, cause issues with roots blocking the footpath and seed pods damage cars. A Council officer contacted the neighbour who advised the resident of 3 Stoddart Court, Carindale, had escalated the matter to the local ward office and that residents were undertaking a petition for the removal of the subject trees. 

33.
27 August 2018 – A Council officer met with the resident and advised the trees were found to be in good form and vigour, and met Council standards. Council does not remove trees based on seed and leaf drop, however, Council offered to conduct branch reduction away from the property to reduce seed and leaf drop. The customer declined the offer as they were seeking the removal of the trees. 

34.
27 November 2018 – A Council officer inspected the trees and identified two trees both in good health and vigour. The trees were not within their seed cycle and there was only minor leaf drop present. It was noted other leopard trees were also present within the street. Both trees’ branches overhang the property at 3 Stoddart Court, Carindale, and neighbouring properties. Considering the ongoing concerns of the affected resident and neighbours, it is arguable both trees of the same species, in close proximity to each other and private infrastructure could be considered a nuisance. Due to the reported injury related to tree A, it has been decided to consider the removal of tree A (as shown in Attachment B, submitted on file) and tree B will be retained.

Funding

35.
Funding is available through the Urban Amenity – Street Tree Management budget.

Consultation

36.
Councillor Adrian Schrinner, Councillor for Chandler Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation. 

Customer impact

37.
Both trees are of the same species and are in close proximity to each other and private infrastructure which could be considered a nuisance. As a result, it is considered tree A be removed to reduce the level of seed and leaf drop thus reducing the impacts on the affected residents.
38.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed at its meeting held on 15 April 2019.

39.
DECISION:

THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER ADVISING COUNCIL SUPPORTS THE REMOVAL OF ONE TREE IDENTIFIED AS TREE A AND THAT TREE B WILL BE RETAINED.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA18/1056068

Thank you for your petition requesting that Council remove the two oversized trees outside 3 Stoddart Court, Carindale, which cause ongoing environmental, financial, and health and safety issues to residents.

Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

Council values the trees in our city as they contribute significantly to the environment both ecologically and aesthetically. These values are supported by Council’s tree policy which ensures the preservation of Council trees, therefore tree removal is considered an important issue.

A Council officer re-inspected the two leopard trees along the footpath at 3 Stoddart Court, Carindale, and both were found to be in good form and vigour. However, after reviewing the matter it has been determined both trees being of the same species and are in close proximity to each other and private infrastructure, which could be considered a nuisance. Tree A, is located in front of 3 Stoddard Court, near the boundary of 5 Stoddard Court, Carindale. Due to the reported injury related to tree A, it has been decided to consider the removal of tree A and tree B will be retained.  

Additionally, if you would like Council to proceed with the branch reduction away from the property on the remaining tree in order to reduce seed and leaf drop, please call Council’s 24‑hour Contact Centre on (07) 3403 8888.

Please advise the other petitioners of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Russell Tomlin, Regional Coordinator Arboriculture, East Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3407 1471.

Thank you for raising this matter.

NOTED
D
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REMOVE TWO DANGEROUS TREES LOCATED ON COUNCIL LAND ADJACENT TO 5 BELLTHORPE PLACE, FOREST LAKE

CA18/1086704

710/2018-19
40.
A petition from residents requesting the removal of the two dangerous trees located on Council land adjacent to the property at 5 Bellthorpe Place, Forest Lake was presented to the meeting of Council held on 4 December 2018, by the Lord Mayor, and received. 

41.
The Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

42.
The petition contains seven signatures.

43.
Council records indicate since March 2017, Council has received three tree removal requests about the two eucalyptus trees (shown at Attachment B, submitted on file), located in Paluna Place Park to the rear of 5 Bellthorpe Place, Forest Lake. On each occasion the request for tree removal was not supported. A clearance prune was undertaken by Council in October 2018.

44.
The medium sized tree (tree 1) is a Eucalyptus crebra with a diameter at breast height of 150 millimetres, a height of seven metres and a canopy spread of five metres. A ground based visual tree assessment was undertaken on 13 December 2018 and there were no obvious defects or specified conditions identified. The inspection found the tree to be structurally sound and therefore a low risk rating. The tree’s canopy clearance is in accordance with Council guidelines.

45.
The larger tree (tree 2) is a Corymbia citriodora, with a diameter at breast height of 550 millimetres, a height of 19 metres and a canopy spread of 12 metres. An inspection was undertaken on 13 December 2018 to identify any weakened branch attachments as evidence of previous branch failure within the upper canopy was observed. To mitigate any possible likelihood of branch failure, the lateral branch overhanging 5 Bellthorpe Place, Forest Lake, will be reduced by three metres to an upright branch. It is to be noted that the tree canopy clearance is currently in accordance with Council guidelines.

46.
This tree is a habitat tree as birds have been actively observed entering and egressing hollows. Both trees provide a number of irreplaceable benefits from an environmental perspective.

Funding

47.
Funding is available this financial year as part of the Managing Trees on Public Land budget.

Consultation

48.
Councillor Charles Strunk, Councillor for Forest Lake Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation. 

Customer impact

49.
It is anticipated that residents may object to not having the trees removed.

50.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed at its meeting held on 29 April 2019.

51.
DECISION:

THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER ADVISING COUNCIL DOES NOT SUPPORT THE REMOVAL OF BOTH TREES. THE MEDIUM SIZED TREE HAS BEEN PROGRAMMED TO HAVE SOME BRANCHES REMOVED AND THIS WORK HAS BEEN COMPLETED.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA18/1086704

Thank you for your petition requesting Council remove two dangerous trees located on Council land adjacent to 5 Bellthorpe Place, Forest Lake.

Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

Council values the trees in our city as they contribute significantly to the environment both ecologically and aesthetically. These values are supported by Council’s tree policy which ensures the preservation of Council trees and tree removal is considered an important issue.

Council does not support the removal of both trees, however to mitigate the likelihood of branch failure on the medium sized tree, the lateral branch overhanging 5 Bellthorpe Place, Forest Lake, will be reduced by three metres to an upright branch. These works have been completed.

It was noted at the time of the inspection the tree canopy clearance is currently in accordance with Council guidelines. This technique allows the preservation of trees while ensuring the safety of residents.

Please advise the other petitioners of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Miss Anastasia Browne, Regional Coordinator Arboriculture, South Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3407 0639.

NOTED
E
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL RETURF THE DOG OFF-LEASH AREA AT POWERHOUSE PARK, NEW FARM, WITH SHADE TOLERANT GRASS

CA18/1081936

711/2018-19
52.
A petition from residents requesting Council returf the dog park at the Powerhouse, New Farm, with shade tolerant grass was presented to the meeting of Council held on 27 November 2018, by Councillor Vicki Howard, Councillor for Central Ward, and received. 

53.
The Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

54.
The petition contains 482 signatures.

55.
Council’s Parks officers, Central Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, have returfed the dog off-leash area numerous times, however due to heavy usage and lack of irrigation, the turf does not survive. The trees in this dog off-leash area are pruned at least twice a year to let as much light in as possible. Council has, in the past, closed off sections of this dog off-leash area to lay new turf and once the newly turfed areas are reopened, they soon wear from the heavy usage. 

56.
The variety of turf, including shade tolerant species, that have been installed do not survive the wear and tear of such heavy usage. There are other dog off-leash areas in Brisbane, such as Pioneer Crescent Park, Bellbowrie, where sand has been successful as an alternative. It would be more difficult to install sand at the Powerhouse Park dog off-leash area due to the amount of trees and the contaminated soils. It would also be very expensive to remove the 300 mm of existing soil that would be required for sand installation and the disposal costs for contaminated soils would have to be included as well.

57.
Council’s Parks officers have requested City Projects Office to undertake a design for the Powerhouse Park dog off-leash area, that will include suitable turf species, irrigation and rubber underlay around the tree bowls. This design can serve as a blueprint for all Brisbane dog off-leash areas and may assist to alleviate the concerns raised by some Brisbane residents regarding the condition of our dog off-leash areas. 

58.
The head petitioner also enquired about the removal of weed species within the dog off-leash area. Upon further discussion with the head petitioner, it was found that they were concerned about the poinciana trees and their harmful properties if a dog ingests the leaves, seedpods or flowers. However, Council has not received any reported incidents to date. In addition, the head petitioner claims to have read on the Council website that the large fig tree is to be reduced in the dog off-leash area. Parks officers are not aware of this information.

59.
The Regional Coordinator Parks, Central Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, will arrange to meet with the head petitioner at the Powerhouse Park dog off leash area to discuss these issues further.

Funding

60.
Design work will be undertaken this financial year and delivery of the project will be listed for consideration in a future budget. Council funding can be requested from the Central Ward Footpaths and Parks Trust Fund to upgrade the dog park.

Consultation

61.
Councillor Vicki Howard, Councillor for Central Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation. 

Customer impact

62.
Residents may be impacted by possible delays in the returfing of the Powerhouse Park dog off leash area if an alternate dog off-leash area is not established. However, Council will be installing a temporary dog park inside the Powerhouse Park, adjacent to the existing dog park.

63.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed at its meeting held on 29 April 2019.

64.
DECISION:

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

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA18/10819368

Thank you for your petition requesting Council returf the dog off-leash area at Powerhouse Park, New Farm, with shade tolerant grass.

Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

Council has investigated many options to improve the condition of this dog off-leash area and is pleased to advise that design work for improvements to the Powerhouse Park dog off-leash area has commenced. Proposed improvements include rubber matting around trees instead of mulch, more shade tolerant turf and irrigation on posts, which can include additives that break down dog waste. The additives contain scientifically selected, naturally occurring microbes and enzymes that are biodegradable and assist in the reduction of odours from animals and organic waste. Delivery of these improvements will be a high priority and will be listed for consideration in a future budget, and Council funding can be requested from the Central Ward Footpath and Parks Trust Fund to upgrade the dog park. Please advise the other petitioners of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Brian Lowe, Regional Coordinator Parks, Central Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3027 4387.

Thank you for raising this matter.
NOTED
LIFESTYLE AND COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE

Councillor Peter MATIC, Chair of the Lifestyle and Community Services Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Ian McKENZIE, that the report setting out the decisions of the Establishment and Coordination Committee as delegate of Council during the Autumn Recess 2019, on matters usually considered by the Lifestyle and Community Services Committee, be noted.

Chair:
Councillor MATIC.

Councillor MATIC:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Before I get to the actual petitions, there’s still items I wanted to speak on within our portfolio. But firstly, as I’ve mentioned earlier in my question, the Indigenous Art Trail. I certainly encourage all Councillors to actively promote this important piece of work done by Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people within our community to—in order to be able to give the profile to what is wonderful pieces of artwork across our city. The Indigenous Art Trail is an ongoing program, but we’ve taken it to the next level this year in regards to the number of pieces, but also the types of displays that we’re undertaking. 

So not only is it static pieces of art at key lanes across the city, but it also illuminated photographs. There’s wonderful pieces by a Torres Strait Islander woman undertaking weaving work that she has worn and photographs of that have been taken and then illuminated across the city. We’ve also gone into more electronic and so projected works across—for example, on Edward Street on the corner of Edward and Elizabeth, I think, are projected on one of the walls of—above the Hermès building is a piece, a digital piece, of moving art that has been undertaken. 


This is the kind of innovative work that Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people are undertaking. It’s something as a community that we need to encourage, because it’s not only the artwork itself, but the stories behind it that are absolutely fundamental. A lot of these pieces are—reflect the history of First Nations people within these areas and I think as not only as community, but as a Council, it’s important that we acknowledge and respect but also promote those stories. 


As a Council, we do a wonderful job of promoting cultures of all nations across the world and equally so we must do our part to promote the culture and the stories of the First Nations people. Also, Mr Chairman, I was very fortunate to be at the launch with Councillor Vicki HOWARD and—sorry. I should note also that Councillor HOWARD did the opening of the Indigenous Art Festival and I thank her very much for taking the time to do that and promoting as much as she has. We also attended together the formal launch of the Brisbane Street Art Festival and that’s something that, again, I encourage everyone to be involved in. 


It’s a two-week event. There are 60 pieces of art across the city on both public and private property and street art is something that we must also as a Council note only embrace, but encourage. The work that I saw was sensational. I want to thank Councillor SRI for his attendance at the launch at West Village on the night before. It was a local launch at West End. We both saw extraordinary pieces of work within the West Village facility. 


I want to thank them for participating and being a supporter and sponsor of the event, but particularly Lincoln Savage and his whole team that put the Brisbane Street Art Festival together. They are an amazing, passionate group of people and there are so many great artists out there. One of the big things that came out of it was not only recognising art, but also the conversation around it and how we try and find more spaces within our city that artists can do their work in a coordinated and valued way to be able to express their emotions and their passions, but also the history of our city. 


So it’s wonderful work. It’s our fourth year of being able to support it and I certainly encourage everyone to be a part of it. Turning to the petitions, Mr Chair. There are three before us, the first one being requesting that Council postpone the synthetic surface project at Teralba Park, Everton Park. The second being an objection to footpath dining in Character residential areas and the third being a petition requesting that Council recognise the Vietnamese community’s heritage flag. 


In regards to the first petition, this was done by a group of petitioners from Teralba Park who had some concerns around the implementation of a synthetic surface. The issues that they raised have been addressed by officers within the response. Can I say to the Chamber that the vast majority of participants and supporters of the facility, sports club out there are very much in support of the synthetic surface. It will go a long way towards reducing the cost of maintenance and also expanding the opportunities for play in various codes throughout the year. 


In regards to the second one, the footpath dining is more of an in-principle concern around the city, but we have within our planning processes the necessary assessments, not only within CARS (Compliance and Regulatory Services), but in DA (Development Assessment) to address the issues of local residents around that of noise and other related issues. 


I know from a CARS perspective that officers are quite diligent in their work around assessing these applications and the impacts it has on the local community setting the necessary conditions and also limiting in many instances the number of tables and chairs that permit applicants are requiring of their business in order to find that balance between residents and the business itself. Thirdly, the petition requesting that Council recognising the Vietnamese community’s heritage flag. The important thing to note in this petition is not that this was in some way to sort of restrict the flying of the flag, which is done quite regularly. 


As the LORD MAYOR said himself, he was at an event where the traditional flag was flown and we encourage that. This was more a petition requiring that we recognise it more formally. So within the petition response we have referred to the—what was also being done by State Government, because the petition was not only provided to us. It was provided to the State. You can see in the petition response that it was not a position that the State Government was prepared to formally recognise their flag. So in accordance with the following of the State Government, it was appropriate that Council also follow that position. 


But as I said, for—as a Council ourselves, it is not about flying the flag. We’ve always supported the Vietnamese community and they have always freely flown the flag. It is more that formal recognition that they were seeking, which State Government was not in a position to support.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Mr Chair, I rise to speak on the petition that Brisbane City Council recognise the Vietnamese community heritage flag. It’s quite an important issue for me, of course, because I represent a very large Vietnamese community and, in all consciousness, that my support of the—of not supporting this recommendation, my caucus has allowed me to actually have a conscious vote on this matter. I propose to—I ask that it be voted on seriatim. 

Seriatim - Clause C
	Councillor Charles STRUNK requested that Clause C, PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL RECOGNISE THE VIETNAMESE COMMUNITY’S HERITAGE FLAG, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor STRUNK:
Mr Chairman, the large Vietnamese community that I represent identify in large part with the yellow flag with the three horizontal red stripes, the flag of South Vietnam. I believe the recognition of the heritage flag would be—would help enshrine and honour those Vietnamese people who fled in the 70s and 80s, when their home was invaded by a communist regime, which caused millions of Vietnamese to flee for their lives and the lives of their families. This flag is also sometimes called the Freedom Flag for a very good reason. The petition requests that Brisbane City Council acknowledge the flag officially. 


This symbolic gesture is long overdue and it makes sense when you understand that it is displayed and flown at all Vietnamese events, not just here in Brisbane, but right throughout Australia, 45 years after Australia and Brisbane welcomed the Vietnamese refugees. I think it’s about time we officially acknowledge and recognise the heritage flag, like other Australian and overseas cities have done. The beloved yellow flag is an emotional and intricate part of the Vietnamese people. It stands for democracy and freedom they flag—that they died for. 


I brought along just a—it’s an expression of how much they love their Vietnamese flag—heritage flag. Not long after I became a Councillor, Dr Cuong Bui presented this tie to me, which I happily and honourably wear at every event that I am asked to in the Vietnamese community and also, of course, their lapel pins as well, which everyone wears. I’ll note that, of course, the LORD MAYOR was at the morning service recently at Freedom Place in Inala and you can just see how proud they are of their flag—of their heritage flag. There is probably at least 20 or 30 of the flags there on display that afternoon.


The Vietnamese people were stripped of their assets, citizenships and their entire way of life. As a Council and on behalf of the community that we represent, surely we should have compassion and understanding to give them recognition of their historical flag. Mr Chair, voting for the recommendation will do nothing to help the Vietnamese community deal with the wounds of war, plus give them the comfort in knowing that they came from—sorry—where they came from and how they suffered. They should not be forgotten. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 
Councillor MATIC.

Councillor MATIC:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Only in response to Councillor STRUNK and I understand his position as the local Councillor and I can only refer to the response that we have before us and that Council does and has and continues to acknowledge the strong feeling that members of the Vietnamese community have for the Co Vang and that, as a Council, we have always supported the flying of their flag at various community events. 


Ultimately, Mr Chair, I mean, as the response has stated, that the Queensland Government itself in its own petition response recently advised that it was unable to support the request for the Co Vang to be formally recognised, which is what the petition was seeking. But equally so, within our response, we’ve advised should the Queensland Government alter its advice, then Council is prepared to review its position. Failing that, as a Council and as Councillors, we will continue to support the Vietnamese community. They are a vital part of our community. 


They’ve made an enormous contribution to our city and have made it great. As all Councillors, we would always stand behind them in that, in regards to their community contribution and to their events and to the flying of the Co Vang at community events. Thank you.

Chair:
In regards to items A and B.

Clauses A and B put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for Clauses A and B was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
In regards to item C.

Clause C put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for Clause C was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Peter CUMMING and Charles STRUNK immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 16 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Adam ALLAN, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, Ian McKENZIE, Ryan MURPHY, Kate RICHARDS, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and Norm WYNDHAM.
NOES: 6 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Peter CUMMING, and Councillors Jared CASSIDY, Kara COOK, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Nicole JOHNSTON.

ABSTENTIONS: 1 -
Councillor Jonathan SRI.
The report read as follows(
A
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL POSTPONES THE SYNTHETIC SURFACE PROJECT AT TERALBA PARK, EVERTON PARK

CA19/67654

712/2018-19
1.
A petition from residents requesting that Council postpones the synthetic surface project at Teralba Park, Everton Park, was received during the Summer Recess 2018-19.

2.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.

3.
The petition contains 21 signatures. 

4.
The petition outlined the following issues with a synthetic surface project being delivered by Mitchelton Sports Club Incorporated (the Club), on Council land at Teralba Park.

-
The facility is a fenced enclosure for paid sporting groups/users. 

-
A two-metre high fence will restrict current park users from entering the space on a permanent basis.

-
The visual impact of the facility does not seem to have been assessed.

-
The community’s health and environmental concerns do not seem to have been addressed.

-
Concerns that the proposal will set a precedent for other parks in Brisbane.

5.
Council officers have investigated the issues raised and the findings of these investigations are detailed as follows.

Restricting public access

6.
Under the existing lease arrangement with Council, the Club has the right to exclusively use the facilities in accordance with the conditions of the lease. However, Mr Bryan Cook, President of the Club, has publicly stated that while the facility will be fenced, the gates will not be locked to restrict public access.
Fencing

7.
Fencing of a synthetic surface is necessary to reduce the potential for organic matter from the surrounding park to be brought onto the field, resulting in increased maintenance costs. This can occur when balls are retrieved or people are crossing the synthetic field from the surrounding park. 

8.
The majority of the fencing surrounding the synthetic surface will be 1.2 metres high with the exception being behind the penalty areas at both ends of the field, which will be six metres high. This is due to a higher likelihood for balls leaving the field in this location. 

9.
Fencing of the new synthetic field will increase the life of the surface and reduce the maintenance costs incurred by the Club, increasing the value to the Brisbane community.

10.
No other fencing around the existing sporting fields is proposed, planned or supported by Council. All other synthetic proposals, including fencing, are assessed on a case-by-case basis. 

Community consultation

11.
Public notification was not required under the Queensland Government’s Planning Act 2016. Council requested that the Club advertise the proposal on its website, place signage on the site notifying park users of the project, send a letter to local residents that may be impacted by the construction of the project, and provide communication channels through which the community could raise issues with the Club or the contractor during construction. Council officers are satisfied that the Club has undertaken these activities and does not recommend that the Club undertakes further community consultation.

12.
The project has also been promoted in the media via The Hills Echo website on 29 May 2018, The Courier-Mail website on 9 June 2018 and The Brisbane Times website on 14 June 2018.

Visual impact

13.
The project has been assessed by Council as landlord, including a review of the visual impact of the proposal on the park. Considering the visual impact of the fencing of the field against the potential for increased maintenance costs and value to the community, Council has supported the Club’s design. 

Health and environmental concerns

14.
Globally, there is substantial research into the environmental and health impacts of synthetic turf, with studies showing there are limited risks associated with its use. There has also been significant advances in the technology of synthetic turf, which is now widely used across the world by a variety of elite and community sports. Current studies show that the risk to human health is similar to other environmental risks to human health such as public roads. Council will continue to monitor the outcomes of studies and investigations into synthetic turf to ensure public safety is adequately considered and environmental impacts are mitigated.

Funding
15.
Council has entered into a funding agreement with the Club to provide $1 million (excluding GST) to deliver a synthetic football field at Teralba Park, Everton Park.

Consultation

16.
Councillor Norm Wyndham, Councillor for McDowall Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

17.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed at its meeting held on 29 April 2019. 

18.
DECISION:

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

Response to Petitioners

Petition Reference: CA19/67654
Thank you for your petition requesting that the synthetic surface project at Teralba Park, Everton Park, be postponed and that community consultation be conducted with local residents and park users before construction commences.

Mitchelton Sports Club (the Club), which is the existing tenant at Teralba Park, has obtained approval from Council to convert an existing turf football field into a synthetic football field to increase the availability of field space following wet weather and to reduce water costs associated with turf field maintenance to the Club. Prior to construction commencing, Council investigated the issues raised in the petition and is satisfied that these issues have been adequately considered at this time. 

The design has been assessed by Council as landlord, including a review of the visual impact of the proposal on the park. Considering the visual impact of the fencing of the field against the potential for increased maintenance costs and value to the community, Council has supported the Club’s design. The majority of the fencing surrounding the synthetic surface will be 1.2 metres high, with the exception being behind the penalty areas at both ends of the field due to a higher likelihood for balls leaving the field in this location. Fencing of a synthetic surface is necessary to reduce the potential for organic matter from the surrounding park to be brought onto the field, resulting in increased maintenance costs. Fencing of the new synthetic field will also increase the life of the surface and reduce the maintenance costs incurred by the Club, increasing the value of the project to the Brisbane community.

Under the existing lease arrangement with Council, the Club has the right to exclusively use the facilities in accordance with the conditions of the lease. However, the President of the Club has publicly stated that while the facility will be fenced, the gates will not be locked to restrict public access.
Your research and concerns raised about potential environmental issues with synthetic sports fields have been noted. Globally, there is substantial research into the environmental and health impacts of synthetic turf, with studies showing there are limited risks associated with its use. There have also been significant advances in the technology of synthetic turf, which is now widely used across the world by a variety of elite and community sports. Council will continue to monitor the outcomes of studies and investigations into synthetic turf to ensure public safety is adequately considered and environmental impacts are mitigated.

Under the Queensland Government’s Planning Act 2016, public notification of the proposal was not required. However, prior to construction commencing, Council requested that the Club advertise the proposal on its website, place signage on the site notifying park users of the project, send a letter to local residents that may be impacted by the construction of the project, and provide communication channels through which the community could raise issues with the Club or the contractor during construction. Council is satisfied that these activities occurred. Additionally, it is understood that the project was promoted in the media on at least three separate occasions during 2018. Council will not be requesting the Club to undertake any further community consultation at this time.

It should also be noted that the implementation of synthetic sports fields on Council land is currently assessed on a case-by-case basis.

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

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Travis Mearns, Facilities Project Officer, Community Facilities Planning and Design, Healthy and Vibrant Communities, Connected Communities, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3178 3076.

Thank you for raising this matter.

NOTED
B
PETITION – OBJECTING TO FOOTPATH DINING IN CHARACTER RESIDENTIAL AREAS

CA18/693284

713/2018-19
19.
A petition from residents objecting to the approval of footpath dining applications in character residential areas, was presented to Council at its meeting of 31 July 2018, by Councillor Andrew Wines, Councillor for Enoggera Ward, on behalf of Councillor Peter Matic, Councillor for Paddington Ward. 

20.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.

21.
The petition contains 22 signatures. 

22.
Further correspondence was received from the head petitioner on 20 August 2018, giving additional information about the petitioners’ concerns about footpath dining in character residential streets, providing those operators unfair commercial advantage over cafes and restaurants operating in designated commercial areas. 

23.
Footpath dining creates a vibrant city by allowing visitors and residents to enjoy Brisbane’s scenery, climate and cosmopolitan character. Under Council’s Footpath Dining Local Law 2011 (the Local Law), a footpath dining permit is required for owners and operators of a food business who wish to use an area of a public footpath for customers to eat or drink. Due to the ever-increasing demand on public footpaths, the Local Law was created to manage the impacts from footpath dining activities.  

24.
Applications for footpath dining are assessed against a number of criteria outlined within the Local Law, including pedestrian access, existing obstacles and general suitability of the proposed location. During the assessment period, the application is provided to the Planning Information Office from Council’s Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, which reviews the proposed activity against any existing development conditions on the specific property, and Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). 

25.
Council takes protecting the city’s heritage and character very seriously. City Plan aims to protect Brisbane’s heritage and character by outlining requirements for appropriate development in Brisbane’s older suburbs. Under the Commercial character building overlay, commercial character buildings are to be retained, and any extensions or alterations are to complement the traditional building style. Compatible uses such as small shops, offices and services may be located in commercial character buildings even when in zones where these uses would not otherwise be allowed, such as residential zones.

26.
All reviews undertaken by Council are done so in a manner that is transparent and equitable, and in line with the requirements of the relevant legislation. Further, Council’s assessment process and associated costs are not indicative of Council ‘promoting’ one business or area over another. Rather, they are reflective of City Plan requirements, and the associated costs with the administration of the assessment and permitting process.

27.
Where applications are supported by Council’s Development Services, they are assessed under the Local Law. Permits that are approved by Council are issued with conditions to regulate use of the footpath in accordance with the objectives of the Local Law. Where reports of alleged non-compliance are received, Council will investigate and take appropriate enforcement action.

28.
In relation to the petitioners’ concerns about parking in designated commercial areas, across Brisbane there is a high demand from competing users including residential, visitors, local businesses and workers. The streets are a community asset and belong to everyone, and Council cannot guarantee that residents, visitors or businesses will have on-street parking available to them. Council is aware of the challenges for the provision of on-street parking in inner city areas, however, the current balance is considered to provide options for all users and there are no plans to change it at this time. 

29.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed at its meeting held on 29 April 2019. 

30.
DECISION:

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

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA18/693284
Thank you for your petition objecting to the approval of footpath dining applications in character residential areas.

Footpath dining creates a vibrant city by allowing visitors and residents to enjoy Brisbane’s scenery, climate and cosmopolitan character. Under Council’s Footpath Dining Local Law 2011 (the Local Law), a footpath dining permit is required for owners and operators of a food business who wish to use an area of a public footpath for customers to eat or drink. Due to the ever-increasing demand on public footpaths, the Local Law was created to manage the impacts from footpath dining activities.  

Applications for footpath dining are assessed against a number of criteria outlined within the Local Law, including pedestrian access, existing obstacles and general suitability of the proposed location. During the assessment period, the application is provided to the Planning Information Office from Council’s Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, which reviews the proposed activity against any existing development conditions on the specific property, and Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). 

Council takes protecting the city’s heritage and character very seriously. City Plan aims to protect Brisbane’s heritage and character by outlining requirements for appropriate development in Brisbane’s older suburbs. Under the Commercial character building overlay, commercial character buildings are to be retained, and any extensions or alterations are to complement the traditional building style. Compatible uses such as small shops, offices and services may be located in commercial character buildings even when in zones where these uses would not otherwise be allowed, such as residential zones.

All reviews undertaken by Council are done so in a manner that is transparent and equitable, and in line with the requirements of the relevant legislation. Further, Council’s assessment process and associated costs are not indicative of Council ‘promoting’ one business or area over another. Rather, they are reflective of City Plan requirements, and the associated costs with the administration of the assessment and permitting process.

Where applications are supported by Council’s Development Services, they are assessed under the Local Law. Permits that are approved by Council are issued with conditions to regulate use of the footpath in accordance with the objectives of the Local Law. Where reports of alleged non-compliance are received, Council will investigate and take appropriate enforcement action.

In relation to your concerns about parking in designated commercial areas, across Brisbane there is a high demand from competing users including residential, visitors, local businesses and workers. The streets are a community asset and belong to everyone, and Council cannot guarantee that residents, visitors or businesses will have on-street parking available to them. Council is aware of the challenges for the provision of on-street parking in inner city areas, however, the current balance is considered to provide options for all users and there are no plans to change it at this time. 

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Liam Story, Business Manager, Environmental Health, City Standards, Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3403 5506.

Thank you for raising this matter.

NOTED
C
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL RECOGNISE THE VIETNAMESE COMMUNITY’S HERITAGE FLAG

CA18/754882

714/2018-19
31.
A petition from residents requesting that Council recognise the Vietnamese community’s heritage flag (the Co Vang), was presented to Council at its meeting of 4 September 2018, by Councillor Peter Matic, Councillor for Paddington Ward.

32.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.

33.
The petition contains 1,730 signatures. 

34.
Council acknowledges the strong feeling that members of the Vietnamese community have for the Co Vang. 

35.
Council is aware the head petitioner also lodged a similar petition with the Queensland Government to recognise the Co Vang. Council’s position is to take its lead from the Queensland Government on this matter. 

36.
Council is aware the Queensland Government recently advised that it was unable to support the request for the Co Vang to be formally recognised. Should the Queensland Government alter its advice, Council is prepared to review its position. 

37.
In the meantime, Council will continue to support the longstanding practice whereby members of the Vietnamese community in Brisbane fly the Co Vang at community events. 


Consultation

38.
As this petition relates to a citywide issue, the Chair of the Lifestyle and Community Services 
Committee was consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer Impact

39.
The response may not completely address the petitioners’ request. 

40.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed at its meeting held on 29 April 2019. 

41.
DECISION:

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

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA18/754882
Thank you for your petition requesting that Council recognise the yellow with three red stripes flag (the Co Vang) as the heritage flag of the Vietnamese community in Queensland. 

Council acknowledges and understands the strong feeling that members of the Vietnamese community have for the Co Vang. 

Council is aware that you also lodged a similar petition calling on the Queensland Government to recognise the Co Vang. Council’s position is that it will take its lead from the Queensland Government on this matter.

Council understands the Queensland Government recently advised that it was unable to support the request for the Co Vang to be formally recognised. Should the Queensland Government alter its advice, Council will certainly review its position. 

In the meantime, Council will continue to support the longstanding practice whereby members of the Vietnamese community in Brisbane fly the Co Vang at community events. 

Please let the other petitioners know of this information. 

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Miriam Kent, Manager, Connected Communities, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3403 4600. 

Thank you for raising this matter. 
NOTED
PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS:

Chair:
Councillors, are there any petitions? 
All right. Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you. I have a petition here to stop a unit development at 388 Hawthorne Road, Hawthorne. 

Chair:
Councillor MATIC.

Councillor MATIC:
Mr Chair, I have two petitions. The first one being on behalf of residents in regards to Ithaca Pool and the second is a petition I’m submitting on behalf of Councillor HAMMOND in regards to the naming of a park—a reserve. It’s Terry Hampson Reserve.

Chair:
Councillor RICHARDS.

Councillor RICHARDS:
Chair, I have a petition on behalf of Councillor McLACHLAN for the Hamilton Ward. It’s requesting Council to investigate a zoning change for the residential properties on Turner Street, Grafton Street, Bonython Street, Blackmore Street and Hadfield Street in Windsor.

Chair:
Councillor COOPER.

Councillor COOPER:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I have a petition about Bracken Ridge Bramble Bay Pony Club. 

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. Thank you. I have a petition of 1,100 plus people calling for better bus services in Yeronga and I also have a petition of Graceville residents, about 450, calling for a zebra crossing and build-outs outside Graceville Rail Station.

Chair:
Councillor ALLAN, may I have a motion for the receipt of the petitions, please.

715/2018-19
It was resolved on the motion of Councillor Adam ALLAN, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS, that the petitions as presented be received and referred to the Committee concerned for consideration and report.

The petitions were summarised as follows:

	File No.
	Councillor
	Topic

	CA19/400750
	Kara Cook
	Requesting Council reject the development application at 388 Hawthorne Road, Hawthorne (A005092051).

	CA19/407283
	Peter Matic
	Requesting Council continue aqua aerobics and aqua yoga classes at Ithaca Pool.

	CA19/392075
	Peter Matic on behalf of Fiona Hammond
	Requesting Council name the land at 17 Brentwick Street, Chermside, as ‘Terry Hampson Reserve’.

	CA19/385316
	Kate Richards on behalf of David McLachlan
	Requesting Council investigate a zoning change for the residential properties on Turner, Grafton, Bonython, Blackmore and Hadfield Streets, Windsor.

	CA19/400804
	Amanda Cooper
	Requesting Council relocate Bramble Bay Pony Club.

	CA19/388942
	Nicole Johnston
	Requesting Council work with the Queensland Government to extend the 196 Buz service to Yeronga residents to provide better, more frequent and reliable services to school students, commuters and the large retirement village in the suburb.

	CA19/408002
	Nicole Johnston
	Requesting Council work with the Queensland Government to extend the 196 Buz service to Yeronga residents to provide better, more frequent and reliable services to school students, commuters and the large retirement village in the suburb.

	CA19/388986
	Nicole Johnston
	Requesting Council install a zebra crossing and build outs near the intersection of Appel Street and Verney Road East, Graceville, to provide a safe crossing point to Graceville Station.

	CA19/407369
	Nicole Johnston
	Requesting Council install a zebra crossing and build outs near the intersection of Appel Street and Verney Road East, Graceville, to provide a safe crossing point to Graceville Station.


GENERAL BUSINESS:

Chair:
Councillors, are there any statements required as a result of a Councillor Conduct Review Panel order? 
There being none, is there any General Business? 
Councillor McKENZIE.

Councillor McKENZIE:
Thanks, Mr Chairman. Today is the day that I resign from Council. This is my valedictory speech. I’ve been here 11 years and it’s been a wonderful experience. I’d just like to say that I’ve been incredibly humbled and honoured to have represented the residents of Holland Park and Coorparoo Wards over these last 11 years. My path to becoming a Councillor was afforded to me primarily through the members and supporters of the Liberal National Party and the previous Liberal Party of Queensland, of which as an 18-year-old, incredibly, I’ve been a member for over 50 years.

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor McKENZIE:
Can’t believe it. Becoming a Councillor seemed a perfect opportunity for me to repay the many advantages our society has bestowed upon me and my family. However, success in life requires luck and circumstance. These factors, coupled with the drive and support from those around me were indispensable to this success. For this support, I will be forever grateful. 


I want to acknowledge the personal and practical support of my lovely wife, Josie, who was my tireless, all-seeing campaign manager; my daughters, Alison and Christine; my sister, Beth; and my now deceased parents, Muriel and John McKenzie; and other family members; close friends; and valued party members who were continually encouraging and supportive. Being an elected Councillor carries a very visible public responsibility. To our residents, local issues tend to be deceptively clear and understandable, as one drives down the street, uses public transport or enters a public park. 


Councillors are accountable to the city and their local constituents. Both areas must be addressed rationally, but with genuine empathy for the emotional attachment residents have to their homes, streets, suburbs. Residents mirror this attachment to us as local Councillors when we are faced with the inevitably difficult process of change. I’ve always endeavoured to do my—to the best of my ability to balance these two areas. My efforts and those of this Administration have been judged in the three successful elections this Administration has fought. 


However, that success would not have been possible without our first innovative LNP Lord Mayor, Campbell Newman and a clear-sighted and professional leadership of our recently retired Lord Mayor, Graham Quirk. I also recognise the hard work of Lisa Newman and Anne Quirk as the Lady Mayoresses occupying a responsible position as Chair of the Lord Mayor Charitable Trust. 


I first met Graham Quirk in Young Liberals and I now reflect on the superhuman effort that he served this city for over 33 years, that he leaves behind a world-class city with modern and exciting and—which is modern and exciting and progressive with a future everyone can approach with confidence. I also worked with LORD MAYOR Adrian SCHRINNER for many years at party level prior to our elective roles and the DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor ADAMS. Both reflect a strong work ethic and are very competent. I believe we will see continued—the city continue to flourish as the most liveable city in Australia. 


The work of committee chairs, Councillors and members and Council staff is part to allocate scarce financial resources to the most effective use. I’ve seen this in close quarters, serving as Deputy Chairman on Finance, Transport and Lifestyle committees and as committee members of Field Services, Environment and Infrastructure Committees. Committees in Council budget decisions at a ward level show an investment of millions of dollars in community resources through our individual Brisbane wards. Much of this spending results from requests from residents who have contacted local ward offices.


The frontline in any ward office is the ward staff. To Bev Morrisby, my ward advisor, and Jo Kennedy, my ward assistant, I say a huge thank you. Bev, as my office manager, has been with me for over 10 years and I can say that her attention to detail and organisation of the office is incomparable. Jo, as a vital part of the office procedures, has taken on the myriad tasks that fall to a busy office with competence and good humour. No Councillor could ask for greater professional support and a more pleasant company in making the most challenging days manageable. 


Councillors continually face requests for more and more funding than is available. This means that allocations must be made and commencement times for projects must be managed. Nevertheless, in addition to individual requests, our offices have assisted many local sporting community and ethnic organisations. For example, these include developing facilities in the Coorparoo Park, Whites Hill Reserve, Leicester Street Park and Hanlon Park. The National Servicemen’s Association, the Woodturners Society, which is a Men’s Shed for women as well, and Greenslopes have also been recipients. 


Upgrading shopping centres at Camp Hill, Stones Corner, Martha Street and Coorparoo Junction has assisted small businesses and provided increased services for residents. Capital expenditure on sporting venues at the Coorparoo Netball Association, Annerley Soccer Club and the cricket and football clubs at Whites Hill Reserve have benefited from substantial Council funding. 


Significant infrastructures, such as continual road resurfacing, the establishment or installation of traffic lights at Leistershire Street, Chatsworth Road at Whites Hill Reserve and Goring Street, Coorparoo, have noticeably increased the safety for all southside commuters. The southern suburbs are now a much better place than they were 11 years ago. Of course, all these activities are undertaken by Council staff. I am keen to make special mention of these officers and the first‑class job they perform either in the field or in administration. 


There are far too many officers for me to name, but I hold them all in great respect for their collective professional expertise and dedication to getting the job done for the residents of Brisbane. Brisbane is an inclusive city and being a part of many ethnic and community groups living in Coorparoo Ward has been enlightening and a satisfying experience for me. The diverse ethnic groups that meet at the Fiji Senior Multicultural Hub, which is a Council building at Bairnsdale Place in Annerley is an excellent example of this. 


I have always been privileged to support these men and women and children who have taken the bold decision to leave their homeland and build a life in a foreign, but welcoming country. In conclusion, I leave with a note of encouragement to all Councillors and especially to those on the government benches. The work you perform as a member of this Administration each day is, in the true sense, an essential service. No other group in our society as the legal capacity to discharge this function. 


You are charged with the careful allocation of public resources and the management and maintenance of those resources, the answering of every one of your constituent’s questions on a daily basis. To all Councillors, the benefits your constituents receive is the reward you receive in seeing that this city develop and grow into a vigorous, healthy and progressive city. LORD MAYOR, my colleagues, Councillors, Council staff, continue your good work and I wish you every success in the future.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Well done, Councillor McKENZIE. 
Are there any further speakers in General Business?

Councillor CUMMING:
Yes.

Chair:
Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thanks very much. I’d like to congratulate Councillor McKENZIE on his career in the Council. 50 years membership of the Liberal Party is a great effort. I’ve only been a member of the Labor Party for only 40 years and it shows you truly believe in what you’ve done and that’s great. I remember calling—speaking to an ALP member who used to work with you on Election Day and he said—he reckoned that you were retired when you were approached by the LNP to run for Council. You didn’t need the money. You certainly didn’t need the headaches and the long hours, but you took on the job and you’ve done very well.


I’d always found Ian a thoroughly decent human being and I congratulate him on his career and wish he and his wife a long and happy retirement.

Chair:
Further speakers?

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
I want to add my congratulations and thanks, Councillor McKENZIE, for your 11 years of service here in this Chamber to the people of Brisbane and also for your 50 years of service and support to the Liberal Party. Fifty years, as we’ve heard, is an incredible—it’s an incredible political contribution. Just thinking about how the country, the city, the State has changed in that 50 years has been—it has been a remarkable feat. I think I clocked up 21 years of service in the Liberal Party this year, but—so 50 years is truly incredible. 


I remember distinctly it was Election Night on the election in March 2004 and we were both candidates in that election and we were both unsuccessful in that election. I couldn’t afford to have my own after party, so I just tagged along to Ian’s after party. So we went to Ian’s house for the after party and it wasn’t really a party, because we both lost, but we were both so delighted to see Campbell Newman was elected as Lord Mayor on that night and it was truly the start of a new era in this city. 


As I’ve mentioned previously and we’ve heard it tonight, Campbell’s enthusiasm in his agenda motivated many people to get involved in this team and I know Ian shares that with me. I will say Ian listed a number of the projects and initiatives that he’s delivered in his area, first as the Councillor for Holland Park and then subsequently as the Councillor for Coorparoo Ward. There have been so many achievements in the local area, so many things that he’s delivered for his local community and I know he will be remembered fondly for those things that he has been involved with.


But for me personally, one of the things that I’m struggling to remember is whether Ian has ever had a fight with anyone. I just don’t remember it. This is a pretty robust place.

Councillors interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
I just don’t remember Ian not getting on with anyone and that in this profession that we’re in is truly a remarkable thing. You are a calm, reasonable, positive person and I remember there’s occasionally times that I’ve had where we’ve been going through something very tough, we’ve been getting slammed on something or other and Ian is always positive about it, no matter what’s happening. He just puts it into perspective with his comments. He’s always been encouraging and supporting, no matter what we’ve been going through. So I want to wish you all the best for the future.


I know that you will stay in the local area and I know that you will continue to follow local government and Council politics with interest and don’t be afraid to give us a call as well to give us some advice when you see anything that you want to impart your experience on. But I simply, on behalf of all of us on this side, want to wish you all the best for the future and thank you for that incredible service that you’ve given to this Council, to the people of Brisbane and to the Liberal Party and LNP.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor WYNDHAM.

Councillor WYNDHAM:
Thank you, Mr Chairman, and I will be very brief. In this particular job, the public can look at us in two ways: there’s politicians and there’s statesmen. The politicians look to the next election; the statesmen look to the future. Thanks, Ian.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. Thank you. Look, I just rise to speak on the proposed redistribution that was announced by the State Government over the weekend and the comments by the new LORD MAYOR in The Courier-Mail today. I was a little bit concerned by his comments in the paper today. Clearly we have a situation where at least two wards and possibly three are above or under quota by the statutory amount that is triggering a redistribution. One of those is the ward of The Gabba, which is significantly over. 


I think it’s about 32,500 voters in The Gabba Ward and there are 26,000 in Chandler Ward, so it’s specifically well under quota. What concerned me today was the LORD MAYOR’s comments that somehow this is unfair that there is going to be a redistribution. I found those comments to be quite improper, I think, because it’s really not appropriate that one ward is so far over quota that it puts an unfair burden on one Councillor to manage a huge constituency compared to the Councillor who has particularly represented the under-quota ward for a very long time.


In my view, that’s not a good look and I would just urge the LORD MAYOR to think about his role as LORD MAYOR now that he has to look to the fairness of how the city is governed right across the city, to make sure our democratic processes are fair, are transparent and that no Councillor is having additional burden placed on them. Now, we all know that redistributions can be tricky. You can come out a winner, you can come out a loser. Anything can happen in a redistribution, but to simply come out and invoke the sort of Joh gerrymander, this is about stitching up the LNP, I think, was just completely inappropriate.


There is a statutory process here that has been triggered. We have to go through it. The LNP obviously has to put in a submission or will put in a submission and I presume Labor will, I will be, Councillor SRI will be. I just hope it’s not like last time where, I think, what, the Greens wanted to push me over the bridge into Walter Taylor, which I thought was a bit silly, given that they just pushed me back this way. The LNP wanted to combine my ward with Councillor GRIFFITHS’ ward, which I thought was very funny. Labor Party also, I think, wanted to push me over the bridge into Walter Taylor Ward as well.


So none of that happened, which was really good. They kind of did—I don’t know whether they took up my suggestion, but I suggested the swing to the south and the east, which is the one they took up. I don’t know what is going to happen with the redistribution, but I firmly believe that the LORD MAYOR of the city should be setting the example and not claiming the process is rigged—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—when it is a statutory process when we have to go through this process to ensure that all Councillors are—fairly represent as close as possible an equal number of voters across the city. So I just urge the LORD MAYOR as this process unfolds to temper his comments, to make sure that the politics of the election don’t overwhelm the statutory process that has to unfold.

Chair:
Further General Business?

Councillor RICHARDS.

Councillor RICHARDS:
Thank you, Chair. I rise tonight to acknowledge the Councillor for the Coorparoo Ward, Mr Ian McKENZIE and his contribution to this city.


Firstly, when I was a new Councillor who came into this place three years ago in March 2016, it was Ian’s gentleman support, guidance and wisdom of how this place works from a council’s perspective was so supportive and humbling.


I want to acknowledge your dedication to the City of Brisbane, your strong work ethics and the interest in your local community. Your empathy and understanding of the pressures on parents with family and work responsibilities has stood you in good stead with your community.


Your constituents—sorry, on behalf of your constituents and as a parent with school aged children your genuine desire to connect, to understand and to listen is a value that is so honourable. May I salute you with heartfelt thanks for your years of service to this great city and to the people in your area.


I wish you, Josie and your family all the best in your future endeavours. All the best, Ian, and thank you for being you.

Chair:
Further General Business?

Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I raise to speak on a couple of matters. One is in regards to a project that commenced about three or four months ago and secondly, a thank you to Councillor Ian McKENZIE.


The first is a project that I initiated or—I suppose it really started late last year when I had a bit of a stoush with the then Chair Councillor Ian—sorry, Councillor David McLACHLAN, in regards to how we look after our barbecues in our parks. He was calling on residents to make sure that they clean it before they move off and go off home.


As I say, I had a bit of a stoush with him in regards to that because I thought Council could probably do a better job in possibly protecting those barbecue plates themselves so a project sort of kicked off on the Kat Feeney show. First time I’d actually ever done a radio interview within the studio and I was apprehensive but Kat sort of calmed me down and got the information out which was what I was there for. 


So I said that I would like to undertake a project that would be a positive one and that was to maybe design a better Brisbane barbie. She liked the idea and during the radio interview she suggested a few things that maybe should be considered in regards to this. One of them was a cultural—something that would actually resonate with those people of culture within my very large cultural community of more than 70 different cultures. I thought that was a terrific idea.


Councillor McLACHLAN graciously said that if something was designed that came up to a national standard then he would seriously have a look at that.


How that then rolled out was we contacted the Queensland University and QUT looking for the industrial design area of those universities and sadly the University of Queensland doesn’t have one. QUT was the one that we contacted and Marinella who’s the senior lecturer with the design students in QUT, we undertook negotiations with her in regards to trying to see if they would be interested in undertaking this as a program for this year, for the first semester of this year.


She then agreed to that because she thought it was something that those industrial design students would love to undertake and they do this in other areas, in other industries that actually contact them.


That’s how that came about. We brought them out to the ward because we wanted to look at that culturalness of a potential new barbecue that could be used in the parks because a number of the cultures actually don’t use the barbecue because it doesn’t actually suit their type of cooking. We wanted to have a look at that so we brought them out. We brought them out for a barbecue at the parklands precinct, the Lake Parklands precinct and we had a number of people from the various cultures there to actually communicate with them and give them the information that they needed to look at something that could be culturally significant for them.


Anyway so that happened. Then they went off and started to design. The first feedback session took place and each of the students—there was seven teams in the end and each of those teams had three to four students in each of the teams and they had to come up with four different designs, each student four different designs. You can imagine how many designs on that first feedback session that we were looking at but it was just quite amazing what these young students have come up with.


The second feedback session which was just recently, we narrowed it down to two, two designs from each team but in that two to three weeks between the first and the second feedback session, the improvement was just spectacular. Now at the end of May we’ll actually have the final judging which will come down to two, one design per team and then we’ll have that adjudication. We’ll have the adjudication and then the final winner will be then on display at the Inala Art Gallery for a couple of weeks along with posters from the other six designs.


It’s been a real pleasure to work with QUT and the students. It’s been I think something that could—something significant could come of this. We will be contacting the various manufacturers of the barbecues as we have with Christies, Jason from Christies who has supported the request from the student’s teams on any technical aspect that they should actually have a look at when it comes to manufacturing a barbecue. They’re just at Wacol which is really convenient.


Anyway, I just wanted to let the Chamber know that the project is underway. I think we’ll come up with a barbecue that potentially could be marketable I hope but we’ll see but some of the ideas were just unbelievably fantastic.


Finally, I just wanted—
Chair:
Councillor STRUNK, could I just get you to hold that idea?

Councillor STRUNK:
Yes.
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The Chair then advised the Chamber that as it was nearing 9pm, the meeting would automatically stand adjourned unless it was agreed to continue the sitting. He put the question of whether it was the will of Council that the meeting continue past 9pm, and the Chamber voted in favour of the continuation of the meeting until all business had been completed.

Chair:
Councillor STRUNK, please continue.

Councillor STRUNK:
Okay, finally I’d just like to say a few words about Councillor McKENZIE. I’ve sat in a committee with him for a number of years and he’s—I think someone said it already tonight—he’s a thorough gentleman. He doesn’t play the partisan politics all that often. I can’t actually remember if he ever did in committee and maybe he didn’t and that’s a credit to him. He obviously is a good local Councillor, looks after his ward and as I say doesn’t necessarily play that partisan politics.


Again, I don’t know more than that but I can sum up people pretty well. I did it in retail for about 30 years before I came into government and I can usually sum people up pretty well and I always just thought he was someone that I’d like to get to know outside of this—outside of politics I suppose. I think if I’d have known him prior to politics I’m sure we’d still be friends. Thank you.

Chair:
Any further speakers? 
Councillor ADAMS?

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chairman, and I’ll just speak briefly too to say congratulations and best of luck to Councillor McKENZIE who has been my bordering Councillor for the last 11 years. I can say from firsthand as somebody who in the last three years has taken over a large part of what used to be the Holland Park Ward that he looked after, it was looked after absolutely beautifully.


He has been a good friend over those 11 years. We spent many times at many functions together and I will miss him and his wife Josie at those functions that we used to attend together as well. I wish them all the best and I hope they are very, very busy spending the kids’ inheritance for years to come. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks and before I go any further I’d also like to offer a sincere and hearty congratulations to Councillor McKENZIE on his retirement. I wish you the very best in the next stage of your life as well and retirement.


I rise to speak briefly on Council transparency and meeting processes here in this Chamber and to say hello to all the people who might be currently watching online or who might watch this video later on. This is the first meeting in Brisbane history that’s actually been live streamed and recorded so welcome to the Chamber.


For the benefit of all the people who’ve never had a look inside this Chamber before I thought I’d take you on a really quick tour and also explain a little bit about what’s going on here.


So if you’re watching at home, the top left screen, the guy in the big chair in the middle of the Chamber between the flats, that’s Councillor WINES. He’s the Chair of the meeting. He is a Liberal Councillor. He’s part of the Liberal Party but he’s supposed to be in an independent role up there facilitating the meeting, making sure everyone sticks to time and keeping track of who’s meant to be speaking and where we are in the agenda.


Sitting to his right are three Council staff. They’re also helping keep track of the agenda, keeping track of people’s time and where we’re up to in terms of the various Council votes.


Behind me here are the five Labor Councillors. I won’t name them all but there’s only five of them. To my right here is Councillor JOHNSTON. She’s the independent Councillor for the Tennyson Ward. She used to be in the Liberal Party but we won’t hold that against her. Just over here to my immediate left is Councillor TOOMEY. He’s also a Liberal Councillor. There are so many of them at the moment that he’s over this side.


In the bottom right screen, those are also Liberal Councillors and in the middle you’ll see there’s six people sitting there. That’s the MAYOR, the DEPUTY MAYOR in the front and then another four senior members of the LNP. Essentially there’s seven, there’s the LORD MAYOR and—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
Sorry, I should have mentioned there’s a few other Council support staff floating around the back including Billy who does a lovely job of keeping us all alive in this Chamber.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
So for those who are new to what council is and how it works, it’s important to understand that those people sitting in the middle of the Chamber, it’s your top right screen, they’re essentially the power holders in Brisbane. They make a lot of the big decisions that shape our city behind closed doors. They’re the Chairs of the various committees so there’s the Chair of—
Chair:
Hang on, Councillor SRI, we’re pretty good but can you please—if you’re making a video for social media purposes can you please take out the pejorative statements about—
Councillor SRI:
Sure, I’m—
Chair:
Please keep it within the tracks.

Councillor SRI:
For sure. I don’t think I’ve said anything pejorative but I’m just explaining to people how Council works and I’m happy to be corrected if anyone else wants to debate anything I’m saying. I welcome the discussion.


Essentially, those people in the top right screen are chairs of various Council committees. You’ve got the Chair of Infrastructure, Chair of Public Transport, Chair of Field Services, et cetera, et cetera. Now they also meet privately and they refer to themselves as the E&C Committee, the Establishment and Coordination Committee. That’s the committee that actually makes a lot of the big strategic and policy decisions that shape our city.


This full meeting of all the councillors here is in many respects more of a well‑scripted political theatre piece than an actual medium where people make decisions and debate—
Chair:
See again, Councillor SRI, theatre piece—it’s an important democratic forum so—I’m allowing a lot of leniency. Please.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
What you all have just observed if you’re watching the live stream is that—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
—some members of the Chamber feel a bit uncomfortable about the fact that we’re acknowledging that this meeting is really more of a rubber-stamping body than a meaningful decision-making body. If any of the Opposition Councillors in this Chamber were to move a motion about any issue of importance to their local residents it would almost certainly be voted down because the LNP councillors in this Chamber always vote as a block.


There’s only been a few instances, I think less than half a dozen in the last three years that I’ve been a councillor where a motion that hasn’t been moved by the LNP has actually succeeded. Obviously, one of those motions was the motion to allow life streaming of Council meetings in this Chamber. We got that one through. We got a few other good ones over the years but generally speaking, the Administration, so the Liberal Party, will not allow or tolerate any meaningful debate or support motions—
Chair:
Councillor SRI, okay, you’ve taken—we’ve been very lenient. You’re taking some pretty big—there’s some pretty big statements there that are not objectively true. This—why don’t you and I have a discussion later and you can do an infomercial for your Facebook later? All right? But this is not an opportunity for you to play the audience. We can help you do what you’re saying but again you’re making a lot of statements that are not true and I’ve allowed a lot of what I’ll call breaking of the rules to allow you to make that statement, this video. Please—
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order against you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I appreciate that you’re very—
Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you. I appreciate that you’re very new in this role but can you please tell me which rule of procedure that Councillor SRI has contravened? Because just because you don’t agree with what he’s saying does not give you the authority to tell him he can’t say it. So could you please tell us which rule of procedure?

Chair:
Thanks, Councillor JOHNSTON. You’ve asked your question. You’ve asked your question. Thank you. Councillor SRI’s meant to make all statements through the Chair but he was addressing the camera directly.


All right, further speakers.

Councillor SRI:
I hadn’t finished.

Chair:
I believe you sat down.

Councillor SRI:
No, I sat down because you were speaking. It’s General Business. I’ve got three and a half minutes left. I’m perfectly entitled to make this statement.

Chair:
Okay, keeping going.

Councillor SRI:
Through you, Mr Chair—through you, Mr Chair, to the people of Brisbane, I want residents of Brisbane to understand what goes on in this Chamber and to recognise that this Chamber is largely a rubber-stamping body for decisions which are made behind closed doors.

Chair:
I don’t think that the majority of people in this room accept that and I don’t think the majority of Brisbane residents accept that. Just because it’s your feeling doesn’t make it true.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order again, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you. The fact that you think it’s the vibe in this place does not mean that Councillor SRI is contravening any rule of procedure and if you’re going to admonish him for breaching a rule of procedure you should be clear about what that is, not your personal dislike of what he is saying.

Chair:
Thank you. 
Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Through you, Mr Chair, to the people of Brisbane and all the councillors in this Chamber I am not breaking any rules by making these statements. This is General Business and I’m entitled to speak about the way these meetings are run and the decisions that are made in this place. I’ve said repeatedly and I’m happy to say it again that the big decisions that shape our city are not actually made here on the floor of this Chamber. They are made by the Chairs of the various committees in private meetings and they are made by the E&C committee behind closed doors.


If you disagree with that then we can have a meaningful debate about that but simply because you take a different view of the matter doesn’t mean that you should feel free to silence me or sensor me or prevent me from having this discussion.


I think what residents really need to understand is that even the backbencher LNP councillors, the Councillors who are not Chairs of various committees have comparatively little power within their own party to shape the strategy and policy direction of the Council Administration.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order against you, Councillor SRI. 
Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Councillor SRI is imputing motive and continually is reflecting adversely on Councillors on this side of the Chamber and I ask that he stops with this commentary to the cameras and comes back to reasonable debate that he complains we don’t have in this Chamber.

Chair:
I agree. 
Councillor SRI, please be respectful of this place of which you are an elected Councillor.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chair, and I’m reflecting on my experiences as a Councillor in this place and on the processes we use to make decisions. As we’ve noted many times in this Chamber if Opposition Councillors bring motions to this place even when they are well thought out and reasonable, they are voted down unceremoniously by the majority, the LNP councillors. I am yet to see a single LNP councillor cross the floor or vote against party lines with the exception perhaps of the same sex marriage vote.


Councillor JOHNSTON’s raising her hand. She’s no longer in the party for that very reason I believe.


But I think for residents who are watching at home and seeking to understand what’s going on here, I really want to emphasise that while getting cameras into this Chamber is valuable and a positive step forward in terms of transparency and accountability, it doesn’t really show us everything that’s going on this Council because so many decisions are being made out of sight. The E&C Committee—so the Establishment and Coordinating Committee comprising the various Chairs I mentioned before and the LORD MAYOR—meets in secret. Journalists aren’t allowed to cover those meetings. Opposition, Greens, Labor, Independent Councillors are not able to attend those meetings and the minutes of those meetings are not made publically available. We only get a short report stating in general terms what was discussed. So those big decisions need to be—we essentially need more transparency around how those decisions are made and recognise that right now what’s happening here is really just a charade or political theatre.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chairman, I’d like to speak on two issues. The first is the current redistribution of ward boundaries and the second is the comments that have just been made by Councillor SRI. I’ll start with the last thing first.


Councillor SRI probably didn’t do a lot of research before putting his hand up for this Council because this Council has a government and an Opposition. If you are in the Opposition, you don’t get to be part of the government. This is a pretty basic fundamental democratic principle. If you want a collective arrangement where everyone supposedly makes decisions independently, go down to Logan or Ipswich. See how that works out because even where they have independent councils, they form groups of people that make decisions. So this system that we have here has served the people of Brisbane better than any other local government in Australia.

Councillors interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
It is the most professional and the most capable local government—I’m not talking simply about the Councillors, I’m talking about the whole organisation and the way the structure of Brisbane City Council works. It is the benchmark for local government in Australia and rightly so, but a big part of that is the democratic competition between government and opposition and that is the same principle that operates at the Federal and State levels. I don’t see anyone saying that we should change the Federal and State system of government and opposition. I don’t see anyone saying oh that system needs to change. The reality it is part of the—
Councillor SRI:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order. Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Will Councillor SCHRINNER take a question?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR will you take a question?

LORD MAYOR:
No.

Chair:
No.

LORD MAYOR:
It is part of the Western democratic principle that operates not only here but in the UK and so many other countries around the world. This idea that there is a government and an opposition—and people get to choose. People get to choose someone to make decisions and if you are in the opposition you’re not part of the government. So yes your job is to be involved in the democratic debate, your job is to hold the government to account, absolutely that is your job but it is not your job to be part of the government and make government decisions. So that is a fundamental misunderstanding of how this place works and how this place has been since 1925.


So the claims that have been made tonight are just a clear misunderstanding of this process. But because we are able to form a government and make decisions as a team, we have been able to deliver incredible infrastructure projects, incredible lifestyle improvements in the City because we have used that democratic process to set an agenda out to the people of Brisbane as a team, not as a group of individuals all wanting to go off in their own directions, or with their own pet projects and agendas but as a team we have set that agenda—and just like the Opposition going into the election will have their own agenda as a team. That has been I believe good for democracy in this City and good for the way the City has developed and been able to roll out infrastructure projects and improvements to our lifestyle and green space. I think that it is an appropriate way to create that democratic—healthy democratic competition and tension there. So that is—and it’s not something like I’ve said that is unique to Brisbane. It operates at the Federal Government, State Government and in democratic Western countries around the world.


In relation to the Electoral Commission and the redistribution of electoral boundaries, I simply want to point out a few facts. I certainly don’t want to argue with Councillor JOHNSTON but I just want to point out a few facts which are really relevant. We only just had a redistribution at the last election and traditionally there has been a redistribution every two elections. So we saw a redistribution in 1999, 2007 and then 2015 in the lead up to the last election. So going on those historical trends, we would not expect the redistribution to occur at this time.


There is also discretion as well at the Ministerial level—Minister Stirling Hinchliffe to decide whether a redistribution is in the public interest and I really wonder how and where and when that discretion may have been used. Id’ be interested to know what role the Minister has played in this because when you take into account the fact that out of 772,000 enrolled voters, the number of affected voters in terms of the wards that are out of quota is 896 people out of 772,000—so this is the fraction out that we are talking about here. Now under the local government—under the City of Brisbane Act we’re required to report to the Electoral Commission in September last year about the status of the different wards and whether they’re in quota or out of quota. We did that and we reported on 11 September last year. Months and months go by and there’s no response from the Electoral Commission. 

It wasn’t until 1 April that we finally got a response—April Fool’s Day. April Fool’s Day we got a response from the Electoral Commission and they said they were going ahead with the redistribution. But interestingly, if you compare the exact same period before the last election, this process is running five months late than the last redistribution was—five months late. So someone’s been sitting on this for five months and not taking action. If indeed there was to be a redistribution—this is a matter for the State Government, the Electoral Commission and the Minister, why have they sat on it for five months? Why did it only come out on 1 April? These are legitimate questions to ask. What this means now is that the whole process has been so delayed that we’re unlikely to get an outcome until October this year.


Now we know that there’s an election in March next year and we also know that in order to meet that October timeframe, that the period for consultation has had to be reduced significantly compared to previous redistributions. So these are all legitimate questions that I’m asking. I’m wondering what is going on here, why there’s been a five-month delay and what role the Minster played in making a decision. Did the Electoral Commission seek the Minster’s advice on this and what advice did the Minster provide? How can he justify—if he did provide advice—that this is somehow in the public interest to have a late redistribution at the last minute—the eleventh hour—before a local government election like this when we had one the last time. So these are all legitimate questions to be asked and I won’t apologise for asking those questions. I’d really like to know what is going on here. 


Now the Electoral Commission I believe is an unbiased organisation. I don’t believe that the government is unbiased and so there’s an important distinction there. In the end, the government and the Minister have a call when it comes to these matters. So I am not making any claims about the Electoral Commission or bias in the Electoral Commission, I don’t believe that to be the case but I’d really like to know what the role of the government and the Minister has been in this and why we have had a five-month delay.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Mr Chairman. I rise to also speak on the proposed local government boundary review. It’s interesting actually, before I was cut off I was going to touch on this very point which is that right now we have 26 councillors in Brisbane, each of whom represent somewhere between 26,000 and 34,000 voters. Above and beyond that those Councillors also represent people who are under 18 who might not be eligible to vote, permanent residents, migrant workers, international students, a number of other demographics that aren’t eligible to vote but which still take up the time and energy of a councillor and still requires service from this Council which is fair enough.


My point here though is that in some wards such as my own, there are very, very high proportions of non-citizens or non-voters. We have a lot of international students in my ward, a lot of migrant workers who might not be enrolled to vote but who still need service and who still require investment and policy support from this Council Administration. So I as a Councillor am currently representing somewhere in the realm of 50,000 people—50,000 for one Councillor. That’s quite a large ratio for a supposedly local representative. But even with the smallest wards, even the wards that might only have around 25,000 to 30,000 voters or residents, that’s still a really, really large ratio for representation.


It compares very poorly with other neighbouring Council’s where even the Sunny Coast I think has a ratio of one Councillor to about 22,000 voters. Now what that means is that as our population continues to grow, residents will have to wait longer and longer for responses from their ward offices and for meetings that they request with their Councillor because it’s not humanly possible for one Councillor to have meaningful conversations with tens of thousands of residents every year. Now we all work very, very hard. All of us in this Chamber spend a lot of time and energy reaching out to and talking to as many constituents as possible, keeping them informed through a range of channels but there’s a structural problem there where even the most hard working, the most effective Councillor still is only able to reach a proportion, a limited proportion of their electorate.


Most people in Brisbane don’t even the names of their local Councillors and I think that should tell us something. I stand by that comment. Some people might reject it but you do a survey—well no, if you do a survey not everyone is going to reply are they. Only the people who actually engage are going to reply. But my point here is that we really do need to review the boundaries of the current wards. By the time the next Council election in 2024, The Gabba Ward is predicted by the ECQ to have 40,938 enrolled voters. That’s close to 41,000 enrolled votes by 2024. So if we don’t redraw our boundaries now, the problem is going to get a lot worse in four years’ time. In comparison other wards around Brisbane are not predicted to grow at the same rate. So the neighbouring ward of Morningside for example currently has round 32,000—or 31,200 voters and by 2024, will have 32,500 voters according to ECQ predictions. So other wards are growing nowhere near as fast as The Gabba Ward and that really makes it incredibly important that we do start this boundary review sooner rather than later. But we actually need to go a step further and create new wards and create new Councillor positions so that we can improve that proportional relationship.


I think we should actually be looking at creating at least five new wards and creating five new Councillor positions so that all residents of Brisbane can get a better quality of service. That would reduce the size of wards, it would reduce the population of residents who are represented by individual Councillors and would mean a better quality of service for those local residents. At some point we’re going to have to create new wards because Brisbane’s population is growing very, very fast. It’s simply a matter of when we do it. Either we do it before this election or we do it before 2024 but if we wait that long, we’re still going to have this same issue to deal with. It’s actually going to be more complicated by that point because the wards are going to be even further out of proportion. So we need to be creating new wards now and redrawing boundaries now in order to ensure that the quality of service delivered is as high as possible to the residents of Brisbane regardless of what Party their Council belongs to.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor BOURKE.

Councillor BOURKE:
Thanks very much, Mr Chair. I just rise to speak about a local event that happened on Saturday which was the official opening of the Darra BMX Park at Monier Road Park. It was an absolutely fantastic day, not just Saturday but Sunday and Monday as well. This has been a long-awaited piece of infrastructure for the residents of the south-western suburbs. It complements this Administration’s delivery of a similar facility up on Telegraph Road in Councillor COOPER’S ward and of course delivers on our commitment to build two of these world class BMX facilities in the City of Brisbane.


BMX is a growing sport, Mr Chair, as many in the Chamber would know. It’s been in the Olympics since Beijing in 2008 and it is only I think in the—the proof was in the number of people who were there on Saturday at 7:30 in the morning riding on the track, who were there at 7:30 that night riding on the track and who were there at all hours of the day and night for the next two days, Mr Chair, taking advantage of this fantastic new facility.


On Sunday there was probably close to 500 people across the space at the Darra Monier Road Park. I don’t think there’s been that many people in that particular space since it was a dump back in the 1990s at one time. No-one used to use this under-utilised parcel of land on Monier Road, Mr Chair. The work that’s been done by the Council officers to cap and deal with the landfill issues on that site—and then the work that’s been done by the fantastic officers in the Lifestyle part of Council and CPO (City Projects Office) to build this facility is amazing. I was blown away.


Councillor McKENZIE spoke of those projects that we deliver where you can stand back and just go wow, that is something fantastic for the community and this is one of those projects. It is a truly phenomenal facility to see kids as small as three or four riding their BMXs with every age group represented up to people who are more advanced in years than myself going around the track as well, and a track that’s designed for all abilities and all skill levels as well.


It has, as I said, been a team effort. There’s a number of people—all of the Council officers who have put in the work—one of the complaints on the day was it was too noisy. There were too many kids having too much fun creating too much noise and that is I think a good thing because those kids being outdoors, being active, being healthy, away from screens, making friends, learning skills and participating in our local community is a good thing. I think that is something that we as Councillors should strive for day in day out in this place. It is as I said a fantastic facility and as I said through the speech—I just want to thank and commend all the Council officers who have been on this journey.


I do note it was 4 May that we opened it on and the fourth was with us. We had Princess Leia turn up, we had many other people in Star Wars shirts celebrating International Star Wars Day and it was a great way to mark that even with the official opening of the new Darra BMX Track.

Chair:
Further speakers? 
There being none, I declare the meeting closed.

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 Steve Griffiths on 1 May 2019
Q1.
Please complete the following table of projects undertaken, or funding approved, for projects to be undertaken using allocations from the Footpath and Parks Trust Fund for each Ward from 1 July 2018 to 30 April 2019:

	Ward
	Project Description
	Suburb
	Cost

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Q2.
Under Schedule 44, how many scheduled road resurfacing projects for the financial year 2018-2019 have not yet been completed?  List by Ward.

Q3.
How many individual sporting fields have been constructed in the financial year 2018-2019 and where are they located?

Q4.
How many maintenance complaints have been received by Council in regards to park BBQ’s in the financial year 2018-2019?

Q5.
What is the single most common complaint lodged in regards to the maintenance of park BBQ’s in the financial year 2018-2019?
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