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PRESENT:

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

The Chair of Council, Councillor Andrew WINES (Enoggera Ward) – LNP
	LNP Councillors (and Wards) 
	ALP Councillors (and Wards)

	Krista ADAMS (Holland Park) (Deputy Mayor)
Greg ADERMANN (Pullenvale)

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

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

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

Peter MATIC (Paddington)

David McLACHLAN (Hamilton)

Ryan MURPHY (Chandler)
Angela OWEN (Calamvale)

Steven TOOMEY (The Gap) (Deputy Chair of Council)
	Jared CASSIDY (Deagon) (The Leader of the Opposition)
Kara COOK (Morningside) (Deputy Leader of the Opposition)
Peter CUMMING (Wynnum Manly)
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Charles STRUNK (Forest Lake)


	
	Queensland Greens Councillor (and Ward)

Jonathan SRI (The Gabba)

	
	Independent Councillor (and Ward)
Nicole JOHNSTON (Tennyson)


OPENING OF MEETING:

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

Councillors, are there any apologies? 

I believe there are no hands. 

Councillors, the Minutes, please.

MINUTES:

704/2019-20
The Minutes of the 4620 meeting of Council held on 9 June 2020, copies of which had been forwarded to each Councillor, were presented, taken as read and confirmed on the motion of Councillor Sandy LANDERS, seconded by Councillor Sarah HUTTON.
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:
Chair:
Councillors, there is a public participant today. 

You will see in your agenda item, it’s Mr Chris Boyle, who will be addressing us on the results of the StandbyU Foundation’s domestic violence watch trial results. 

Can I please invite Mr Boyle to join us?


Mr Boyle, welcome. 

You have five minutes to address the Council, beginning when you begin your presentation.

Mr Chris Boyle – StandbyU Foundation domestic violence watch trial results
Mr Chris Boyle:
Thank you, Mr Chair, LORD MAYOR and Councillors. My name is Chris Boyle, I’m the Founder and Executive Director of StandbyU Foundation and I appreciate the opportunity to come and speak to you all. Firstly, allow me to congratulate the Council on its recently announced Domestic and Family Violence Prevention Strategy. As a level of government that is closest to the community, Council has a particularly important role to play in addressing the scourge of domestic violence.


I am proud to live in a city that looks after its most vulnerable, and supports its start‑ups and social enterprises too. Last year, Brisbane City Council stood up to the scourge of domestic violence and supported our Brisbane founded charity, StandbyU Foundation, to keep 50 children safe from domestic violence.


On behalf of those children and their families, I’m here to share with you the meaningful outcomes of that support and thank you. Children like Aaron, who is six, who has learnt to ride his bike for the first time, as he and his mum are no longer afraid to go outside in case the ex-partner was hiding in the bushes. And Cindy, who is eight, who is back sleeping in her own bed because she can finally fall asleep at night.


I’ll never forget meeting Jo, Henry and Phoenix, siblings who were terrified that their father would find them since his release from prison. Although they had moved to a new house, they were still scared to leave their home and go to school. Safe was not a feeling familiar to them and escaping a person does not mean you escape from your fear. The look in their eyes when they each received their very own safety watch is etched into my mind forever. Their voices grew louder and their excitement and energy was contagious as they finally saw an immediate and tangible solution to their worries. They asked repeatedly just to be sure, ‘so, I can press this button anytime and people will come running to me?’ Yes, was the answer from those family and friends who chose to be their responders. 


Somewhat embarrassingly the children joked that Chris was a common name from the actors of The Avengers, and that Chris from StandbyU was the safety watch avenger. Jo, who was six, loved sewing with her grandmother and she made me a superhero cape that is hanging proudly in our office. Though, in reality, we all know it is her and those other children who are the true heroes in this story.


In the time of the project, over 200 alerts have been triggered by these children, sending over 1,000 calls and messages to over 250 otherwise would-be bystanders who have chosen to be responders for those children that they care and love. Not a single alarm has been escalated by those responders to the police during that time. The solution is the family institution and they just need the tools, the plan and permission to act, which is what our charity provides through the StandbyU safety shield. 


The world has changed a lot since we spoke last, in more ways than one. The tragic murder of Hannah Clarke and her children shocked not only the community, but the country. It is with this knowledge that we must act with the urgency, vigour and courage required to chart a new course which shifts conversations to actions, from asking who is responsible to who will be part of the solution, and from bystanders to responders, because we know that connections change lives.


Of course, our charity is always open to grants that support our important work, and if the Council is inclined to provide further funding, we are always keen and ready to go. However, a problem as big as this requires bold action and to quote the LORD MAYOR himself, ‘I stand here before you to make sure the Brisbane of tomorrow is even better than the Brisbane of today.’


To continue to reach more vulnerable children and families, StandbyU wants to invite the Brisbane City Council to be part of the most significant community program ever to address domestic violence. StandbyU Foundation wants to work with the Council and the Lord Mayor’s Charitable Trust to establish the StandbyU Domestic Violence Appeal, and like similar appeals, the initiative will allow ratepayers across Brisbane to donate their $15 early payment discount to the Lord Mayor’s Charitable Trust, in which those funds can go directly towards supporting more children and women exposed to domestic violence across Brisbane.


If only 10% of ratepayers contributed to this appeal, StandbyU could keep 6,000 children and families safe every year. Brisbane is a smart and connected city, and we want to make it a safe city, too, for children like Jo and Henry. If we want a better tomorrow, we must focus on the children of today. Once again, I thank you for your time and your consideration and support. Thank you.
Chair:
Thank you, Mr Boyle. 


I will now call on Councillor HOWARD to respond to you. 

Oh, Councillor ADAMS, excuse me, sorry, Councillor ADAMS. 


DEPUTY MAYOR.

Response by the DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, Chair of the City Planning and Economic Development Committee
DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you, Mr Boyle, for joining us today and presenting to Council. I know you’ve been with us before as a guest speaker, and it’s wonderful to see some of the outcomes of what you have been doing with the StandbyU Foundation and Commsync to support vulnerable children, families and workers in our community. I love the idea that you have a Superman cape hiding there somewhere in your office. I hope that makes you feel as proud as it makes us in supporting you through this project as well.


It’s certainly a topic that is close to our hearts and that we have spoken about a lot in this place in the last couple of months, with the domestic violence strategy as you mentioned. We are very much focused on making sure we can protect the city’s vulnerable and those at risk of domestic violence. We are passionate about that and we want to thank you, and I’d like to thank you on behalf of all of the Chamber, and your team, for dedicating your efforts for such an important cause.


I know it’s become a big part of Council’s mission to partner with organisations and businesses such as yours to raise awareness and support to those who need it most. We know domestic and family violence, unfortunately, affects a lot of people, whether directly or otherwise, at some point in our lives. We have spoken again in Chambers, the reality of this situation which was brought home to us in light of situations earlier in the year in Brisbane, that really rocked our entire Brisbane community as well.


Those type of events are undoubtedly the low points when we’re looking at how we, as leaders, can lead our community and grow from these experiences. But as you mentioned, we are a large city council and we’re uniquely placed to make sure that we can support a well-connected, safe and supportive community as well. 


We see the strategy that we released as ground-breaking for Council and it will get operationalised through organisations in the wider community, like opportunities we’ve had to work with you and your group as well. We will do this through continued support for programs that bring people together and strengthen those community connections. Of course, as I said, partnering with grassroot organisations and businesses like yours are a great way to develop your ideas. Because we don’t have all the solutions and we don’t have the ideas, but you’ve got this fantastic tangible solution which has been a great way to make young people feel safe again in their community.


I recognise you are a part of the Lord Mayor’s Global Entrepreneur Program. I remember reading through your submission when it came through, Chris, and it got very high marks on my part, I can tell you.

Mr Chris Boyle:
Thank you.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
I’m an ex-teacher, I marked them and you got very high marks. Over the last eight years, we’ve provided more than $275,000 worth of grants to start-ups across Brisbane to develop products, from what you’re talking about to digital platforms, to lawyers, to AI (artificial intelligence) in manufacturing as well. So, it’s all about reaching national and international markets, but it sounds like you have an absolutely great start on the ground level here in Brisbane and across the city as well.


So, we are very proud to support you, congratulate you on what you’ve done so far and really do like the idea of you talking to the Lord Mayor’s Charitable Trust. We’ll put you in touch with the Lady Mayoress and the team over there, and see what opportunities we have to make sure we can leverage your determination and drive to make sure that we can continue making these achievements remarkable. So, again, thank you so much for taking the time to speak to us today, and we’ll get in touch and we’ll talk about how we can move forward with that as well. Thanks, Chris.

Mr Chris Boyle:
Thank you so much, Councillor. Thank you all very much for your time; really appreciate it.

Chair:
Thank you, Mr Boyle, for joining us. 

Mr Chris Boyle:
Thank you.

QUESTION TIME:

Chair:
Councillors, I draw your attention to Question Time.


Are there any questions of the LORD MAYOR or a Chair of any Standing Committees—
Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor CASSIDY.

705/2019-20

At that juncture, Councillor Jared CASSIDY moved, seconded by Councillor Kara COOK, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
That Brisbane City Council commits to a freeze on rates increases for the 2020-2021 financial year.

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

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks very much, Chair. This is urgent today because this is the last day on which this Council can voice its concern before the LORD MAYOR hands down his budget tomorrow, Chair. This is an important issue for the city and it should be the most important issue for this Council to offer real and genuine rates relief for people doing it tough. So, we have one opportunity now at this Council meeting to do that. 


It’s urgent because Brisbane residents and ratepayers are doing it tough at the moment, Chair, and we know that the economic impact of the COVID-19 crisis will be felt most hardly when it comes to the months ahead. So, while we’re emerging from the health crisis, we’re about to walk straight into the economic crisis. So, this Council needs to urgently support the residents and ratepayers of Brisbane, Chair.


Now, it’s urgent because, while Labor Councillors have been calling for a rates freeze for months now during these difficult times, LNP Councillors have been silent on this matter. Their LORD MAYOR has been so silent that people are sending out search teams to try and find him to see if he’s still out there—

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY—

Councillor CASSIDY:
—and if he has a view about rates in this city, Chair.

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY.

I feel that your presentation has moved towards substance rather than urgency, so can you please draw your comments back to urgency. 


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Well, Chair, thank you, Chair. It is urgent because tomorrow the budget will come down and we as a Council, who represent the ratepayers and residents of Brisbane, need to tell the LORD MAYOR, through this motion, and we need to all stand up and be counted and say that our sole focus at the moment should be on the residents and ratepayers of Brisbane, and supporting them as they’re doing it tough.


Now, there are councils out there who are leading the charge on this and leaving Brisbane for dead. Melbourne City Council, which is a large council, has announced that they will be freezing rates, despite having $100 million wiped from their budget bottom line. Moreton Bay Regional Council is giving $200 in rates rebates over two quarters, and even Toowoomba Regional Council is offering a $10.5 million package—

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor CASSIDY, I appreciate what you’re saying. 

However, that would be material that would be considered, I believe, content rather than urgency and I just ask you to come back to urgency, please.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, thanks, Chair. I mean, at least someone’s talking about rates. At least someone’s talking about rates, because the LORD MAYOR has gone missing in action, Chair. It’s urgent because there is a $3.1 billion budget being handed down tomorrow and this LORD MAYOR has gone missing in action. He refuses to talk to the media; he refuses to go out and talk to the community about his plan for rates. Well, it is important for us to put a stake in the ground today and say who supports a rates freeze for the people of Brisbane. This will be the opportunity for every Councillor in this place to stand up and lead. 


This is a matter that is—this is fundamentally a matter about the leadership of this LORD MAYOR and Chair, the big question is: will he lead?

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

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

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

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

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

Chair:
I will now commence the clock for Question Time. 


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


Councillor LANDERS.

Question 1

Councillor LANDERS:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Community, Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee, Councillor HOWARD. Following recent debate, can you please update the Chamber on how changes made by the State Government are affecting the amount of funding local Councillors are able to distribute through discretionary funds?

Chair:
Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you, Councillor LANDERS, for the question. I’ve said it before, and I’ll say it again, our communities are the lifeblood of our city. The Schrinner Administration is and always will be committed to supporting our local communities and the invaluable work that they do. Each year we provide millions of dollars in funding support for our valued community organisations and the work that they do.


We are proud to be able to provide this support, and it is only because of LORD MAYOR, Adrian SCHRINNER, and his team’s 16 years of responsible economic management that we’ve been able to ensure that we can continue providing this vital support. It is the generosity of our community organisations that makes our city what it is today. It’s their passion, their hard work and their dedication that will ensure the Brisbane of tomorrow will be even better than the Brisbane of today. 


It’s for this reason that the Schrinner Administration always has and always will return that generosity in any way that we can. Each year the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund provides $75,000 to each and every local Councillor across this city to provide essential support to our local communities and the important work that they do. This is the most demanded and most widely used grant here at Council, and it goes right to the very heart of what we are put here to do as local Councillors.


The Lord Mayor’s Community Fund, in one form or another, has been supporting our local communities for more than a decade. It has provided well over $10 million to support more than 10,000 community organisations, events and initiatives, and more than $2 million in this financial year alone. It is through this fund that we have been able to provide support to our seniors, to show them how much we appreciate them and are grateful for their lifelong contribution to making Brisbane a better place. That we’ve been able to support the wonderfully diverse and colourful culture of our New World City by supporting events like the Brisbane Thai Festival, that we’ve been able to support those special community events when we come together to share the love and light of Christmas. 
It is through this fund that we have celebrated the joy of welcoming with open arms our new Australian citizens as they, too, are able to share the blessing of what it means to be an Australian and win the lottery of life.

Through you, Mr Chair, I cannot tell you how disappointed I was to learn that State Labor is stifling Council’s ability to provide these small, but vital grants. Local government laws in Queensland—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor HOWARD:
—have sadly become a political plaything for a scheming and self-indulgent Labor Party. Rather than finding new ways for Councillors to support their local communities, the State Labor Government spent more than a year working on these disappointing local government law changes. That’s what Labor’s law changes means to Brisbane. It means that the essential community funds like the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund must now be capped at a mere 0.1% of Council’s revenue from general rates from the previous year. So, what does this mean in practice?


For Brisbane, that means that Council has been forced to slash next year’s Lord Mayor’s Community Fund to meet this arbitrary amount. Why is it that the Labor State Government feels the need to target our community groups? Why do they attack our community events and the thousands of families that enjoy them each and every year?


There can only be one reason, Labor does not think that our communities are important and they do not trust their own Councillors to spend their discretionary funding appropriately. Now, this is a slap in the face for the more than 1,000 community initiatives and events that this fund supports every year. Those opposite have the hide to imply that the LORD MAYOR is somehow responsible for changes being made to these funds. Labor’s position is made very clear in their own legislation. Their amendments in section 193(b) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 state, and I quote, ‘changes under subsection (5) now requires that prescribed amounts of those funds in a financial year to be 0.1% of the Council’s revenue from general rates for the previous year.’ That is a direct quote.


It means that Brisbane residents are left significantly worse off in discretionary funds from their local Councillor. Council has been assessing the impact of the State Labor’s restrictions on the support we are permitted to provide the Brisbane community. So, Mr Chair, no matter what tricky games State Labor plays, this Schrinner Administration is committed to finding a way through to support Brisbane communities. Thank you.

Chair:
Further questions?

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
I’ve already called you. 

I’ve called you twice, Councillor JOHNSTON. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Oh, thank you. Something was wrong with the sound. 

706/2019-20

At that juncture, Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON moved, seconded by Councillor Kara COOK, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
That this Council urgently develops an approval process for the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund, similar to the Footpath and Parks Trust Fund, that will not require funding cuts as announced by the Lord Mayor.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
Are you able to distribute that?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Mr Chair. It is being sent right now. Oh gosh, this is just a bit—

LORD MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
There we go. Okay, that’s been sent through.

Chair:
Point of order to you, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
I think that this is something that we should get some legal advice on before debating, because I believe that Councillor JOHNSTON is deliberating trying to circumvent State Government legislation, which is a very serious issue indeed.

Chair:
I appreciate that, LORD MAYOR.

I’m going to have to—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, no. The motion before us is about urgency, not about the substance of the matter. 

If the matter is deemed urgent and we do debate it today, then I will—then that point of order, LORD MAYOR, would be appropriate at that point— 

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
—move to substance, we’ll have to address that question. 


Councillor JOHNSTON, to urgency, please.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you, Mr Chair; you’re just cutting in and out there as well, just so you’re aware. 


Mr Chair, I’ve moved this urgency motion again today and I moved it two weeks ago because the LORD MAYOR and now Councillor HOWARD are blaming the State Government for cuts to an essential Council funding program. I agree with Councillor HOWARD, that these are most critical grants that are available in our community. They are usually fairly small in size and they support a whole range of community activities, events, equipment purchases, projects of sporting clubs, small capital works projects now, they are absolutely and fundamentally critical for our community groups.


It is deceptive, in my view, that this Administration refuses to look at establishing a legal policy, a legal policy, that would allow an approvals process so the quantum of funding can stay the same and/or possibly be increased. When I started 12 years ago, the amount was $125,000 and that was cut by Campbell Newman. At the moment it’s at $75,000. We all know how important this is. Clearly, we have a system that would work. It’s called the Parks, Footpath and—Parks and Footpath Trust Fund. 

The Committees approve expenditure over certain amounts and I’m quite certain that we could both practically, legally and sensibly develop a similar policy that would enable the Lord Mayor’s Community Funds to be approved in a very simple way with oversight by the relevant Committee.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, Councillor JOHNSTON—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
That’s not working—

Chair:
—I appreciate what you’re saying. 

However, I do try to be even in these things, and I just ask that—your comments have been on substance for the last period; can you please come back to urgency. 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Well, it’s critically urgent because the LORD MAYOR and the Chairperson in charge of this area have announced today that they want to cut these funds. There is no reason to cut the funds. We can establish a scheme that will create an approvals process that meets all of our legislative requirements to ensure that this critical funding can continue.


It is a ridiculous thing to blame the State Government when the LORD MAYOR has clearly announced he’s going to cut this funding in the budget tomorrow and that’s been confirmed again by Councillor HOWARD. So, it’s critically urgent that we, as a Council, put in place an approvals process so that this important funding can continue, and we can continue to support local community sporting and a range of groups and activities in our wards.


The LORD MAYOR does not have to do this. There is an alternative. They say there’s no alternatives—

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON. 

Councillor JOHNSTON—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
There absolutely are.

Chair:
—your time has expired.


Councillors, on the matter of urgency.

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

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

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

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

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair. I think the connection is dodgy. I don’t know if anyone else is having issues.

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
Can I propose that Councillor TOOMEY takes over as Deputy Chair until the connection issues are resolved?

Councillor interjecting.

At that time, 2.30pm, the Deputy Chair, Councillor Steven TOOMEY, assumed the Chair. 

Deputy Chair:
Are there any further questions?

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair.

Deputy Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Councillor TOOMEY.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order.

Deputy Chair:
I can’t hear anyone.

Councillor CASSIDY:
I don’t know if you can hear me, you just called me, but there’s a point of order from Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order.

Deputy Chair:
I’m sorry, I can’t hear anyone.

Councillors interjecting.

Deputy Chair:
No, it is there. 
I’ve got sound back. 
Thank you, DEPUTY MAYOR.

Councillors interjecting.

At that time, 2.31pm, the Chair, Councillor Andrew WINES, resumed the Chair.

Chair:
Sincere apologies, Councillors. 

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
The internet failed here and one of the reasons I am here is to ensure that the internet is at its best, as possibly supported as we can, to ensure these meetings occur and I apologise for that brief lapse. 


Are there any further questions? 
Councillor CASSIDY had the call. 
Councillor CASSIDY.

Question 2

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks very much, Chair; my question is to the LORD MAYOR. This week we witnessed the sickening spectacle of Brisbane-based LNP Senator, Amanda Stoker, comparing Premier Annastacia Palaszczuk to the US (United States) police officer who knelt on George Floyd’s throat. In March 2018, Councillor WINES was beaten in the race for Senate pre-selection by Amanda Stoker. Do you agree that Councillor WINES would have made a far better Senator?

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
It’s interesting that we, just one day from the budget, have this kind of shameful and shameless party-political question about another level of government, which really shows what Councillor CASSIDY’s true priorities are—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
He is a party animal first and foremost—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—and he cares about the Labor Party and not the people of Brisbane, he cares about playing silly political games and this question is just a classic example about that. I tell you what I’m focused on, I know that this Administration would make, and is making, a better Administration than the ragtag, shambolic group of Councillors that ran for the Labor Party at the last election. A group that had no policies and no plans, a group that chose to throw mud and personal attacks against other Councillors, including myself, and came up with nothing positive and now today continues to play pathetic political games.


I am focused on making sure that—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—tomorrow the budget that we deliver is one that supports our community, one that builds and helps rebuild our community—

Councillor STRUNK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

LORD MAYOR:
—and that is what the budget will do.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Yes, could you bring the LORD MAYOR back to the question that Councillor CASSIDY asked please?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, I appreciate that because the budget is tomorrow, it is a important topic for today’s meeting, however, I must draw you back to the substance of the question.

LORD MAYOR:
Well, it’s clear what I think, Mr Chair, and that is I think you would make a much better Chairman of this Council, than any other role of that you may seek to serve and you are doing a fantastic job, particularly, with certain Councillors who try to make your life hard all the time. So I think, and my vote of confidence is with you continuing to do the great job you’re doing in chairing this rowdy bunch of Councillors and I encourage you to keep up the good work, Councillor WINES.

Chair:
Thank you, LORD MAYOR. 

Are there any further questions?


Councillor HAMMOND—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order. Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor CASSIDY.
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At that juncture, Councillor Jared CASSIDY moved, seconded by Councillor Kara COOK, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
That Brisbane City Council condemns the statements of Senator Amanda Stoker likening Queensland Premier’s response to the COVID health pandemic to the death of George Floyd in the United States. 

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, to urgency there please. 

Three minutes.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks very much, Chair. This is extremely urgent because we’re all sitting here today as the elected representatives of the people of Brisbane. We are the largest council in Australia and are civic leaders here in Brisbane, and it is incumbent on us to call out this kind of crap when it is spoken—

Chair:
No, look, I appreciate—no, no, Councillor CASSIDY. 

I appreciate that this is a really emotive topic and that you’re a passionate advocate of these things, but I must insist—can I please just get you to bring your language within the acceptable means—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
—you can talk about the topic, I’m not stopping that, but please just limit—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
—more colourful language.


Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. In light of the drumming that I got three weeks ago, I ask him to withdraw that comment please from use in the Chamber.

Chair:
I would ask—yes, look, Councillor CASSIDY, could I ask you to withdraw that word and just use a different word that means the same thing please?

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks Chair, I withdraw. Now, we should all condemn the despicable words that this Senator has used. She should be a representative of the people of Queensland—she’s based here in Brisbane. We are the Brisbane City Council. It is incumbent on us to set a standard. Brisbane City Council and the City of Brisbane is a city that prides itself on tolerance and inclusiveness, or so it should be, Chair, so this is an opportunity for us to say that, when you say things like that and you have a position of power, and you’re able to have free rein on late‑night weirdo talk shows, that you should have a certain amount of decorum and you shouldn’t say things like that. Because those sort of words—those sort of words do cause deep hurt and deep concern, and they are, quite frankly, disgusting. That Senator has brought shame—

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, can I—I just have to—much of your recent statements were about the content, about the substance, and I must draw you back to urgency, please. 


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Chair. It’s urgent today because this is the last opportunity we will have as a Council for a long time, before a long recess, to call this rort out, and it is incumbent on us as city leaders to do that. 


So, I have not seen yet one single LNP Councillor make any statements condemning this. We know that Senator Cormann, the Leader of the Liberals in the Senate, has had some sort of conversation with her, but she is a Queensland Senator that is based here in Brisbane. We have an LNP Administration and we have a LORD MAYOR who I don’t think is—I don’t think he’s with us anymore, he seems to have gone—he’s gone missing in action again, Chair.


But this is our chance to send a message to Senator Stoker and to the LNP that you made a serious mistake. She needs to be seriously reprimanded and she actually should resign, Chair. But you cannot, Chair, use the death of someone to score a dumb political point and get away with it.

Chair:
I will now—all those in support of the resolution of urgency.

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

Thereupon, Councillors Kara COOK and Jared CASSIDY 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 Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Nicole JOHNSTON.

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

ABSTENTIONS: 1 -
Councillor Jonathan SRI.
Chair:
I will now return to Question Time. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order; Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Just to check, I can’t imagine Councillor SRI abstained, and I didn’t abstain.

Chair:
I believe Councillor—I was of the view that Councillor SRI did not raise his hand at either time.

Councillor SRI:
Yes, I abstained from that one.

Chair:
Yes, that’s what I—that was my recollection.

Councillor SRI:
I couldn’t—sorry, point of order, Chair—I couldn’t hear the initial motion very well, so I just figured I’d abstain.

Chair:
That’s fine. So, yes, that’s what I saw as well and what the Clerks saw.


All right, we will now re-start the clock on Question Time. 


Are there any further questions? 


Councillor HAMMOND.

Question 3

Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chair. My question is to the Chair of City Planning and Economic Development Committee, Councillor ADAMS. DEPUTY MAYOR, this week you wrote to Minister for Environment, Leeanne Enoch, regarding the future of Lamb House at Kangaroo Point. Can you elaborate on Council’s position on this heritage-listed property? How is Council willing to cooperate with the State Government regarding its future?

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you, Councillor HAMMOND, for the question. Brisbane is home to a great many heritage buildings, everything from California bungalows to the traditional tin and timber. We have a great wealth of great architecture and history in the suburbs, and over 2,200 heritage-listed items to be exact in the City Plan. 


This financial year alone we’ve added another 48 properties to this register. Forty‑eight properties which otherwise would have been planning loopholes available to them to be removed. What Plan your Brisbane has taught us is that residents wanted to see development that reflected the look and the feel of their neighbourhood. 


So, this just wasn’t about banning townhouses and approving good development, which we’re also doing, it was also to do with the protection of our significant buildings across Brisbane as well, and making sure that properties which should be afforded heritage status do receive it and do get protected. We’ve been adding to the register since we came to Administration and we will continue to do that as we go through amendments to the City Plan as well. From enforcement notices on the Broadway Hotel and several TLPIs (temporary local planning instrument) to protect sites from bad development over our previous term alone, our record is very clear and very outcome-driven. 

In addition to this, we continue to lobby the State to look after their heritage‑listed properties, purely because their legislation prevents us from doing so, and it is their responsibility under the Planning Act to make sure the heritage buildings are protected by the State heritage legislation. 

In the past, their enthusiasm hasn’t quite been there as much as we’ve had our enthusiasm out there. That’s why we’re really happy to read in the Brisbane Times last Friday, that they are also interested now in protecting and acquiring Lamb House for the community, which is why in light of this that I can update the Chamber that the LORD MAYOR has written to Minister Enoch as the Minister responsible for heritage in Queensland.

There have been three requests that have been sought from the State—namely, one, if they’d like to agree to jointly purchase the property with Council, if they would like to agree to jointly refurbish the property with Council, and agree to establishing a joint governance arrangement for the management of the site, similar to what we now see at Newstead House. We have asked for the confirmation of their support as soon as possible. I think everybody recognises that Lamb House is too important not to support these measures.

It is perched very high on the top of the cliffs at Kangaroo Point with an amazing 180 degree city view. It needs to be saved, and it desperately needs to be fixed and brought back to its former glory. We fully support the stop work order that is over the building at the moment and we thank the government for doing that. But that doesn’t do anything about bringing it back to that former glory. 

We believe the only way to properly do this is together. We believe the State is of the same opinion, and that’s what the LORD MAYOR’s letter to Minister Enoch is all about. We really do hope that they come to the table, because I think it will be a great benefit for everybody.

At the end of the day, this is about returning Lamb House to that former glory. It’s what Council wants. I think it’s probably what the State wants as well, and it’s definitely what the people of Brisbane would love to see. It has stood on this site for over 100 years. It has been around since Brisbane was formally founded. It’s been through two World Wars, Expo 88 and many other significant events in the city as well. 

If the walls and the verandas could only talk, I’m imagining it would have a most spectacular story. That is a story that, if we bring this building back and give it to the community, can be shown to the people of Brisbane and to the people that visit Brisbane as a significant tourism icon in the heart of the city as well.

We’d like to work hard to make sure that Lamb House, with the joint work with the State Government, will be here for 100 more years and we’re going to work hard to make sure that that happens. 

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Question 4

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, my question is to the LORD MAYOR. Gordon Thompson Oval in Chelmer is in terrible shape and as a result of Council’s inaction, it was closed to junior sport some six years ago, reducing the amount of sports fields available in the western suburbs. Despite being listed for remediation for many years, as one of Council’s highest priorities, it has not been fixed. Why? 

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

 LORD MAYOR:
Thank you for the question, Councillor JOHNSTON. Obviously, this has been an ongoing matter for a while, according to what you say. I am not familiar with the circumstances in relation to this particular oval, but I’m happy to take that question on notice and advise accordingly.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor OWEN.

Question 5

Councillor OWEN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Public and Active Transport Committee, Councillor MURPHY. Over the weekend this Administration released a sneak peek of the Kangaroo Point green bridge, which will be fast-tracked to deliver jobs for our recovering economy. Can you please update the Chamber on this exciting announcement?

Chair:
Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes, thanks for the question, Councillor OWEN. It was fantastic to share a first look at the future Kangaroo Point green bridge with the public on Sunday. As you know, Team Schrinner is determined to make our city cleaner and greener, with more travel options for Brisbane residents. Green bridges achieve this outcome, while also driving jobs and supporting economic growth when our city needs it most.


That’s why we’re forging ahead with the Kangaroo Point and Breakfast Creek green bridges, to boost the economy while building a sustainable river city. The Kangaroo Point green bridge will actually be one of the city’s most used walking and cycling bridges. It will cater to 5,400 trips each day—that’s more than the Go Between, Story and Kurilpa bridges. We expect that three-quarters of these trips will be walkers, and then another quarter will be cyclists.


This is expected to increase to more than 6,100 trips each day by 2036. That will mean 84,000 fewer car crossings every year. Just imagine that. It will significantly reduce travel times to and from the CBD for Kangaroo Point residents and those residents in Brisbane’s eastern and south-eastern suburbs. The Kangaroo Point green bridge will be a world-class gateway to Brisbane city centre and the Kangaroo Point Peninsula. The artist’s impressions released over the weekend are based on the current draft reference design, which is about 80% complete.


Now, this is for an asymmetric, single-mast, cable-stayed bridge. The design of the bridge responds to the spectacular setting of our river city, and is striking up against the Kangaroo Point cliffs. It features open views to the cliffs and the Story Bridge, and it takes mark from a few design principles; (1) it’s sustainable and cost effective, so, the bridge integrates and showcases sustainable design outcomes, balanced with whole of life costs; (2) it has seamless movement, so it’s a gateway to the city centre and Kangaroo Point. The bridge connects directly with inner city precincts and establishes new desire lines.


It’s inclusive and safe. It’s a convenient, accessible connection, with user‑friendly experiences. It is safe and comfortable for all bridge users, regardless of age or ability, and it’s a world-class experience as well. So, the bridge and the landings take advantage of the unique settings and easy access to inner city lifestyle, employment and living precincts. 


We’ve also ensured that the bridge has a distinctive architecture. So, the structure itself is elegant and efficient, celebrating Brisbane’s identity, its subtropical environment and our River City image. And it will be culturally rich, so the bridge design, its landing, its connections with the public realm will respond to Brisbane’s rich history and the values associated with the Brisbane city centre and Kangaroo Point.


At its peak, the green bridges program is estimated to employ more than 500 people in a single year. Currently, approximately 200 people are working on the green bridges program, including a combination of consultants and full-time Council staff. This includes those undertaking initial design work and technical investigations to inform the planning for each of the green bridges. 


Accelerating the delivery of the Kangaroo Point and Breakfast Creek green bridges will ensure that these jobs continue in the local labour market. The Kangaroo Point green bridge will support more than 300 jobs over a two‑year period. 


The location of the Kangaroo Point green bridge has a long history, dating back to the 1860s. The bridge linking the Kangaroo Point Peninsula and CBD was originally proposed in the 1800s, and a design was first developed in 1890. The bridge was never constructed, though, which was likely a result of the severe economic recession of the 1890s and the financial impacts of the 1893 flood event. 

In 2014, Urbis conducted a study for Council that reaffirmed this preferred alignment from Scott Street to Alice Street at the north-east corner of the Brisbane Botanic Gardens. Council’s concept design of the Kangaroo Point green bridge was completed in 2019. 

The green bridges program has been enthusiastically welcomed by Brisbane residents. They’ve been involved in a four-week citywide community engagement period which ended late last year. Approximately 60% of respondents indicated that they would use the Kangaroo Point bridge daily or weekly, and there was strong support for the preferred alignment from Alice Street and Edward Street roundabout to Scott Street, with approximately 72% of respondents supporting this alignment. 


The bridge will provide better connections between residential, employment, entertainment and lifestyle precincts. Just imagine, on Sunday morning being able to stroll from the riverside markets in the city over to the Riverlife precinct at the Kangaroo Point cliffs, or enjoying a day at Captain Burke Park and then jumping on an e-Scooter and gliding across for an afternoon in the city. Or any opportunity to walk from the Story Bridge Hotel to the Port Office Hotel in a direct line without getting your feet wet. 


By 2031, an additional 130,000 jobs will be located within a 20-minute walk of Kangaroo Point, and 100,000 additional jobs will be within a 20-minute bike ride from East Brisbane. With this connection, residents of Kangaroo Point will be able—

Chair:
Councillor MURPHY, your time has expired. 


Are there further questions? 


Councillor CASSIDY.

Question 6

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. Last week, Labor suggested you nominate pop-up cycle lanes and safe school travel infrastructure as our COVID Works for Queensland projects. Can you tell the Chamber which projects you did nominate?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you to Councillor CASSIDY. Look, I’m sure Councillor CASSIDY knows everything that happens in the Minister’s office well before we do, and he would have also known that before he suggested we nominate pop-up bike lanes in the CBD to the State Government that we had indeed already nominated pop‑up bike lanes in the CBD to the State Government. We know that Uncle Sterling has a very close relationship with your office, and continually drip-feeds information well before we get—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Sorry to be pedantic, but just for the sake of consistency, you’ve pulled up other Councillors for not using elected representatives’ formal titles in the past, and I think it’s just important that, whatever standard you set, you maintain it consistently.

Chair:
I appreciate the point you’re making. 


LORD MAYOR, can you please refer to Minister Hinchliffe as such in the future?

LORD MAYOR;
Thank you, Mr Chair. Yes, Minister Hinchliffe is who I’m referring to. I have affectionately labelled him as Uncle Sterling in the past because of the very cosy and close relationship that he has with the Leader of the Opposition. I don’t shy away from that. I will call him officially Minister Hinchliffe, but certainly that nickname is very appropriate. 

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
The reality here is that—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
I just want to be clear that you’re allowing us to use nicknames for elected representatives, because I’ve got plenty, and I would—

Chair:
No, no. Now, you don’t need to make threats, either. 

Now, what I’ve said is I’ve directed that formal titles be used, and the LORD MAYOR has used the formal title and said that into the future that he will be. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. As I was referring to, before Councillor CASSIDY conveniently went out to the media and said that we should nominate pop-up bike lanes in the CBD to the State Government, we had already nominated pop-up bike lanes in the CBD to the State Government. So, I smell a rat here, and it is the same type of rat which sees Labor repeatedly get access to information in the local government portfolio before we do—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, thanks, Chair. Just on relevance. I mean, it’s a very simple question: which projects were nominated, if the LORD MAYOR could answer that?

Chair:
I believe he is answering that. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Yes, absolutely, Mr Chair, I am nominating—I am answering those nominated projects, the first of which is pop-up bike lanes in the CBD, because this is something that we have been quietly, but diligently exploring for quite some time now and something that now we have submitted to the State Government for consideration as part of their $5 million allocation. 


Now, this is the same $5 million allocation which sees Brisbane residents short‑changed in comparison to other parts of the State, but this is the same $5 million which in, say a place like Townsville, which has a Labor Lord Mayor, got $13 million. For a population, I think, of about 190,000, they got $13 million from the State Government, yet the 1.2 million people in Brisbane got $5 million from the State Government. So, this is the same allocation that I am referring to here that has been very unfairly granted by this State Government, very cynically granted by this State Government, but hey, we’re moving on—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

LORD MAYOR:
—and we’re making sure that the—

Chair:
Hang on, LORD MAYOR, there’s a point of order. 


Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I’m very interested in the answer, just on relevance, Mr Chair. I’d like to know the projects that we’re funding. I’ve heard one—pop-up bikeways, but are there any others?

Chair:
Thank you. 

The LORD MAYOR is answering the question and providing that information. 

He also has a substantial amount of his answer to go. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Yes, this is the pot of money that Brisbane was short‑changed with, but we are moving forward to make sure that that funding is allocated to projects that can be geared up quickly, and with the support of the State Government we will be able to see, as the first cab off the rank, pop-up bike lanes implemented in the Brisbane CBD. Now, this will obviously be Stage 1 of what down the track will become a larger and wider process, but certainly, to get some lanes down in the CBD to take advantage of the increase in cycling that we’ve seen in recent times, is a good policy outcome and one that would be supported, I think, across both sides of the political fence, or in fact, all three sides of the political fence, and something that—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—I think we can get a good outcome for it. The other thing is this is an opportunity to make sure that we have great access to our new Kangaroo Point bridge that we’re fast-tracking—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Mr Chair, the question was about the projects that are being funded. The LORD MAYOR has mentioned one, but I am extremely interested in how this money is being spent and I appreciate he may not know or may have to take it on notice, but I’d really like to know—

Chair:
No, thank you for your point of order. 

I have been listening to the LORD MAYOR’s answer. 

He’s provided detail about one, and I believe he just said Kangaroo Point bridge, but had only merely begun that point, so I’ll allow him to finish his answer.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, thank you. Look, this is all semantics, because we know that Councillor CASSIDY actually knows the answer to this question—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

LORD MAYOR:
Look, if he wants to ask the question, that’s fine—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Mr Chair, the Meetings Local Law require the questions to be answered, not debated.

Chair:
I understand.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I don’t know the answers and I’m very interested in how this money is being spent, and I would very much like to know the projects.

Chair:
Thank you. Thank you. 

I’ve drawn the LORD MAYOR back to the question. 

I’ve responded to three points of order from you on this. 

I would ask that the LORD MAYOR—I believe the LORD MAYOR is answering the question. 

I’ve given that same response three times, and I would ask that you resist the urge to make the same point of order again, please. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Okay. So, obviously the $5 million pales into insignificance when it’s compared to what other councils with much smaller populations have received. But we’re going to put it to the best use possible by bringing forward projects that can be geared up really quickly. So, the first of those projects is the pop-up bike lanes in the CBD. The second of those projects will be fast-tracking the next stage of the North Brisbane Bikeway—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

LORD MAYOR:
—to Aspley.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor DAVIS.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order—

Councillor DAVIS:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Infrastructure Committee, Councillor McLACHLAN—

Chair:
Councillor DAVIS, there’s a point of order. 


Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Mr Chair, answers to the questions have five minutes to answer. It’s clear that the LORD MAYOR there did have the answer to that question, but chose to speak about lots of other issues.

Chair:
What’s the point of order?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
On relevance, Mr Chair. I have concerns that the rules were not followed and the answer was not provided. That was just a clear breach of the Meetings Local Law.

Chair:
I don’t agree with your interpretation. 


Councillor DAVIS.

Question 7

Councillor DAVIS:
Thank you, Mr Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Infrastructure Committee, Councillor McLACHLAN. With the end of the financial year nearly upon us, can you please inform the Chamber on what the Infrastructure division has achieve during this very difficult period?

Chair:
Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you for the question, Councillor DAVIS. While the last few months of this financial year have thrown up many challenges to everyone in the business of infrastructure construction, our workforce and contractors have met those challenges and have got on with the job of project delivery. Despite recent events, delivery work over the past 12 months has been guided by decisions and budget allocations that follow Council’s roadmap for planning the transport network, always evolving to meet the needs of a constantly growing city.


The roadmap to which I refer is the Transport Plan for Brisbane – Strategic Directions. This, Mr Chair, is the great body of work that was overseen by my predecessor in this role, Councillor Amanda Cooper, who worked with an eminent group of industry experts and the community to create the Transport Plan for Brisbane, and followed then by its implementation plan released in October 2018. Much of the work undertaken by the Infrastructure division over the past 12 months, and for the next 12 months and beyond, is delivery of and on the Transport Plan for Brisbane blueprint, and implementing the Move Safe Brisbane report which followed in its wake. 


Mr Chair, looking specifically at Program 2 outcomes over the past 11 months and two weeks of the current financial year, there are numerous achievements I’d like to highlight. We saw the completion of Wynnum Road Stage 1 in April, which widened Lytton Road to improve its capacity and to reduce travel times. The Murphy and Ellison Road upgrade in Geebung was delivered, which converted a congestion and accident-prone roundabout to a fully signalised intersection. 


In collaboration with the Port of Brisbane, we improved the road infrastructure in Pinkenba to support the new international cruise terminal. The City Botanic Gardens River Hub was constructed, offering even greater opportunity to enjoy one of our city’s great natural assets, and won’t that be fantastic linking up with the Kangaroo Point green bridge in future years.


Community consultation for the north-west transport network was undertaken, involving 19 community sessions. This helped to inform the business case currently underway to provide to the Federal Government. Mr Chair, many of a wide range of smaller scale infrastructure works in the suburbs, just as important as these significant projects, have been delivered by implementing the Transport Plan for Brisbane. They make huge differences in the daily lives of local residents, communities, schools, and businesses.

To name just a few highlights in the 2019-20 financial year, 29 local access network improvement projects progressed to construction. These are typically minor intersection works such as upgrades to traffic islands, pedestrian crossings and signage. We completed a number of important intersection upgrades, including those at Chatsworth, Boundary and Samuels Roads in Coorparoo, Raymont and Grange Roads in Grange, Azalea Street and Eugenia Street in Inala, and Kessels Road and MacGregor Street in MacGregor.

The Waterworks Road upgrade in Ashgrove was also completed in December, which widened some sections of the road and installed dedicated turning lanes to decrease congestion. We worked, Mr Chair, with 198 schools to complete traffic management plans delivering enhanced school zones at seven locations and nine State School travel infrastructure projects, supporting safer active travel to schools for Brisbane families.

A total of 75 kerb and channel improvements and 431 road resurfacing projects were delivered this financial year, creating smoother suburban streets. Another 20 LED ‘slow down’ signs were erected across the city, as well as 20 wildlife awareness monitors. The initiative is important for reducing the potential for accidents on suburban streets.

The popular SAM (speed awareness monitor) signs program continued, with the installation of 28 new SAMs and the rotation of 516 SAMs. The Valentine’s Day, Ekka and Halloween SAMs were also added into Council’s suite of SAM designs, and this initiative continued to deliver results, with speeding vehicles slowing down by eight kilometres per hour on average.

Mr Chair, 2019-20 has undoubtedly been busy, with the completion of several key infrastructure upgrades, and the forward planning for more in the future. My thanks once again to my predecessor, Amanda Cooper, for her role in planning a successful Program 2 in this financial year. I know that, as the MP (Member of Parliament) for Aspley after October, she’ll certainly be getting things done for her electorate and the State. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor CASSIDY.

Question 8

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Chair. My question is to the Chair of Public and Active Transport Committee, Councillor MURPHY. Councillor MURPHY, the LNP has form for having transport rolling stock built overseas without meeting the requirements to be compliant with the Disability Discrimination Act, as evidenced by the Newman Government’s NGR (New Generation Rollingstock) trains fiasco. Can you detail which groups representing people with a disability have been consulted as part of the design process for the new Metro buses?

Chair:
Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes, thanks, Councillor CASSIDY, for the question. I can assure you that Council and TransLink have partnered on design of the vehicle. We have a working group that is overseeing the detailed design of the vehicle at the moment, through the Metro project team. That has involved consultation with disability groups, and of course we will be consulting with them when we bring the pilot vehicle out here midway through next year.


The reality is that this vehicle, right from the very beginning, right from conception of this vehicle, is designed to have full, low-floor access so that people who have a disability can move about the entire cabin. The reality is that we have learnt the lessons watching I think from a distance what happened with the Next Generation Rollingstock which were designed and procured long before the Metro project existed. They were a Bombardier product, designed overseas, built in India and brought here.

They had to have significant modifications made to ensure that people in a wheelchair, that had a disability, could access their toilet cabin. Obviously we don’t have the same issues with the Brisbane Metro vehicles, because they don’t have an onboard toilet, but certainly we want to make sure that we are reaching out to all the stakeholder groups in Brisbane when it comes to those who have a disability, ensuring that these vehicles maintain access for people of all ages, all abilities, because we know that these vehicles will not just be part of the Metro project that ends in 2023, they will be here for the long haul. We know that, with the future capacity that we want to bring on to the network with these vehicles, that people will be riding around in them for a very long time. So, they need to be a product that is future-proof, and the design team in Brisbane Metro is well aware of that. We are all well aware of that, and you will not find a team that is more committed to access and inclusion than Team Schrinner. This is a team that has the runs on the board when it comes to access and inclusion, whether that’s in City Planning, through our universal housing scheme, whether it’s through design of our buses and our future fleet, our CityCats, of course the Bus Stop Accessibility Improvement Program—the bus stop improvement program—this is an Administration absolutely that is committed to ensuring that all people can access our city regardless of whether they have a physical or a mental incapacity, and certainly we’re taking that on board in the design of our signature project, the Brisbane Metro.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor TOOMEY.

Question 9

Councillor TOOMEY:
Thank you, Chair. My question is to the Chair of City Standards, Community Health and Safety Committee, Councillor MARX. Councillor MARX, with further COVID-19 restrictions easing on Queenslanders, can you please update residents on the reopening of Council’s tip shops to the public?

Chair:
Councillor MARX.

Councillor MARX:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair, and I thank Councillor TOOMEY for the question. As most of the Councillors in the Chamber will know, Council’s southside and northside tip shops, which are at Acacia Ridge and Geebung, reopened on Saturday 13 June after being closed as a result of social distancing restrictions in place due to the global coronavirus pandemic. 


The reopening weekend was a huge success, with more than 1,000 transactions, and more than $20,000 in takings, taken in to support the Endeavour Foundation as well as many products saved from landfill. So, the turnout at the weekend reopening is further proof of how valuable our tip shops are to the Brisbane community. 


So, to ensure tip shops could reopen safely, signage was installed at both sites to remind customers to maintain social distancing while browsing. To ensure the safety of staff and residents, and to abide by State Government regulations, only 20 people were admitted inside the tip shop at any one time, and of course hand sanitiser was also available as well as additional staff were on hand to help monitor the maximum capacity in the store.


So, more than 3,600 tonnes of items have been diverted from landfill and sold in these shops, with the first one recently celebrating a decade since opening at Acacia Ridge in May 2010. The two tip shops have attracted more than 487,000 bargain hunters since they opened, and for the new Councillors who don’t know, Endeavour Foundation operates both tips on behalf of Council, and the shops are open every weekend from 8am to 4pm. 


Brisbane residents can donate clean items in working order via any one of our four Council Resource Recovery Centres—that’s at Chandler, Ferny Grove, Nudgee and Willawong. The centres then donate the items to the tip shop for re‑use and the Resource Recovery Centres are open 365 days a year.


Some of the quite unusual items that they’ve had recently turn up at the tip shop is a Beale semi-grand piano, and there was a 780-millimetre tall bikini model statue. I haven’t been informed if that’s still available or not, so if anyone is interested in a bikini model statue, she might still be out there at the tip shop.


The Endeavour Foundation use the funds to support and provide opportunities for people with an intellectual disability so they can live their best lives at home, at work and in the community. They also use the funds to invest in purpose-built accessible housing for people with a disability. So, obviously during this coronavirus time where everyone’s been at home, there’s a lot of people been doing some spring cleaning; they’ve taken all their unwanted goods across the Resource Recovery Centre who then have taken it into the tip shops, and then now people are purchasing it, and those funds are then going on to help other people. So, what they say about one man’s trash is another one’s treasure is very true, and in this case, our tip shops provide a win-win-win for everybody. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor CASSIDY.

Question 10

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Public and Active Transport Committee, Councillor MURPHY. Councillor MURPHY, over the weekend, the LORD MAYOR tweeted out designs for the new footbridge at Kangaroo Point, and the Council spokesman, or the Administration’s spokesperson, told the media the bridge would cost $190 million. How do you intend to stick to the $550 million budget for five bridges if one costs $190 million, and is that why the LORD MAYOR went into hiding?

Chair:
Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes, thanks very much, Councillor CASSIDY, for the question. The reality is that, when the LORD MAYOR announced the Green Bridges Program, he announced that Council would be making a $550 million contribution to the program. It was capped at that. So, that’s what we will be spending on the Green Bridges Program. We know that to deliver the five bridges in the program, we will need State and Federal contributions for those projects. We have said that from the very beginning. You can go back and you can read the LORD MAYOR’s statements at the time that he announced the Green Bridges Program. It was the first thing that he announced on the day that he became the LORD MAYOR.


It was a great day. I remember it well. I was smiling from ear to ear, because I know, like all of my colleagues know, that this program is a fantastic way for us to change the way that people move around our city. It means getting away from those car-centric projects that Campbell Newman and Graham Quirk continued, and getting on board with public transport, active transport, changing the journeys that people can take in our city. We’re really excited about the Kangaroo Point bridge that we released the vision of on the weekend. 

Those designs, I think you’ll agree, Councillor CASSIDY, are indeed quite striking, are quite iconic. Of course, when you put these things out there, you know, art is subjective. Bridge design is subjective. You ask five different architects their opinion on whether a bridge looks good, you’ll get five different answers. But, you know, we put it out there. We’ve put it up on multiple social media platforms, and so far, I can see we’ve received nothing but praise for the iconic design of the Kangaroo Point green bridge. 

Now, does it cost a lot of money? $190 million—that is a significant investment. It is a significant investment. You will not find anyone in the team that doesn’t go, wow, that’s a lot of money to spend on a bridge. But this bridge has been talked about since the 1860s. It’s a bridge that has been on multiple levels of governments’ wish list for a very long time, and it will be this Administration, this LORD MAYOR, who will actually deliver it. 

So, yes, Council is up for the full cost of that bridge. We are committed to delivering that one. It’s because we need to fast-track those bridges, to create the jobs that Brisbane needs right now. We know that we have 135,000 people out of work in this city, and if we were relying, Councillor CASSIDY, on the Australian Labor Party, through the $5 million that we received from Works to Queensland to pick up the tab and create jobs in Brisbane, then we know we’d be waiting a very long time indeed. 

So, the LORD MAYOR is committed to fast-tracking that project, to getting that project happening. We’ve brought forward the delivery date of the Kangaroo Point green bridge. It was originally slated to be completed in 2025. We’ve brought that forward to 2023. We brought that forward for a very good reason—not only because we can create those active transport opportunities here in Brisbane, but because, as the LORD MAYOR announced with the CBD cycling opportunities that will be announced tomorrow in the budget, supported by the State Government program, we have a lot to connect into.

So, that bridge, as I said, will come off Scott Street at Kangaroo Point. It will connect in with the City Botanic Gardens, and will provide an opportunity for walkers and cyclists, particularly those who live in the Kangaroo Point peninsula, in Councillor SRI’s ward, to move into an important economic and cultural precinct for our city. 

A lot of people are under the false impression, I’ll say, that because Kangaroo Point is so close to the CBD that it’s really easy to move in and around Kangaroo Point for a large number of people. The reality is actually anything but. There are tens of thousands of people that live in Kangaroo Point who don’t have easy access to public transport, so they still have to use cars to get around our city. Given how close they are to the CBD, that just shouldn’t be the case. 

That’s why the Kangaroo Point will allow us to take 83,000 cars off Brisbane streets every year, connecting that precinct that, despite the fact that it seems like it would have good public transport, actually doesn’t have a train, it has relatively few buses. It does have, obviously, the Story Bridge, but that doesn’t create a direct route into the CBD. 

Often times it’s difficult for people to get to the access points to get on to the Story Bridge, or to get around the other way, they’ve got to go via the Kangaroo Point bikeway all the way around to the Goodwill Bridge and take that detour in via QUT, which might not necessarily be close to the destination that they’re trying to get to in the CBD.


So, the Kangaroo Point bridge will be a game changer. As I said before, this will create a whole new way to move around our city—

Chair:
Councillor MURPHY, Councillor MURPHY, your time has expired.

Councillor MURPHY:
—and I’m really excited about that project.

Chair:
Councillors, that concludes Question Time. 


Councillors, I draw your attention to the consideration of Committee reports.

CONSIDERATION OF COMMITTEE REPORTS:

ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR (Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER), Chair of the Establishment and Coordination Committee, moved, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS), that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 8 June 2020, be adopted. 

Chair:
Is there any debate? 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I seek the following further information about item C, which is the Community Grants Policy. The E&C report, on page 10 in the draft resolution, states that the Establishment and Coordination Committee, and the Chief Executive Officer, will be approving all grants. In the policy, which is clause C, Attachment B, under applicability, this policy, it says, applies to all Council grants and Councillor discretionary funds. 


I’m just seeking to clarify whether or not the LMCF (Lord Mayor’s Community Fund) is now going to be administered by E&C and/or the Chief Executive Officer, as stated in the policy?

Chair:
Thank you. 

The LORD MAYOR—I am sure has heard that question and I’m sure he will answer if time permits. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Before I move into the formal items, I just wanted to cover a couple of matters that came up in Question Time. The first was the stunt motion from the Labor Party, the Labor Opposition, which literally was an insult to everyone’s intelligence that the day before the budget, they can move a motion which will have any kind of effect on the budget. I can tell you, Councillor CASSIDY, the budget went to print last week. So, any idea that you could change the budget literally within 24 hours—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—within 24 hours is just—it just goes to show this was nothing more than a political stunt. It is part of the Labor Party’s desperate searching around in the dark to try and find some relevance after their election drubbing. 


But, the best way to be relevant, Councillor CASSIDY, is to actually have some vision for the city and some positive ideas, rather than these types of stunts which make no difference to anyone. I have said consistently when I’m asked about this question, when I’m asked about the budget or when I’m asked about rates, is that we will have that at the forefront of our mind throughout the budget process. I’ve said that—I’ve been saying that now for months. That the needs, that the recovery of the community of residents and businesses, is at the forefront of our minds as we went through the budget process. So, I say that again today: as we developed what was the most difficult budget I have seen in almost 15 years in Council, and probably the most difficult economic circumstances that we have seen as a city Council ever, certainly since the Council was established in 1925, that was at the forefront of our mind. 

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Those difficult circumstances—

Chair:
No interjections, please. 


Please continue, LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
—and making sure that we do what we can to support the community and business and relieve the pressure on them at the moment that is coming from all angles.


So, I simply repeat that again today, we didn’t need a motion, a political stunt motion, from Councillor CASSIDY to have that at the forefront of our minds. It was already at the forefront of our minds. But, Councillor CASSIDY, one more sleep to go. There’s just one more sleep until all of those, I guess, questions that you have are answered, and one more sleep until we can get on with the budget for the new financial year which supports the recovery of our city.


On another issue that came up in Question Time this afternoon, the issue of the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund. Now, the very nature of the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund has, from day one, been a discretionary fund. Now, you can dress it up whichever way you like, Councillor JOHNSTON, but it will be a discretionary fund if you give out grants—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

LORD MAYOR:
—in this manner to—

Chair:
Point of order; Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Mr Chairman, I appreciate the LORD MAYOR’s speaking directly to me, but I know you think that’s a big no-no, and presume you would ask him to speak through you to the Chair as you have in previous weeks.

Chair:
All Councillors will maintain talking about other Councillors in the third person and direct all comments to others through the Chair. 


LORD MAYOR. 

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Another pointless point of order from Councillor JOHNSTON, which wastes the time of every Councillor in here.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order; Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Mr Chair, the LORD MAYOR is being extremely disrespectful of me and of your ruling. This is not my ruling, it’s yours, and I would ask that you ensure it’s implemented in a fair way to all Councillors.

Chair:
I believe that I put a great deal of effort into being fair to all Councillors and applying the rules evenly. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Look, I also agree that you are extremely fair and extremely tolerant of interruptions, misuse of points of order for debate, and for seeking relevance. As I said earlier, I encourage you to keep up the good work in very difficult circumstances with certain Councillors in this place.


But back to the matter that I was talking about, the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund, by its nature, was always a discretionary fund. The legislation introduced by the State Government says it is perfectly fine to have discretionary funds. There must be various levels of oversight with those discretionary funds. There must be approval processes put in place with those discretionary funds. But there should be a strict cap or limit on those funds. So, the State Government is simply saying yes, it’s okay to have discretionary funds, and the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund is, by any measure, a discretionary fund, but there should be a limit on the amount of funding. 

So, what Councillor JOHNSTON has been suggesting, through you, Mr Chair, is that we circumvent State Government legislation to allocate more funding for a discretionary fund by dressing it up somehow as though it’s not discretionary. Now, there is a very big difference between the Suburban Enhancement Fund and the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund. 

The Suburban Enhancement Fund is effectively about Councillors doing capital works in most cases to improve community and Council assets, mainly Council assets. The funding in that Suburban Enhancement Fund, in many ways, is capital funding, and it improves things like parks and footpaths and a range of other important community infrastructure assets. 

The Lord Mayor’s Community Fund, in the main, is giving grants to third parties, giving funding to third parties. It has always been done with a significant involvement from the local Councillor. That was always the attraction of the fund. It gave local Councillors the ability to work with their communities to provide support where it’s needed the most. That, by its nature, is a discretionary fund. 

So, yes, there will be changes to the way this operates. There is a cap that’s put on, but we cannot pretend that this is anything other than a discretionary fund. It’s giving out significant grants and funding to third parties, and that is—we have had all the legal advice—very different to the Suburban Enhancement Fund. It is giving grants to third parties. It is a discretionary fund, and I certainly would counsel against any attempts to try and circumvent the legislation from the State Government. 

By all means, you can disagree with that legislation. We often have disagreements about State Government legislation, and that is Councillor JOHNSTON’s right to disagree with, it is other Councillors’ right to disagree with. But this law is in place, and we are required to comply with it, and that is what we will be doing.

So, moving on, Mr Chair, tomorrow marks Red Apple Day, which is an awareness day in Bowel Cancer Awareness Month. Bowel cancer claims the lives of 103 Australians every week, but the good news is, it is also one of the most treatable types of cancer if found early. The apple is symbolic of the charity’s message, which is bowel cancer is treatable and beatable if detected early. To show our support, Council will be tonight lighting up the Story Bridge and Victoria Bridge in red and green. 

This week also marks Men’s Health Awareness Week, and the Story Bridge and Victoria Bridge and Reddacliff Place sculptures will be lit in blue to show our support. This light up has been organised by the Prostate Cancer Foundation of Australia who are dedicated to reducing the impact of prostate cancer on Australian men, their partners, their families, through awareness and understanding.

Item A before us, Mr Chair, is the submission relating to the Cooperative Research Centre (CRC) for Water Sensitive Cities. This is an ongoing arrangement which we have proposed to be renewed. The CRC brings together world-renowned experts and industry leaders from various disciplines to transform cities through water sustainability in both Australia and overseas. 

The participation agreement that is being debated today implements an extension of the partnership agreement. The agreement is in the same format and under the same conditions as the previous agreement. The proposed new agreement will continue until June 2021 at a cost of $60,000 in cash and $30,000 in in-kind contribution from Council. The payment of $30,000 has already been made under the previous agreement.

Item B is the Significant Contracting Plan for the dry hire of specialist mobile plant at quarries and asphalt plants. Obviously, as we gear up and continue to do works across our infrastructure asset base, we have a need to hire equipment from time to time. Obviously, the dry hire is the hire of the equipment itself without staff. We use our own staff to operate that equipment. But there is definitely a need to have that ability to hire equipment on an as-need basis. 

We do, obviously, have our own equipment for many different types of work, but the level of work is variable and can gear up in certain years and can drop off in other years—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.
708/2019-20
At that point, the LORD MAYOR was granted an extension of time on the motion of the DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor ADAMS, seconded by Councillor Sandy LANDERS.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, 10 minutes.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. As I was mentioning, the need to hire equipment is there given the cyclical nature of some of the work that we do and having the ability to hire equipment on an as-need basis is important.


The other advantage of this is that we can get access to quite a modern fleet of equipment, equipment which is less than five years old, which adds some reliability and also reduces our ongoing issues when it comes to maintenance. There’s minimal down time as it is the owner’s responsibility to keep the plant operating and maintained. So, there’s no capital outlay required as well when it comes to the dry hire of this equipment. So, obviously, an ongoing arrangement that we would like to see extended and renewed through that process.


Item C is the amendment of the corporate rule AP119 Community Grants Policy. This formal submission includes updates to Council’s grants policy guideline AP119 that Council has been required to make as a result of local government legislative arrangements the State Government put through last year.


These Local Government legislative amendments require Council to provide more detailed guidelines for grants policies and, in particular, more detailed guidelines to reflect the new requirements for discretionary funds. Therefore, as part of Council’s new requirements outlined by this recent change to local government legislation, this submission includes updates to Council’s grants policy to include the new reporting requirements for Councillors allocating discretionary funds.


A Councillor must, within seven business days of making an allocation, provide the CEO with a notice about the allocation and details of that allocation. Listing of the approved applications must then be published on Council’s website within another seven days. The definition of a community organisation has been updated to align with the definitions listed in the City of Brisbane Act to capture not‑for‑profit organisations and other organisations that carry out activity for a public purpose.


The guidelines have also been updated to outline further detail regarding the grant assessment process and accountability measures that Council has in place to provide further clarity to community organisations and Councillors about how decisions to allocate discretionary funds are made. 


This also updates the conflict of interest procedures. Councillors will be required to seek CEO direction and approval prior to allocation of discretionary funds if a Councillor has an actual or perceived conflict of interest. So, the submission also aligns the terminology to legislative requirements, as set out in the City of Brisbane Act, and also the Regulation. The updates and changes included within item C are necessary to enable the Council to update the guidelines of the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund AP120. So, there’s a separate set of guidelines for the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund AP120, and all Councillors will be informed about those updates once the process is finalised. 


So, grant funding and discretionary funding are two separate things, and they have different delegations. So, the grants are as per the resolution before us—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I am listening closely to the LORD MAYOR, but on the material that we’ve been given in attachment C—sorry, Clause C, attachment B, under ‘Applicability’, it’s very clearly saying—

Chair:
Are you making a point of order?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—AP119 is that this policy, AP119, applies to Council—

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, what’s the point of order?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
That there’s a problem whether or not this is legal. AP119, which we’re being asked to approve here, and what the LORD MAYOR is saying, is different. This says Councillor discretionary funds are covered under AP119, and under this resolution today it says the power to approve those grants is being given to E&C and/or the CEO. So, the LORD MAYOR is seeming to say that it’s not, but that’s what the documents we’ve got in front of us are saying today. So, I don’t understand why this AP119 applies to discretionary funds and why the delegation is to E&C.

Chair:
All right. No, no, I’m going to stop you now. Okay, what I’m going to say is that the advice the LORD MAYOR has provided is different to what you have said—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
It is.

Chair:
I’m going to—no, please don’t; are you with me? I am giving a response. I am going to ask for an opinion.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Excellent.

Chair:
However, I will allow the LORD MAYOR to continue his presentation. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Mr Chair, I was just explaining that there’s a difference between grant funding and Councillor discretionary funding. This submission, in the main, applies to grant funding, but also touches on the matter of discretionary funding, but it is also important to enable AP120, which is the next policy that I referred to before, which relates specifically to the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund. 

So, this policy covers all grants. It also refers to certain guidelines for discretionary funds, and this is the enabling submission for us to update AP120 next, which is the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund. So, this has a wider remit than just the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund; this covers all grants and the procedures for all grants, but it does also allow us to update the procedures for AP120, the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund guidelines, which will be updated assuming this submission is approved through Council.

Then we’ll get in touch with Councillors as soon as possible about that updated policy, to make sure that everyone is aware of how it works, aware of your obligations, aware of the legislative requirements when it comes to the use of that discretionary funding through the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund.

So, this has been very carefully checked by Brisbane City Legal practice and our Chief Legal Officer. This is very much fully compliant with the legislation and the regulation, and this is very much something that we do need to do to make sure there are appropriate processes in place so that we are beyond reproach when it comes to the approval of grants and also discretionary funds. 

Chair:
Further speakers—

LORD MAYOR:
Just—sorry, Mr Chair—

Chair:
Oh, excuse me, LORD MAYOR, please continue. That was my error.

LORD MAYOR:
Okay. Item D I’ll just touch on briefly. I know I’ve taken a little bit more time than I would have liked. Item D relates to the Audit Committee and the Audit Committee Charter. The Audit Committee reviews Council’s internal audit report on operation risk control measures. Throughout the year Council works with the Audit Committee and the Queensland Audit Office to ensure we meet all of our audit requirements. 

The establishment of an audit committee is a requirement of the City of Brisbane Regulation. Council has an independent audit committee which has been in place for at least 25 years, since it became a requirement first. The Audit Committee is independent of the business of Council. So, we’re not talking about Council officers assessing Council officers here. This is an independent committee. 

The scope is outlined in the City of Brisbane Council Audit Committee Charter. The membership of the Committee, pursuant to section 200 of the Regulation, sets the Audit Committee for the next four years to 30 June 2024. The following members will be appointed: the Chair, Mr Paul Shipley; independent member, Mr Mitchell Petrie; independent member, Ms Gail Dukes; and independent member, Ms Catherine de Reuter de Walt.

These are all very experienced people, and have the suitable qualifications and expertise required to undertake the work and objectives of the Committee. Both the Chair and Mr Petrie have previously demonstrated their capacity and valuable service to the Audit Committee. The Audit Committee Charter sets out the objectives, the authority, responsibilities, composition and tenure, as well as reporting and administrative requirements. So, I’ll submit that for the consideration of all Councillors. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further debate?


Councillor CASSIDY.

Seriatim - Clause D
	Councillor Jared CASSIDY requested that Clause D, BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL AUDIT COMMITTEE AND CHARTER, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor CASSIDY:
I might start on item C, the Community Grants Policy, AP119. There does seem to be some confusion, even from what the LORD MAYOR has just said and the advice that I’ve received from the CEO about this policy. But essentially, this AP119 is before us as a result of recommendations by the CCC (Crime and Corruption Commission) and changes to the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012. 

Council is obviously legally required to make changes to the grants policy, but what we saw ensue earlier in this meeting and here, what’s before us today, is that the item fails to tackle the changes to the AP120 that would be required to ensure that its function can remain and we can continue to support community groups through the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund.


I think the LORD MAYOR is being mischievous and is misleading the people of Brisbane when he says that changes couldn’t be made to ensure that a higher level of funding could be available for community organisations. So, what we should be doing is reviewing and approving a new policy, which would be AP120, in line with this one, to ensure that the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund could remain unchanged in its level of funding but fundamentally change in the way in which it is approved, and that is something that could happen. It’s something that Council was required to do last year with the delegations for the Suburban Enhancement Fund. 

They were at the discretion of Councillors, and granted that approving funding for capital projects is different to approving funding for community groups, the precedent is there, and a delegation to a committee, whether it’s the Lifestyle and Community Services Committee or the Establishment and Coordination Committee, which would not be ideal, or in fact the CEO, could have been made.

Those grants and allocations could have been done on the recommendation of a local Councillor but with appropriate oversight of a group of Councillors, or the CEO independent of that Councillor, would ensure that we would have met the requirements under the regulations. So, I don’t for one minute take the LORD MAYOR at his word that this is the only option for this Council.

So, the LORD MAYOR needs to stop blaming the State Government for this and bring an amendment to the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund policy. We have that template, as we said, that something along the lines of the Suburban Enhancement Fund, where those projects are approved at a committee level. So, the simple fix, instead of the one Councillor approving the grant, the Council make a recommendation. It’s not very hard, Chair, so I’m not sure why the LORD MAYOR is arguing so forcefully against this. 

One can only assume that, in the lead-up to a State election, this LORD MAYOR wants to try and score some political points against State Labor MPs by slashing the level of community funding, Chair, and then blaming someone else for it. But we know that this is on his head, Chair.

The Lord Mayor’s Community Fund supported over 1,100 projects last year, 1,180 projects across Brisbane, and by failing to bring a new policy here today, the LORD MAYOR is admitting through his actions and his words that he is cutting funding, and this LNP Administration is cutting funding for vital community projects—projects like these, Chair. In the Bracken Ridge Ward, projects like the launch of a compost hub at the Fitzgibbon Community Centre; or a new ride-on mower for the Aspley Memorial Club; or upgrades to the toilets at the Bald Hills Memorial Hall; or an electric timing system for the Bracken Ridge Swimming Club, will all be put at jeopardy.

In the Doboy Ward, Chair, junior bikes, roller trainers and travel boxes for the Balmoral Cycling Club would be slashed; Christmas carols at the Bayside Uniting Church wouldn’t go ahead; new signage for the Carina Senior Citizens Club is at jeopardy. In your ward, Chair, the three SunSafe grandstands at Downey Park Netball Association would be in jeopardy; the Ashgrove-Gap Carols by Candlelight could face the chopping block; and an exercise program for over 60s at the Mitchy Day Club could be put at risk. 

In the Calamvale Ward, Chair, a new printer for the Calamvale National Seniors; a wireless timing system for the Rocklea Swim Team; performers for the 2019 Australia India Day celebrations might not be able to proceed. In the Coorparoo Ward, Chair, a new gas hot water system for the junior clubhouse at the Annerley Recreation Club; replacement of lights at the Brisbane Metro Touch Association; and a new computer for the Coorparoo RSL may not be a reality because of the decision that this LORD MAYOR is taking today. 

In the Marchant Ward, Chair, a first-aid defibrillator for the Samaritans Kedron Parish; the first-aid training and woodworking classes for the Stafford and Community Men’s Shed; and repairs to the Memorial Forecourt at the Geebung, Zillmere, Bald Hills, Aspley RSL branch, which is now in my ward, may never proceed again because of this LORD MAYOR’s decision. 

In the Northgate Ward, new signage for the Banyo kindy; painting for the Northern Suburbs Bowls Club clubhouse; and buying toiletries for people in need, a project run by the Wavell Swimmers Club, is all at jeopardy because of this LORD MAYOR’s decision, Chair.

 
In my ward, just a very recent one we did was allocate funding to SANDBAG for their free and confidential phone service which is, particularly at the moment, through COVID-19, helping people who are particularly vulnerable in our community, having someone to reach out to, and to talk to on the other end of the line. 


So, this LORD MAYOR had an opportunity for weeks now to devise a system—more than that, Chair, actually—he’s had months and months, to devise a system in which the level of funding could remain, or in fact could increase, because that’s what needs to happen when we really think about it. These vital projects are often squeezed and only partially funded because there’s not enough funding to go around. 

The LORD MAYOR had a choice to make, and it was a very simple choice. He could either act on one hand, Chair, for the residents of Brisbane and to devise a very simple solution to ensure that this community funding could remain at its current level, and that Councillors could make the recommendation to a committee or to the CEO for this funding to be allocated—that was one choice he had to support the community. The other choice he had, Chair, was to score a couple of cheap political points—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor ADAMS. 

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Can I just question the relevance of Councillor CASSIDY’s debate. I think he is missing the point. The report today is debating, making sure we’ve got a policy that community organisations can be eligible for grants to Council. He’s talking about what was formerly known as the Suburban—

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor ADAMS. I understand the point that you’re making. 

The Councillor has been speaking for some time on the matter of the LMCF, I am waiting on advice to the question from earlier. However, the LORD MAYOR did indicate that they are two separate policies. 

The Councillor, I believe, has also moved on, so I would ask that Councillor CASSIDY has spent seven minutes and 10 seconds on this matter, and I ask him—there’s quite a bit of content—and I ask him to cover that content, please. 


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, thanks, Chair, and the LORD MAYOR certainly talked about the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund in what he talked about. He said that this policy before us today, AP119, would have flow-on effects to AP120, which I was referring to, which is the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund.


However, and I will come to this point now, and read for Councillors’ benefit—whether they have received that or not—advice I received from the CEO, which seems to contradict what the LORD MAYOR said in that the proposed policy does not change the delegation for the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund which remains a Councillor discretionary fund. He said that this policy is obviously separate to the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund, and to the AP250, the Lord Mayor’s Suburban Enhancement Fund. Under the legislation, Council must adopt a grants policy, and the policy must include criteria for grants to community organisations and discretionary funds for community purposes.


So, the legislation is quite clear that we need guidelines for the grants that Council hands out, we need guidelines for the process in which capital funding is allocated through the Suburban Enhancement Fund, and we need guidelines for discretionary funding to community organisations. Now, two of those things have been dealt with before the budget. Last year we had—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
And I apologise to Councillor CASSIDY, but, Mr Chairman, I must draw your attention to paragraph 46 of item C on page 9. It extremely clearly says that this policy applies to Councillor discretionary grants. I’m even more confused now, if the CEO is saying it doesn’t, but our written advice is saying it does, and the LORD MAYOR was confused. We need to know. This is in black and white, paragraph 46, as well as in the attachment.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor JOHNSTON. 

Could you please allow me a moment? 


Councillor JOHNSTON, I have expanded my request for further information to include paragraph 46. I trust that afternoon tea will be relatively soon, and that will provide us more time to talk to the Chief Legal Officer, and I will provide the information I receive back to the group. 


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, thanks, Chair. So, as I was saying, the advice from the CEO is quite clear, that these guidelines for all of these grants, the capital expenditure at Councillor discretion, and the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund discretionary fund require updated guidelines which we’re getting here today with AP119 around community grants, and his advice specifically talks about allocating the inclusion of new reporting requirements for Councillors after allocating discretionary funds. So, it talks about these discretionary funds in this advice, but then goes on to say that the proposed policy does not change the delegation for the LMCF, which is quite clearly a decision by this Administration to keep it as it was, which through their decision and their decision alone means that, by law, the level of funding will have to drop.


We all knew that would have been the case. Very simple arithmetic told you that when you looked at the level of rates income that this Council receives, that if this Council, and if this LORD MAYOR and this Administration didn’t make changes to the way these delegations were done, under law they would have to cut the funding. They would have to cut the funding. The LORD MAYOR would have to cut the funding. 

It’s not a decision that any minister or State MP has made; it is a decision that this LORD MAYOR has made. It is a political decision. It is a cynical, political decision that this LORD MAYOR, Adrian SCHRINNER, has made to cut community funding because he would rather pick a fight with the State Government in the lead-up to the State election than actually lead in the interests of residents and ratepayers of Brisbane. 

So, that is extremely disappointing that we’re not having an updated guideline come through this Council before this budget, because we know now, from his words last week and from Councillor HOWARD’s words this week, that they have made a cynical, political decision in this budget to slash the level of community funding going to those community groups, which is an absolute shame and an absolute disgrace. 

This item before us, of course, is something that we need to have to meet our legal requirements, but—

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, your time has expired. 
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At that point, the Leader of the Opposition was granted an extension of time on the motion of Councillor Charles STRUNK, seconded by Councillor Kara COOK.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Chair. So, that is a huge disappointment, and this Administration should hang their heads in shame.


On the other items before us, clause A is the Cooperative Research Centre for Water Sensitive Cities. It’s approving, as the LORD MAYOR said, another 12‑month agreement with the Cooperative Research Centre, something which we have been a part of since the 1990s, participating in a specific annual agreement since 2013. It includes a cost today of around $60,000 in cash and $30,000 in-kind contribution from Council, but we think that is a worthwhile initiative to support, so we will be supporting item A.


Clause B is to terminate the existing tender process for the hire of dump trucks, excavators, water trucks, loaders, for use at Bracalba and at Mt Coot-tha quarries, Eagle Farm and Riverview asphalt plants, and a temporary asphalt stockpile. What is before us today is an admission that the process which is going ahead now is one that should have happened at the first point. We would not have needed to open up a tender process again if this Administration had just done it properly in the first place. Instead of just picking one tenderer through a sole source arrangement, we actually should have had a panel which would have got us a better result, which, ultimately, we’re getting now. But again, it’s wasted money and wasted time. But the outcome is reasonable enough, Chair.


Clause D, the Audit Committee and Charter, the reason obviously this is here is because the make-up of the Audit Committee is a legal requirement under the City of Brisbane Regulation 2010. We have had significant concerns with the way in which this Committee reports back to Council and the secrecy around which certain documents are kept from Councillors. We get a very brief precis of what is discussed at those Committee meetings, but no real detail about the issues and how they are impacting on Council’s operation. 

The regulation requires us to appoint this Committee for the four-year term, so we realise that that needs to be done. The two main points here are the appointment of the independent members and the Chair, and a change in this item from last time is that the delegation of power to fill casual vacancies now rests with the Establishment and Coordination Committee instead of with full Council. We do note that there are no Councillors on this Committee. It is made up of Council officers like the CEO and CFO (Chief Financial Officer), a representative of the Queensland Auditor‑General, or the Queensland Audit Office, as well as these independent members we have before us today.

We also have concerns that E&C will set the remuneration of these independent Committee members. There’s no transparency around which public money is being expended. It will be kept secret. There may be a discussion that appears in the E&C minutes, but we assume that the level of that remuneration will be kept secret, not only from us but also from the people of Brisbane who are funding this. We have consistently and frequently raised concerns around the secrecy of this Committee and the way in which they report to us, the elected representatives of the people of Brisbane who sit in Council.

So, we accept there is a requirement to have the Audit Committee, but given the concern around the secrecy of this Committee, and the changes that this Administration has chosen to make in giving the Establishment and Coordination Committee more power over this Committee than the Council itself, we won’t be voting in favour of this item.

Chair:
Further speakers—

Councillor LANDERS:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order; Councillor LANDERS.

ADJOURNMENT:
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At that time, 3.58pm, it was resolved on the motion of Councillor Sandy LANDERS, seconded by Councillor Sarah HUTTON, that the meeting adjourn for a period of 15 minutes, to commence only when all Councillors had left the meeting

Council stood adjourned at 4.00pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Councillors, we have quorum. 

Are there further speakers? 


Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Yes, thanks, Mr Chair; I wish to speak briefly on item A, an agreement between Council and the Centre for Water Sensitive Cities—sorry, the Cooperative Research Centre for Water Sensitive Cities. Our ongoing commitment to waterway health in Brisbane is articulated in Council’s positioning statement: Brisbane. Clean, Green and Sustainable 2017-2031.


The Administration has a long history on working to improve our water quality and waterway health in this city, and I welcome Councillor CASSIDY’s support for this item. Brisbane City Council has been in partnership with the CRC for Water Sensitive Cities and its predecessors since the 1990s, delivering innovative solutions to improving the liveability of cities by managing water sustainably.


The agreement between Council and the centre is a collaborative investment with world renowned industry leaders and experts from both Australia and overseas. Through this partnership, Council will continue to have access to the forefront of innovation and technology. Council has had an agreement with the centre since 2013, and we have continuously supported the centre and the ongoing agreement over the years to ensure best practice in water management.


To date the partnership has delivered cutting edge technology, tools and on‑the‑ground solutions that will improve the liveability of our city. Some examples of the results of the partnership is the stormwater harvesting systems, stormwater modelling, and WaterSmart street trees. The stormwater harvesting programs are helping community groups as well to save money on water through delivering irrigation systems for sports fields and parks.


The work of the Centre has generated new technology to better harvest stormwater, to grow trees and provide greater shade while also reducing tree mortality rate. The service provided by the Centre will inform future natural infrastructure and asset investment and planning for waterways and wetlands across our city. The partnership gives Council access and ability to analyse different options and recommend the best outcomes with respect to urban heat, sustainable water use and management of stormwater quantity and quality. It provides countless savings and ensures Council can remain at the forefront of best practice. I support this item and recommend it to the Chamber. Thank you, Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor JOHNSTON. 

Councillor JOHNSTON, in response to your earlier questions around item C, I’ve been provided the following advice. Section 186 of the City of Brisbane Regulation provides that Council may give grants to a community organisation if the purpose of the grant is in the public’s interest and it meets the criteria of the grants policy. 


Section 187 of the Regulation provides that Council must adopt a Community Grants Policy. Section 194 of the Regulation provides that a Councillor may allocate the Councillor’s discretionary funds to a community organisation for a community purpose only if it is consistent with the Council’s Community Grants Policy. The delegation is in respect to section 186 of the Regulation. Council Discretionary Funds for Community Purpose under section 194 are approved by the Councillor in accordance with AP120.


In regards to paragraph 46, the position is consistent with the sections outlined in that section, and reflects the position which is already provided in AP119. For further explanation, the disbursements out of the discretionary fund using AP120 must be consistent with AP119, and that is what paragraph 46 says. The Council’s approach to providing grants to community organisations is set out—the requirements are set out in AP119, but the operations—and this isn’t what’s—this is my addition for your benefit—the operation of the discretionary fund is set out in AP120. Okay, all right. 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Your comments disturb me even further, because it’s very clear to me—sorry, I rise to speak with relation to item C. Your comments disturb me even further with respect to the statutory process that is unfolding here. I will just preface this by saying that I’ve raised two weeks ago, and again today, my concerns about the LORD MAYOR’s decision to unnecessarily cut this funding. 

It is very clear that this is a direct decision taken by the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, and all of the LNP Councillors who support these cuts that are coming tomorrow for community groups in the Council budget. I do not. Nor do the LORD MAYOR’s ridiculous and juvenile chidings that we can’t make any changes to how we administer the grants scheme. That is completely incorrect, and it happens on a regular basis.

Clearly, we need a policy related to the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund that is an approval process that meets our statutory requirements to ensure that the fund’s amount can be kept without breaching the requirements of the State Government funding.

Now, yes, that might mean the nature of the funds have changed, but would I prefer that it takes an extra week to go through the Lifestyle Committee to get approval there, or would I prefer the funding to be cut—and they’re the only two choices that I’m aware of—well, certainly it’s the first one. I do not want to see the funding cut, and it’s disgraceful that the LNP Councillors and the LORD MAYOR are preferring that option than a proactive decision to support a change in policy.

Now, with respect to item C before us today, I agree completely with all of the statutory provisions that were read out, but the fundamental problem has still not been addressed, and I’m going to address my comments to the fundamental problem. 

One, AP120 is not mentioned anywhere in this document whatsoever, in the Council papers or in the attachments. All references to it today by the LORD MAYOR, by the Chair of Council, not referenced anywhere in here whatsoever. So, clearly, whatever this AP120 change or whatever that might be, it's not envisaged in this document. This is what the policy actually says that is being approved here today. I just urge all Councillors to remember; we are personally reliable for the expenditure of these funds. 

Paragraph 46 says the following, ‘AP119 Community Grants Policy (the Policy) outlines Council’s approach to providing grants to community organisations. The Policy also sets out the requirements for use of Councillor discretionary funds as required by section 194 of the Regulation which states that funds are allocated in a way that is consistent with Council’s Community Grants Policy.’ Fine. That means, number one, Councillor discretionary grants are covered by AP119. It’s stated in black and white.

Now, the LORD MAYOR said earlier today they weren’t. Apparently, the CEO of Council has written to the Leader of the Opposition saying they are not covered, yet it is extremely clear in the advice that we are given today that they are covered. If there was any doubt, you only have to read Attachment B which is the policy itself, and this is where the problem occurs. AP119 Community Grants Policy Applicability is the heading. This policy applies to all Council grants and Councillor discretionary funds provided for community projects but does not apply to sponsorship subsidies and donations.

So, let me be clear, this policy applies to all Council grants and Councillor discretionary funds. Again, it’s in the actual policy document. Now, here’s the bigger problem. The policy document goes on to talk about how Councillors can allocate funds, and that’s in clause J—J is the clause in the attachment—and it goes over several pages. It appears to allow Councillors to allocate funds in the same way they always have. However, again, it makes it very clear in both this policy document and the Council papers before us today, that the delegation for approval of grants under this policy is being made by Establishment and Coordination Committee and the Chief Executive Officer.

Now, twice today I’ve raised this issue, and the Chair of Council has not addressed it in any way in respect to the concerns that I have raised. This policy clearly states that all grants under AP119, which include all of the named Council grants and the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund, will have a delegated approval by the Establishment and Coordination Committee and the Chief Executive Officer.

Now, that’s what’s stated very clearly, page 10, Attachment A, draft resolution. Either that should be amended to include Councillors having approval to make decisions on grants, because that seems to be what the intention is, but that is not what is in the document that is before us today. Clearly, we are being asked to approve a policy that includes discretionary funds. Clearly, the policy before us today is giving power for approval of those discretionary funds grants to the Establishment and Coordination Committee and the Chief Executive Officer of Council.

Now, I suspect it’s not the intention of Council to take away those powers from Councillors. The LORD MAYOR has made his intention pretty clear. He wants to cut the funds and let Councillors allocate next to nothing. However, the written policy documents we are being asked to approve here today gives delegated approval for all grants under this policy to the Establishment and Coordination Committee and the Chief Executive Officer. It’s clearly on page 10 of the Council report before us today.

Now, do I think that we should be proceeding without having this matter cleared up, because it was not addressed in the Chair’s comments earlier today. I understand the intention, which is to allow Councillors to continue to allocate discretionary funding, but the policy documents and the delegated approvals being issued here today do not say that. 

Now, this is not the first time that the LNP has stuffed this up. We found out for years the LNP were allowing officers to issue leases when there was no approval to do so. We are going to find that there will be a problem down the track with this as well, because what the LORD MAYOR has said is different, and what the CEO has clearly said to Councillor CASSIDY, based on his verbal advice, is clearly different to what is in this policy before us today.

Now, the fact that you want to continue to do this without making sure that these things have been done properly and legally is negligent in my view. 

Seriatim - Clause C
	Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON requested that Clause C, AMENDMENT OF CORPORATE RULE AP119 COMMUNITY GRANTS POLICY, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you. And I flag that, should this Council continue with these approvals under this scheme, I will refer the matter straight to the Ombudsman, because I do not want to be in a position where me or another Councillor is being told verbally by the LORD MAYOR and the CEO that no, no, this policy doesn’t apply, when clearly the written intention of the E&C papers before us today, and the attachments about how the policy will operate, are clearly meant to apply to discretionary funds, and that the grants processes are being given delegation—sorry—that delegated power is being given to E&C and the Chief Executive Officer. 


Now, again for the record, I will just clarify, it might not be in your intention to have done this, but that is what is in the written documentation before us today. From my point of view, that is really problematic. I am not an insider. I haven’t had special briefings from anybody. I have to read the Council documents before us today, and I am extremely concerned that there is discrepancies in the verbal advice versus the written information before us today, and it is a concern to me that you are not willing to either make some changes or hold this matter over so that we can ensure that this reflects the intention, which might be that AP120 still gives Councillors discretion, but that should be somewhere in this documentation, and it is not. 


At the moment, this policy gives approval to administer these grants to E&C and the CEO, and not to us as Councillors.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, your time has expired. 


Are there further speakers? 


Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Mr Chair; I enter the debate on item C, the amendment of the corporate rule AP119 Community Grants Policy. I’d remind the Chamber that item C refers to this Policy. It does not refer to AP120. It’s the Community Grants Policy that we are discussing here at this debate.


As I said earlier in my comments, the reason that we are having to have this discussion is the amendments in section 193B of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012, which states—and I will quote again, ‘changes under subsection (5) now requires that prescribed amounts of those funds in a financial year to be 0.1% of the Council’s revenue from general rates from the previous year’. Now, that is in relation to the discretionary funding.


What we’re discussing here today—and that will have an impact on how we do the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund, and the LORD MAYOR has spoken about that; I’ve spoken about that earlier in the Chamber. What we are discussing here and what is very clearly set out in the documentation that’s been sent to all Councillors, and I know that all Councillors thoroughly read—and I know that it is quite complicated, so I am not in any way saying that this is an easy thing for us to understand—we need to put through this particular amendment to the grants policy so that it can then be reflected in the guideline which will be for discretionary funding. The AP120 is the guideline for discretionary funding.


So, Mr Chair, I know a lot has been commented about this particular item. I hope that clarifies the fact that, what we are looking at today and what we are debating, is the amendment to the corporate rule, and that is very, very different to the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund, which will be something that will be looked at once this is in place.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Mr Chair, I really think we need clarification. Again, Councillor HOWARD—and it’s important, please. Councillor HOWARD is saying this has got nothing to do with the discretionary funds, but all of the papers—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, Councillor—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—before us today do.

Chair:
No, no, I’m going to stop you here. 

Councillor JOHNSTON, it’s actually been explained to you three times.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
No.

Chair:
It has, and it’s—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I understand what you’re saying, but you keep referring to something that’s different to this, that’s not included.

Chair:
No, I don’t accept your point of order. 

It’s been explained—three different Councillors have explained it to you each once. 


Councillor HOWARD, please continue.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Mr Chair, I can’t be any more clear in saying that item C is referring to the amendment of the corporate rule AP119 Community Grants Policy. It is the Policy that we need to amend as a result of some of the changes to the City of Brisbane Act. I’ve been through all of that; I’m not going to go through that again. 

So, can I just say that everything is set out within the documents that we have before us, and it is really—it is being confused by the fact that people keep referring to a document that doesn’t exist at the moment—it’s as a result of the changes to the City of Brisbane Act that we are today debating this item. Through you, Mr Chair, can I just recommend to the Chamber that everyone look clearly at what is being said within that amendment, and it is the fact that we are required to change this corporate policy as a result of changes to regulations and legislation. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? I see no further speakers. 


LORD MAYOR.

Councillor ALLAN:
I’m sorry—Chairman.

Chair:
All right, all right. 

Okay, Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Sorry about that, Mr Chair, a bit slow on the button. Mr Chair, I just wanted to join the debate briefly on item D, the Brisbane City Council Audit Committee and Charter. As the LORD MAYOR touched upon the establishment of an Audit Committee as a requirement of the City of Brisbane Regulation, an independent Audit Committee has been in place for at least 25 years, and certainly as long as most people in this Chamber can reasonably remember.


The Audit Committee reviews Council’s own internal audit report on our operational risks and control measures, and throughout the year the Council works with the Audit Committee, other standing members of that particular meeting, and also the Queensland Audit Office. So, the Queensland Audit Office is closely engaged in the work of the Audit Committee, so the sort of notion that it’s a secretive Committee that meets in dark rooms, and that there’s sort of no engagement and oversight is quite frankly nonsense.


So, the key requirements of the Audit Committee are to obviously review the internal audit plan, our financial reporting, keep an eye on the controls and systems that are in place to safeguard the operational risk of the organisation, and also compliance and ethical standards. So, it has a wide brief and a very important role to play. 


Now, the Audit Committee is independent of Council, and as I noted, the responsibility and scope of the Audit Committee is outlined in the charter that’s before us today as well. So, I think the reality is that this needs to come to Council periodically. The charter needs to be reviewed and reaffirmed periodically, and that’s what we’re doing today. The charter, as it stands, sets out the objectives, the authority, responsibility, composition, tenure, reporting and administrative arrangements of the Audit Committee. 

We have a group of four people there who we are proposing to be the Audit Committee going forward from this point, and obviously at points in time there may be a need to have casual vacancies filled, but certainly the group before us today are eminently qualified to undertake the roles that we’re asking them to undertake. They’re experienced in this domain. I commend the resolution to the Chamber. 

Chair:
Further speakers?


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Obviously, the item relating to grants and discretionary funds has generated a lot of interest and debate. I would say that the Opposition’s position on this is quite extraordinary. Because, what we are talking about here is a change to the City of Brisbane Regulation, which is attached to the Act, which is a regulation of the State Government which we are required to comply with relating to Councillors’ discretionary funds.


Now, it’s important to provide a little bit of background to why this change has been made. The CCC, through their various investigations, have done audits of a number of councils’ discretionary funds. Councils like Ipswich, Logan, Fraser Coast and Moreton Bay, and the CCC identified some concerns with the use of those discretionary funds. Now, there’s been a lot well-publicised information about Ipswich and Logan, and discretionary funds were part of that whole equation—that whole equation which has led to a tarnish across all of local government which all of us have unfortunately unfairly had to deal with because of the actions of a few.


But, the CCC identified a number of issues with the use of discretionary funds, and as usual, they provide recommendations and reports, and then what has happened since then is that the State Government, and indeed, the Minister for Local Government, Stirling Hinchliffe, has put through changes to the Regulation in relation to discretionary funds. So, to be clear, there is a clear intent and purpose behind these changes. So, it is really quite extraordinary that Labor is pushing the line that, oh look, just find a way to get around the law. Just find a way to get around the Regulation. That’s alright, you can update a few procedures and business as usual, she’ll be right, mate. 


That is effectively what Councillor CASSIDY was suggesting. That there was no reason to reduce the amount of funds available, that we could simply change some procedures and continue on as usual. I don’t know what fantasy land Councillor CASSIDY is in, Mr Chair, but it doesn’t reflect the reality of the situation and the clear intent of the law. The law exists—and whether you agree with it or not—to limit Councillors’ discretionary funds. 

Now, one Councillor suggested that, oh look, let’s just get the CEO to sign off on our recommendation as though that would make it not a discretionary fund. If you’re making a recommendation to the CEO and you expect him to sign off on it, that, I’m afraid, looks like a duck, it walks like a duck, it is a duck, it is a discretionary fund.

The alternative is something entirely different to a discretionary fund. The way the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund is set up, it is based on wards. Why? Because there’s Councillor involvement in that decision. Other grant funds are citywide. But in this case, it’s about ensuring that community organisations get provided support and funding through the advocacy and support of local Councillors. That is the intent of the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund, but by its intent, it is a discretionary fund.

There are other types of grant programs that can be introduced where community funds could apply, but they wouldn’t be decisions that were made based on the recommendations of Councillors, as has been suggested here today. That would be a whole different process. It wouldn’t be based on a ward by ward basis, but instead a citywide basis, and when you’re handing out funding to third party organisations and community groups, you can’t have it both ways. It can’t be a fund where the Councillor is integrally involved and makes the recommendation and advocates and supports for an application, and then pretends it’s not somehow discretionary funding. 

So, I think if you look at Councillor CASSIDY’s words and the language he used, his priorities were very clear here. He suggested that we should circumvent the regulations in place, because they weren’t convenient from a political point of view. He was concerned, not really for the community groups, that might lose funding or have a reduction in funding, but for the Labor State Government and its reputation in the lead-up to the election.

He was concerned that I might criticise the State Government in the lead-up to the election. That was his concern, not for the community groups of Brisbane that might have a reduction in funding, but for the Labor Party’s reputation in the lead‑up to the State election. Well, Mr Chair, this legislation is the Labor State Government’s legislation. This regulation is the Labor State Government’s regulation. This regulation limits the amount of discretionary funding. 


I have in front of me the City of Brisbane Regulation, section 193(B), which says the following: (2) the amount that Council budgets as discretionary funds for a financial year under subsection (1)(b) must not be more than the prescribed amount for the financial year.


Then, the prescribed amount for a financial year means 0.1% of the Council’s revenue from general rates for the previous financial year. That’s here in black and white in the legislation, in the Regulation, and we must comply with that. So, any suggestions that somehow, we should just get around it—completely inappropriate. I think that is something that would be not only against the intent of what the State Government is trying to do here, but it would definitely be against the intent of what the CCC, the Crime and Corruption Commission, has recommended. So, we had to be very, very careful that we're doing the right thing. Just because we don't like a law, we don't just find a way to get around it. Yes, we can argue against the law if we don't like it. Yes, we can debate strongly. But you don't find a way to circumvent a law that you don't like. That's what Councillor CASSIDY's suggesting. That's what Councillor JOHNSTON has suggested. I did not cut the amount of discretionary—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Claim to be misrepresented. 

Chair:
Noted. 


LORD MAYOR.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Same claim.

Chair:
Noted. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR: 
Mr Chair, I did not cut the amount of discretionary funding available to Councillors. That is not something that I have done. That is not something that I had any intention of doing, until the advice from our officers and our Chief Legal Officer was that we are required by legislation to do this. So, we have diligently done the right thing, to make sure that we comply, to make sure that the processes are appropriate and transparent, and the processes also meet the intent of what the State Government is imposing here.


So, yes, it is disappointing that some community groups will not get the same level of funding that they have from Councillors' discretionary funds in the past. That is disappointing. But that is the law. That is what we're required to implement. Now, there will be other Council grant programs, to be clear. There will be other grant programs, not based on a ward-by-ward basis, but on a citywide basis, where community groups can apply for funding. They will have to compete against other organisations right across the city. They will not benefit from the intervention or advocacy of their local Councillor to get them up the priority list, as you can do with the discretionary fund. 


So, they will have to go into the mix. That will have to be assessed in accordance with the competition with other similar grants. That is not a discretionary fund, that's a standard grants project and grants process. They will continue on, we will continue to provide support for community groups in many different ways. But the reality is really, really very simple. The State Government has limited Councillors' discretionary funds. We must comply and we should certainly not try dodgy ways of finding a work-around. We should certainly not try to circumvent the laws that have been put in place.


Like I said, if you have a problem with those laws, by all means argue against them. But don't suggest that we should circumvent them. Mr Chair, I think I've said all I can about this particular issue. I personally would prefer that this particular change to legislation didn't exist, because you can be sure that if there are any significant issues with Brisbane City Council's discretionary funding then they would have been raised and identified. We know that those issues have been in other councils. We know that other councils have caused this change to legislation. But by all means, we accept that they apply across the board—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
So, Mr Chair—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you.

Chair:
I have a misrepresentation to Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chairman. The LORD MAYOR stated that I'd said earlier that I was encouraging Council to circumvent the law. In my speech earlier today, I was very clear that we needed an alternative scheme that met our legislative and practical requirements, that was similar to the Ward Park's Trust Fund.

Chair:
Thank you. 

Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Chair. Similarly, the LORD MAYOR suggested that I said that Council should circumvent State laws and recommendations of the CCC. I did no such thing. The advice we received from the Department of Local Government suggested that there could be a new system put in place, like the Suburban Enhancement Fund, to mean that these grant processes could continue under the Lord Mayor's Community Fund.

Chair:
Thank you. 

I'll now put the items. 

Item A and B. 

Clauses A and B put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause A, COOPERATIVE RESEARCH CENTRE FOR WATER SENSITIVE CITIES OTHER PARTICIPANT AGREEMENT, and Clause B, STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR DRY HIRE OF SPECIALIST MOBILE PLANT AT QUARRIES AND ASPHALT PLANTS, of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
On item C.

Clause C put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause C, AMENDMENT OF CORPORATE RULE AP119 COMMUNITY GRANTS POLICY, of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Jared CASSIDY immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 20 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 1 -
Councillor Jonathan SRI.
ABSTENTIONS: 6 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Nicole JOHNSTON.
Chair:
On item D.

Clause D put

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

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 20 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 1 -
Councillor Jonathan SRI.
ABSTENTIONS: 6 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK and Nicole JOHNSTON.
Chair:
That concludes the Establishment and Coordination Committee report. 

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

A
COOPERATIVE RESEARCH CENTRE FOR WATER SENSITIVE CITIES OTHER PARTICIPANT AGREEMENT

197/435/273/18

711/2019-20
1.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

2.
Council has partnered with the Cooperative Research Centre for Water Sensitive Cities (CRCWSC) and its predecessors since the 1990s, delivering innovative solutions to improving the liveability of cities by managing water sustainably.

3.
The CRCWSC provides best practice thinking in the field of water sustainability, bringing together world‑renowned experts and industry leaders from various disciplines to transform cities through water sustainability in Australia and overseas.

4.
Council has had an agreement with CRCWSC since 2013, supporting extensions to this agreement over the years to ensure best practice in water management. The CRCWSC Other Participant Agreement (the proposed agreement) restates and executes a further agreement in substantially the same format and under the same conditions as the previous agreement.

5.
The CRCWSC is developing multiple tools and products that are being applied to Council projects. Two projects focus on identifying innovative development practices that address both flood and drought resilience for Norman Creek while supporting Brisbane City Plan 2014 clean and green development outcomes in the context of an infill city. The proposed new agreement (refer Attachment B, submitted on file) will continue until June 2021 at a cost of $60,000 cash and $30,000 in-kind contribution from Council for 2019‑20 and 2020-21. A payment of $30,000 has already been made in 2019-20 under the previous agreement.

6.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

7.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE ATTACHED RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO APPROVE ENTRY INTO THE COOPERATIVE RESEARCH CENTRE FOR WATER SENSITIVE CITIES OTHER PARTICIPANT AGREEMENT

As Council:


(i)
has been involved as a participant in the Cooperative Research Centre for Water Sensitive Cities (CRCWSC) since 2013

(ii)
has identified the importance of continuing to support CRCWSC and seeks to continue its involvement in current and future projects with other participants, 

then Council:

(i)
resolves to enter into the CRCWSC Other Participant Agreement, as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file)

(ii)
resolves to authorise the Principal Program Officer, Waterway Health and Integration, Water, Energy and Environmental Systems, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, to execute and manage the CRCWSC Other Participant Agreement.

ADOPTED

B
STORES BOARD SUBMISSION – SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN FOR DRY HIRE OF SPECIALIST MOBILE PLANT AT QUARRIES AND ASPHALT PLANTS

165/830/179/690 and 165/830/179/766

712/2019-20
8.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

9.
The Chief Executive Officer and the Stores Board considered the submission, as set out in Attachment A (submitted on file), on 1 June 2020.

10.
The submission is recommended to Council, as it is considered the most advantageous outcome for the provision of the required services.

11.
Commercial-in-Confidence details have been removed from this report, highlighted in yellow and replaced with the word [Commercial-in-Confidence].

Purpose
12.
The Stores Board recommends approval of the following.

(1) Terminating the current tender process 520587 for Dry Hire of Specialist Mobile Plant at Quarries and Asphalt Plants. 

(2)
A Significant Contracting Plan (SCP) to establish a Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) in the form of a Preferred Supplier Arrangement for the Dry Hire of Specialist Mobile Plant at Quarries and Asphalt Plants (520665). The term of the CPA will be determined as a result of negotiations and will be reported in the post‑market submission but will not exceed a maximum term of 10 years. Estimated expenditure under the CPA is $38 million over the potential 10‑year term.

Background/business case

13.
Council currently uses a range of specialist mobile plant including dump trucks, excavators, water trucks and loaders on an operating hour dry hire (equipment is provided without an operator) basis, to service requirements at the Bracalba and Mt Coot-tha quarries, Eagle Farm and Riverview asphalt plants and at the temporary road surfacing stockpile sites. Council also hires some smaller plant (skid steers and forklifts) on a monthly basis. Approximately 70% of the total plant on hire is at the Bracalba Quarry with the remaining 30% distributed between the other sites.

14.
Included in the dry hire of the specialist mobile plant is the servicing, repairs and maintenance of all machinery, including parts and tyres but excluding fuel and ground engaging tools (GET) such as the teeth on buckets. Council provides the equipment supplier with access to a workshop on the Bracalba site where all servicing, minor repairs and maintenance is carried out by two technicians supplied by the contractor. Servicing, repairs and maintenance required at the other sites is carried out by the supplier’s mobile technicians. Any major repairs unable to be completed on-site are conducted off-site with transport and costs borne by the contractor.

15.
On 1 June 2015, the Establishment and Coordination Committee approved the establishment of a CPA, in the form of a preferred supplier arrangement, with Hastings Deering Australia Limited (HDAL) for the dry hire services. The CPA commenced on 4 July 2015.

16.
On 22 October 2019, Council approved a SCP for the services and a Request for Proposal (RFP) was released to the market on 25 October 2019. The RFP closed on 22 November 2019, with one tenderer (HDAL) submitting a proposal. 

17.
After evaluation of the proposal received and further negotiations, HDAL’s final offer included an increase of [Commercial-in-Confidence] above current contract pricing and a requirement for minimum operating hours per unit which added a further [Commercial-in-Confidence] to the price.

18.
HDAL has not increased its prices since the commencement of the current arrangement in 2015. Hire rates were fixed for the initial three-year term. After the initial term, the hire rates were subject to an annual price review on the contract anniversary date based on a price variation formula. HDAL did not take the opportunity at the time to review the pricing structure and the contract was subsequently extended for an additional two-year term.

19.
Market research indicates that prices for comparable hire services since 2015 have reduced or risen by approximately 5% to 6% depending on type of equipment. With only one tenderer, an assessment that the offer is comparable to the current market conditions is uncertain. Council’s stakeholders agreed that it was most advantageous for Council to terminate the sourcing process and return to the market.

20.
To encourage greater market participation for the new tender, Council is looking for a dry hire arrangement to preferably include:

-
charging on an operating hour basis inclusive of cost of servicing and repairs (excluding operator damage)

-
replacement of fleet that has reached six years old or 10,000 operating hours (whichever occurs first)

-
provision for additional and replacement plant at short notice

-
supply under consignment of oils and frequently required spare parts (except for GET)

-
the contractor providing embedded staff to carry out servicing, repairs and maintenance at Bracalba Quarry Monday to Saturday

-
hire of smaller equipment (e.g. skid steer loaders and telehandlers) on a monthly hire basis.

21.
The requirement for tenderers to price in this manner will be mandatory. However, tenderers will be provided the opportunity to submit alternative pricing methodologies with a conforming response. Alternative offers may include charging for:

-
a number of minimum monthly hours for lower utilised equipment

-
a flat monthly charge irrespective of hours in use

-
a combination of staff embedded on-site and mobile technical support

-
mobile technical support with a maximum response time

-
supply of equipment to Bracalba and Mt Coot-tha quarries only 

-
supply of equipment to Eagle Farm, Riverview, Pine Mountain and Road Surfacing Stockpile operations only

-
a combination of any or all of the above.

22.
The dry hire of specialist mobile plant will remain under the ownership of Asphalt and Aggregates, Field Services (FS), Brisbane Infrastructure (BI), as it is best placed to ensure correct specifications to suit the requirements for specific specialised equipment under a long‑term rental agreement.

Policy and other considerations
23.
Is there an existing Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) for these goods/services/works?
Yes. The current CPA with HDAL (contract 510276) commenced on 4 July 2015 and was due to expire on 3 April 2021. However, orders were placed with the incumbent supplier prior to the expiry of the current contract to facilitate transition and the CPA which is now to be extended for a period of up to nine months to allow for the conclusion of the new tender process.

24.
Could Council businesses provide the services/works?

No

25.
Are there policy, or other issues, that the delegate should be aware of?

No

26.
Have the following issues been considered in the development of the specifications and evaluation criteria: Environmental sustainability, Access and Equity, Zero Harm, Quality Assurance (QA) and support for locally produced and Australian products? 

Yes, the specifications include references to emission standards, fuel consumption, recycling of used oils and operator safety and comfort. The evaluation criteria include a local benefit component. Local benefit will be assessed against the tenderer’s assembly and distribution location, operating sites and local supply chain.

27.
Does this procurement exercise need to be managed under the PM2 Governance and Assurance Framework?


No


Market analysis
28.
Since 2003, HDAL (supplier of Caterpillar brand) and Komatsu Australia Pty Ltd have been the only two equipment manufacturers to submit conforming responses and provide dry hire services on an operating hour basis and on-site technicians, and have the types of equipment required by Council. 

29.
Previous tenders have mandated pricing on an operating hour basis with no alternative offers being considered. The risk to suppliers and to Council under the mandated method is that recovery of costs is determined by operations at the quarries. For example, during long periods of wet weather, equipment is not being used and the supplier does not recover costs for the idle time. In order to factor in excessive downtime, suppliers will include a risk factor in the hourly rate which in turn adds cost to Council.

30.
It is evident from discussions with HDAL that its focus is on cost recovery and this has led to higher prices when idle time is factored in. This may be the strategy of other potential tenderers.

31.
By allowing alternative pricing options and potential easing of the five-year/8,000 operating hours requirement, Council is opening up the market to participants that may charge on a flat monthly rate, minimum chargeable hours rate or a mixture of these, with potential short‑term hire of equipment needed in peak periods or as and when required instead of having equipment idle on-site.

32.
There are several small suppliers in the local market capable of offering some equipment, but they do not have all the equipment required and may be unlikely to invest in new equipment and are unlikely to be able to provide qualified technicians for Bracalba Quarry.

Procurement strategy and activity plan
33.

	Procurement objective:
	To procure dry hire of specialist mobile plant 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:
	Dry Hire of Specialist Mobile Plant at Quarries and Asphalt Plants

	Type of procurement: 
	Establishing a CPA in the form of a Preferred Supplier Arrangement.

	Process to be used:
	RFP

	RFP standard to be used (and any amendments to the standard):
	The RFP standard will be Council’s corporate standard with any amendments approved by City Legal, City Administration and Governance, prior to agreement with the successful tenderer.

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

	How RFT/P/Q or 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 be considered

	Joint offers:
	Joint offers will be considered

	Contract standard to be used (and any amends):
	Council standard services contract 

	Period/term of contract: 
	A maximum term of up to 10 years, subject to negotiations with the market, to ensure the best outcome for Council.

	Insurance requirements:
	Workers’ Compensation Insurance to the extent required by the laws of the State of Queensland, Public and Product Liability of $20 million and Motor Vehicle Liability Insurance (including Supplementary Bodily Injury) of $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:
	Liquidated damages will apply for excessive downtime during which equipment is not available for use. The value will be established as a result of negotiations and advised in the post‑market submission.

	Security for the contract:
	Not applicable



	Defects liability period/warranty period:
	Not applicable. In the event that equipment is not operating to the satisfaction of Council and within the parameters set in the specifications, the contractor will repair or replace the equipment at no cost to Council.

Incentives for the contractor to not allow excessive downtime due to equipment failure will be included in the contract.

	Other strategy elements: 
	The inclusion of the requirement of the supplier to provide, under consignment, approved oils to be used between services and spares, will help to reduce the risk of claims for damage to the equipment. 

Allowing alternatives to embedding technicians on-site at Bracalba Quarry and instead offering quick response mobile technicians may entice additional market participation.

All GET is to be held by the supplier on-site and on consignment.

	Alternative strategies considered:
	Outright purchase of the equipment was considered, however, it was determined that this would disadvantage Council. The terms under which the contract will operate will require the supplier to provide equipment of an age and condition that will keep up with the technological advances, improved safety, telematics, fuel economy and environmental impact reduction being rolled out by manufacturers. Council would need to continually replace equipment it purchased to maintain the same level of modernisation, which would incorporate approximately $30 million in capital outlay.

Additionally, purchasing the equipment would require Council to employ or sub‑contract specialist technical staff to undertake servicing and repairs of equipment onsite and pay for parts and lubricants required to keep the equipment operational.


Anticipated schedule

34.
Pre-market approval:

16 June 2020

Date of release to market:

17 June 2020

Tender closing:


10 July 2020

Evaluation completion:

25 September 2020

Contract prepared:

30 September 2020

Post-market approval:

7 November 2020

Contract commencement:

4 April 2021

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

Estimated annual expenditure for 2020-21 under this CPA is $950,000 and $38 million over the potential 10-year term of the CPA.

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

Yes, 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.

37.
Anticipated procurement savings (if any):

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

Procurement risk
38.
Summary of key risks associated with this procurement:

	Procurement risk
	Risk rating
	Risk mitigation strategy
	Risk allocation

	COVID-19
	Low
	· All affected quarries and asphalt plants are adhering to Council’s COVID-19 Management Plan.
	Council

	COVID-19
	Medium
	· Delays in shipping may cause equipment to be out of specification in the short-term or mitigated by placing orders with the current supplier prior to the current contract expiry date.
	Council/

contractor

	Price volatility
	Low
	· The RFP will request a minimum fixed pricing period of 12 months subject to negotiations.

· Agreed price review methodology.
	Council/ contractor

	Service and plant quality
	Low
	· Initial evaluations will review the previous experience, quality certifications and systems of tenderers.

· Key performance indicators in place to measure plant efficiency and reliability.

· Requirement for plant to be below a certain age and have less than a certain number of operating hours will be negotiated.
	Council

	Contractor insolvency
	Low
	· Council will assess financial viability as part of the overall tender assessment.
	Council


39.
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

40.
Evaluation criteria: 

(a)
Mandatory criteria:

(i)
Tenderers must offer dry hire of plant on an operating hour basis.

(ii)
Tenderers must be able to embed two qualified technicians at Bracalba Quarry.

(b)
Non-price weighted evaluation criteria:

	Weighted evaluation criteria
	Weighting (%)

	Capability and experience
	[Commercial-in-Confidence] 

	Service quality
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Safety and environment
	[Commercial-in-Confidence]

	Local benefit
	10

	Total:
	100


(c)
Price model:

Schedule of rates.

41.
Evaluation methodology:

(a)
Shortlisting process:

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

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

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

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

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

(b)
Value for money method:

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

42.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

43.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE STORES BOARD RECOMMENDS APPROVAL OF THE FOLLOWING.

(1) TERMINATING THE CURRENT TENDER PROCESS 520587 FOR DRY HIRE OF SPECIALIST MOBILE PLANT AT QUARRIES AND ASPHALT PLANTS. 

(2) A SIGNIFICANT CONTRACTING PLAN (SCP) TO ESTABLISH A CORPORATE PROCUREMENT ARRANGEMENT (CPA) IN THE FORM OF A PREFERRED SUPPLIER ARRANGEMENT FOR THE DRY HIRE OF SPECIALIST MOBILE PLANT AT QUARRIES AND ASPHALT PLANTS (520665). THE TERM OF THE CPA WILL BE DETERMINED AS A RESULT OF NEGOTIATIONS AND WILL BE REPORTED IN THE POST-MARKET SUBMISSION BUT WILL NOT EXCEED A MAXIMUM TERM OF 10 YEARS. ESTIMATED EXPENDITURE UNDER THE CPA IS $38 MILLION OVER THE POTENTIAL 10‑YEAR TERM.
ADOPTED
C
AMENDMENT OF CORPORATE RULE AP119 COMMUNITY GRANTS POLICY

106/268/608/7
713/2019-20
44.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the information below.

45.
Section 187 of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 (the Regulation) requires that Council prepare and adopt a policy regarding grants to community organisations, which includes criteria for a community organisation to be eligible for a grant from Council.

46.
AP119 Community Grants Policy (the Policy) outlines Council’s approach to providing grants to community organisations. The Policy also sets out the requirements for the use of Councillor discretionary funds, as required by section 194(3)(a)(ii) of the Regulation, which states that funds are allocated in a way that is consistent with Council’s community grants policy.

47.
The Regulation was recently amended to provide further clarity about the use of discretionary funding. The Crime and Corruption Commission (CCC) also released a report about Councillor discretionary funding. The Policy has been amended to reflect the changes to the Regulation and, where practicable, aligns to the recommendations of the CCC. 

48.
As part of the Policy review, additional information has been provided to further outline and clarify the assessment, approval and acquittal requirements of a grant to a community organisation, including discretionary funding. 

49.
In accordance with section 238 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 (the Act), Council may delegate certain powers to the Establishment and Coordination Committee and Chief Executive Officer.

50.
It is proposed that Council delegate its power under section 242 of the Act in relation to:

-
the approval of grants in accordance with the Policy

-
entry into funding agreements

-
day-to-day management of funding agreements.

51.
The day-to-day management of funding agreements generally includes the following matters and is subject to the terms of the funding agreement:

-
accepting evidence of acquittal of funding

-
assessing compliance with key performance indicators

-
doing any act or making any decision for the exercise of a power or authority for or incidental to management issues including:

-
making amendments or variations

-
issuing any notice

-
referring any disputes to a dispute resolution mechanism.

52.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

53.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO ADOPT THE AMENDED CORPORATE RULE AP119 COMMUNITY GRANTS POLICY 

As: 

(i) Council is required to prepare and adopt a policy regarding grants to community organisations in accordance with section 187 of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012
(ii) Council may, pursuant to section 238 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010, resolve to delegate a power to a Standing Committee and/or the Chief Executive Officer,

then Council:

(i) resolves to adopt the amended corporate rule AP119 Community Grants Policy, as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file)

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

	

Table 1

	Section
	Column 1 – Power
	Column 2 – Delegate

	242
	Approve grants
	· Establishment and Coordination Committee

· Chief Executive Officer

	242
	Enter into and execute funding agreements
	· Establishment and Coordination Committee

· Chief Executive Officer

	242
	Approve matters relating to the day‑to‑day management of funding agreements to:

(a)
accepting evidence of acquittal of funding;

(b)
assessing compliance with key performance indicators;

(c)
do any act or make any decision for the exercise of a power or authority for or incidental to management issues including:

-
making amendments or 
variations; 

-
issuing any notice; and

-
referring any disputes to 
a dispute resolution 
mechanism.
	· Establishment and Coordination Committee

· Chief Executive Officer


ADOPTED

D
BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL AUDIT COMMITTEE AND CHARTER

109/520/148/212

714/2019-20
54.
The Divisional Manager, City Administration and Governance, provided the information below.

55.
Section 200 of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 (the Regulation) requires Council to establish an audit committee with a membership of not less than three and not more than six members, with at least one member holding significant experience and skills in financial matters.

56.
The role of the Brisbane City Council Audit Committee (the Audit Committee) is independent of the businesses of Council. Instead it functions as an advisory committee of Council to review and make recommendations on any matters within the scope of its responsibilities as outlined in the Brisbane City Council Audit Committee Charter set out in Attachment B (submitted on file).

57.
For the next quadrennial period, up to but not exceeding 30 June 2024 (the Term), it is proposed that the Audit Committee membership be constituted as follows:

-
Chair: Mr Paul Shipperley

-
Independent Member: Mr Mitchell Petrie

-
Independent Member: Ms Gail Jukes

-
Independent Member: Ms Catherine de Ruyter de Wildt.

58.
All four members are suitably qualified (as evidenced in their Curriculum Vitaes referenced in Attachments C to F, submitted on file) to serve on the Audit Committee, with both the Chair, Mr Paul Shipperley, and the independent Member, Mr Mitchell Petrie, having already provided significant and valuable service to the Audit Committee. 

59.
It is proposed that the powers to appoint a casual vacancy on the Audit Committee, being a vacancy created by an appointed Member ceasing their membership before the end of the Term, be delegated to the Establishment and Coordination Committee. The general conditions of the delegation are provided in Attachment G (submitted on file).

60.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

61.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVES AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO ESTABLISH THE BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL AUDIT COMMITTEE, APPROVE THE BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL AUDIT COMMITTEE CHARTER AND DELEGATE POWERS UNDER THE CITY OF BRISBANE ACT 2010 TO THE ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE
As Council:

(i) is required, under section 200 of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 (the Regulation), to establish an audit committee;
(ii) may, in accordance with section 238 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 (the Act), delegate its powers to the Establishment and Coordination Committee,
then Council resolves:

(i) pursuant to section 200 of the Regulation, to establish the Brisbane City Council Audit Committee for the next quadrennial period, up to but not exceeding 30 June 2024 (the Term), by appointing the following members:

(a)
Chair: Mr Paul Shipperley

(b)
Independent Member: Mr Mitchell Petrie
(c)
Independent Member: Ms Gail Jukes

(d)
Independent Member: Ms Catherine de Ruyter de Wildt

(ii) to approve the Brisbane City Council Audit Committee Charter, as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file)

(iii) to delegate, pursuant to section 238(1)(e) of the Act, to the Establishment and Coordination Committee the powers to appoint casual vacancies where an independent Member ceases their membership before the end of the Term.

ADOPTED

CITY PLANNING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, Chair of the City Planning and Economic Development Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Fiona HAMMOND that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 9 June 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 


DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Before I go to the report, I just want to go through two questions on notice for Councillor COOK, who was absent last week in Committees. So, I just wanted to give her the responses. There was a question about the World's Biggest Garage Sale and the temporary use licence that they applied for through the State Government. There was an original temporary use licence that was applied for over the entire Building 3, which is over 2,000 square metres for operation on a daily basis. 


At that point, in the first round of the information we got from the World's Biggest Garage, it was for retail. So, that is why the Council, at that point of time, did not support the application for temporary use. We thought it would be better to do the retail in the retail zone or centre, which was just a little way down the road. We thought that would be better at the intersection of Junction and Wynnum Road. 


However, when the TUL (temporary use licence) was refused by the State, they contacted Council again and we went out on site and spoke with them and realised it was only for one part of that building, so it was much smaller area. It was not for retail, it was actually for a distribution centre. So, there was a bit more information given on the temporary use licence by World's Biggest Garage. With that further information, Council made it very clear to the State that we supported their application for a temporary use licence, but the State did not, they asked them to withdraw it within three hours and they did so. So, that was the question about that temporary use licence. 


The other one was about the methodology that we will be using to conduct the zoning survey in Windsor and based on the petition that came through Council last week, Committee the week before. It will be the same approach that was applied in the Camp Hill zone survey, which Council required 51% of the property owners identified in the survey area in Windsor to support one of the zoning options. So, that was the same as the Camp Hill zoning, which is I think what Councillor COOK was wanting to clarify. 


In Committee last week we had a development application (DA) at 57 Coronation Drive in the city. An impact-assessable, integrated mixed-use development which included the refurbishment of an existing pre-1911 building on site. What was presented were two towers which are proposed, catering for over 300 apartments in total. The parking on site has 366 car parks for residents, over 100 for visitors, there's also 423 bicycle spaces on site. 


But some of the outstanding features in this building is it does actually provide an urban design outcome that's been responsive to Brisbane's subtropical climate and ticks all 31 elements in the Buildings that Breathe guidelines. So, their landscaping is over 20% of the site and their open space at ground level is 68% of the site. In addition to this, there will be charging facilities made available for electric cars and for bikes, as well. 


There is an emphasis on cross-ventilation, natural light, extensive use of sky gardens, including a very high lightweight podium extrusion onto Quay Street, which mimics the Queenslander undercroft, as well. It has done an absolutely—will have beautiful renovation of Davidson House, which is one of our oldest houses in Brisbane City. With that open space through that atrium, we'll be able to have clear views of the house up from the river and a beautiful water feature that comes back down to the river, to remind us of the connection that the house used to have as one of the largest properties that obviously fronted the river in its early days, as well.


During public notification period in January and February, there were three submitters in total, two objected and one supported. This is an outstanding example of a design that you can get for green buildings that breathe, that have the elements that we want to see for a subtropical city, with the inclusion of a fantastic heritage renovation and sympathy towards that heritage building, as well. I thoroughly recommend it to the Chambers. There were also five petitions and I'll leave those to the Chambers for discussion. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Mr Chair, I wish to speak in relation to item B and item C, two of the petitions that came before the Committee. In relation to item B, it was an interesting exercise. There was a new block of townhouses built at 4 Lewis Place, Manly West. Local residents living nearby in the existing streets were concerned about traffic coming to and from the townhouse development and causing congestion in Lewis Place. Council required bollards to be built which stopped traffic entering or exiting the townhouse complex from Lewis Place. Residents were forced to use the alternative entrance off Radford Road. 


However, when the townhouses were occupied, emergency services were directed by their GPS and IT systems to 4 Lewis Place. They had to turn around and try and find the other access to the complex via Radford Road. This happened with ambulance, police and the fire brigade and precious minutes were wasted. So, the Chair of the body corporate for the unit blocks sought advice and applied to Council to have the bollards removed. 


Council staff weighted up the arguments carefully and approved the removal of the bollards. I don't believe there will be a significant increase in the 55 unit occupiers using Lewis Place rather than Radford Road. This is because the Radford Road entrance is more convenient for most residents in getting to work and local shops and shopping centres. So, I support what Council did. 


In relation to item C, this is a matter involving an application to build a block of units in the medium-density area under the Wynnum Manly neighbourhood plan. The maximum height in the medium-density zoning in the Wynnum Manly neighbourhood plan is supposed to be eight storeys. The application was originally for a 12-storey building in the eight-storey area. This was opposed by local residents. Seventy-nine residents signed a petition. The original application, as I said, was for 10 storeys. But this was reduced to nine storeys. I'm not happy with the response as it does not commit Council to an eight-storey building. 


Therefore, even though the applicant has reduced the height of the building, I'm still voting against the response. However, I'm obviously going to support the response to item B, but oppose the response to item C. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor CASSIDY.

Seriatim en bloc – Clauses C, E and F
	Councillor Jared CASSIDY requested that Clauses C, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REJECT THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION FOR 36 AND 38 WEST AVENUE, WYNNUM (APPLICATION REFERENCE A005303210), Clause E, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL IMPLEMENT A RENEWAL STRATEGY FOR SPRING HILL, and Clause F, PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL NOT INCLUDE PROVISIONS FOR SIX‑STOREY BUILDINGS IN THE SANDGATE DISTRICT NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN, be taken seriatim en bloc for voting purposes.


Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks very much, Chair. So, the item that I'm going to speak on tonight is item F, which is a series of petitions requesting Council not include provisions for six‑storey buildings in the Sandgate District neighbourhood plan. So, the Sandgate neighbourhood plan is a story of some intrigue, Chair. A few years ago, I joined members of the community in calling for my community to have their say on how our community will develop over the next 20 years. There's a common theme there, community. 


But what we got, unfortunately, like so many other neighbourhood plans we've seen come through this place, was Council trying to tell the people of my community what they had to have, rather than listen to what they wanted and listen to how they wanted their community to develop over the next 20 years or so. When details were released, without much fanfare, I, in fact, read about the changes proposed in the draft strategy on The Courier-Mail website before Council officers came to my office to brief me on it, and oh boy, were they embarrassed when they arrived and realised that that press release had gone out before they got to me. 


What ensued after that was pretty swift and pretty dramatic. A community campaign to stop the rezoning of Deagon for units and townhouses and to stop six storeys in Sandgate quickly revved up, Chair. People hadn't asked for this kind of rezoning. What they thought was Council was telling them that they would simply be getting it. Now, one of the reasons I don't support the recommendation that is here before us today is because the LORD MAYOR has set a pretty strong precedent when it comes to the Sandgate and District neighbourhood plan. 


He unilaterally declared that Deagon would not be rezoned for units and townhouses, because, in his own words, people didn't want it there. So, he listened to them and he committed publicly that that wouldn't happen, because people had said that they didn't want it, that's even before a petition opposing it reached this Council Chamber. But he said the community sentiment wasn't as strong when it came to six storeys in Sandgate. Well, I think what is before us today and what came to Council last week should clear up any confusion for the LORD MAYOR, Chair.


Last week we saw a petition, essentially in support of six-storey development in Sandgate come to Council, which had less than 100 signatures on it. Today, we have two petitions, opposing six-storey development in Sandgate, which have 2,714 signatures opposing that. So, to me, that's pretty clear. That passes that test that the LORD MAYOR set himself and set at this Council that if a community says they don't want it, then they don't get it. So, Chair, through you, to the LORD MAYOR, I am calling on him today to rule out six storeys being included in the Sandgate District neighbourhood plan draft, which is due in the coming months, because quite clearly before us today my community has said, no, they don't support it. 
Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Chair. I rise to speak on item E, the petition regarding Spring Hill. I must say, I empathise with a lot of the concerns that residents of Spring Hill are raising, because they sound very familiar to the issues that residents of other inner city suburbs in my ward have also been troubled by. I think all these issues that have been raised by the petition, including failure to protect local heritage and character, lack of safe cycling routes, traffic and parking impacts, inadequate drainage and road infrastructure, et cetera, they're all essentially indications of poorly planned development and a systemic failure for infrastructure and public services to keep up with the demands of a changing and rapidly densifying neighbourhood.


I think what these concerns show and the fact that residents are raising these issues indicates to me that the Council's current approach, not just to planning for development and infrastructure, but also to making decisions about what those priorities are, is sorely lacking. In particular, I think the fundamental concern that sits under all of these discreet issues that have been raised is that the local residents themselves do not have enough meaningful control over what happens in their neighbourhoods. Reasonable people can disagree about how often the rubbish bins ought to be emptied and how many street trees we should be aiming to plant in a given area, et cetera.


But the point is that residents themselves do not have enough meaningful say over those decisions. They don't have enough input. They certainly don't have enough information about why particular decisions are being made. The other obvious problem here is that decisions and changes to a neighbourhood aren't being considered holistically. So, a change from one development, increase in traffic in one area, isn't matched by corresponding planning in terms of road infrastructure, or lighting, or footpath upgrades, et cetera. 


So, one project, whether it's a private or public project, one project in one area has negative flow-on impacts to other areas of Council, but there's not a cohesive plan or strategy around how all those impacts will be managed collectively. I think this highlights some of the failures of Council's current neighbourhood planning process, where what we call a neighbourhood plan is essentially just a land‑use plan, that doesn't go into enough detail and doesn't meaningfully address proactive issues around transport, green space, et cetera. 


So, I'm really feeling for those residents in Spring Hill and I think the response in that petition probably isn't going to satisfy them, because it doesn't acknowledge the underlying systemic issues at play here. So, when people are raising concerns about speeding vehicles, or illegal parking, Council is responding that those are enforcement issues, not understanding that it's probably Council's poor planning and approval of excessive developments that have led to those issues becoming so prominent in the first place. Particularly around speeding vehicles, there's an obvious case in inner city areas for redesigning roads to slow down traffic and prioritise pedestrians and cyclists. 


In fact, there are parts of Spring Hill where the roads are quite narrow, because they evolved in an era of walkable neighbourhoods, before the motor car became prominent. But the Council's failure to acknowledge that it does need to take some responsibility for speeding vehicles is really concerning here. There should be an acknowledgement by Council that if there are persistent patterns of vehicles travelling too fast, or people parking in dangerous spots, that that is also a design problem and a policy problem. It's not just a function—a problem of enforcements. 


I haven't spoken to these residents individually, but all the issues they were raising really resonated with me. We have the same problem in suburbs like West End, Woolloongabba and Kangaroo Point where service pits and trenches aren't being maintained properly. We also see stormwater drains getting blocked and not cleared of rubbish. These are persistent problems that we can report when they pop up on an individual basis, but there's a broader structural failure, on Council's part, to manage these issues, but also to plan the neighbourhood, so that these issues don't arise as frequently in the first place. 


So, I won't be supporting that petition response. I think it's going to fall a long way short of what residents were expecting. But yes, even in terms of bicycle improvements, I'd hope that the Mayor and the Chair of Active Transport will look at the concerns that residents in this area are raising and explore opportunities to link the proposed CBD bicycle grid, which, by the way, is a great idea and well done, but to think strategically about how that CBD bike grid might link up towards suburbs like Spring Hill, so that it is safe for people to ride around their neighbourhood, so that fast-moving e-Scooters don't have to share narrow footpaths with pedestrians. Thanks.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Seriatim - Clause E
	Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON requested that Clause E, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL IMPLEMENT A RENEWAL STRATEGY FOR SPRING HILL, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you. I just want to make a few remarks about this. From what I understand, the petitioners are asking for Council to take action to fix systemically, I guess, a number of issues in Spring Hill. I agree very much with what Councillor SRI had said about Council's lack of planning in older suburbs and the lack of coordination around the needs of these suburbs. Neighbourhood planning is a failed process. Most neighbourhood plans in this city are not supported by their local Councillor or the residents. It is really disappointing, I think, that in response to residents asking Council to take action, Council's response to them is to put a bunch of subheadings in a letter back to them, telling them all the things they have done. That's not good enough. 


I think that reflects the problem with this LNP Administration. They've stopped looking at what needs to be done in future and they are relying simply on all the things they have done, which, frankly, are now out of touch. The Spring Hill neighbourhood plan, when it came through, was very controversial. The residents didn't support it and I didn't support it at the time either. I know that those residents, they did contact me during the week to raise their concerns about this petition. I know that they have significant issues with the planning regime, under the neighbourhood plan and the lack of investment in infrastructure.


Now, I just want to say that I won't be supporting this item for the sole purpose that it won't meet the petitioners' concerns. Unfortunately, this LNP Administration has been elected again for another four years and I say to all of the people of Brisbane, when you vote for them, this is what happens. They simply keep doing the same things they've always done, which is to ignore the residents of Brisbane, particularly those in wards that they do not hold. They have no new ideas about how to take the city forward. When you raise genuine issues with them about how to address complex issues in really old, inner city suburbs, they just want to tell you what they did, not what they will do in the future. 

Chair:
Further speakers? 

I see no hands. 


DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I thank the Councillors for their contribution. I'll just go through those responses one by one. Yes, Councillor CUMMING is correct, it was a very different one for 4 Lewis Place at Manly West, but I'm glad that we could get a change to the DA conditions, which is not always easy. But listening to the residents and their experience, I'm glad we've got an outcome and hopefully the platform will deal with any traffic issues they have.


With regards to the application for West Avenue at Wynnum, we have sent a letter, the information request back to the applicant on 3 April, telling them to reduce the bulk and scale, increase the deep planning, increase the set-backs, among other things. They are in the process of amending their plans. I recognise, Councillor CUMMING, that eight storeys is the code-accessible level in this area. But the Planning Act by the State Government allows performance outcomes and we can't just say no to higher than eight storeys. We'll wait for their amended plans and we'll see what the changes are to that and assess it accordingly. 


With regards to the Sandgate District neighbourhood plan, and neighbourhood plans in general, again, Councillor CASSIDY, through you, Mr Chair, he's the one who just doesn't get it. I'd like to think he just doesn't get it, or I tend to think that those on the opposite side prefer not to get it. There is no way that a Council officer in Brisbane City Council went out to the residents of the Deagon Ward and said, here's your map, you're just getting it. That is outrageous. He knows full well, I expect he knows full well, through you, Mr Chair—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Noted. 


Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
I wrote it down here, you said, they came out and said, this what you're getting. What the officers go out with is a draft strategy for consultation with ideas and concept. Something has to go on the map for consideration. The town planners in Council put out what they think is what the city needs for economic development, for the housing strategy, for the vibrancy of suburbs, for the opportunities and what we are required to deliver through the South East Queensland Regional Plan. It is full consultation. 


What we see here today is a petition from many residents, yes, who are having their says on those ideas and their concepts. That's exactly the point. It is not something that is forced down the throat of any residents in neighbourhood planning. It is a draft strategy whenever we go out anywhere across the city. It's vexatious for Councillor CASSIDY to say otherwise, because he knows exactly how it works. Yes, his residents have spoken and we will be listening—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor CASSIDY. 

Councillor CASSIDY:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Yes. 


Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you. It is under consideration now, based on all the feedback that we got over the last 18 months while it's been out with the community. 

With regards to the renewal strategy for Spring Hill, again, we hear that people on the other side, Councillors on the other side don't like to hear what neighbourhood planning is. It is a land-use plan. Councillor SRI, I think, said, well, the neighbourhood plans are just land-use plans. Yes, they are. That's exactly what they are. Land-use plans, under the State Government's Planning Act, land-use plans.

What we have here is a beat up by the Greens during the Council election by 18 people signing it here on what they would like to see in Spring Hill in a renewal strategy, which is not what renewal strategies look at and long list of things in this petition, which I thought, through you, Mr Chair, Councillor JOHNSTON would appreciate the headings. Maybe if she'd bothered to read it properly, which is not always the strong point, she would see that those headings clearly show what we are going to be doing, with relation to those headings. Not what we've done, what we are going to be doing. 


We are looking at options for cycling infrastructure, under the City Plan and the bicycle network overlay plan. We are looking at the city lighting and the upgrade for Robert Street has been scheduled. Brisbane Infrastructure will continue to monitor the footpaths, service pits and trenches. Please let us know, we'll pass them on to the people who do look after them, which is not Council. But the reality is we didn't plan Spring Hill. No one planned Spring Hill. It has been there for more than 150 years. It is definitely in the time of walkable suburbs. It's in the time at the most maybe horse and cart. 


They have heritage trails, they have heritage street signage, they have plaques. But the reality is, if you want to keep those hundreds of heritage places and beautiful cottages that we have in Spring Hill, that does not actually fit with bike lanes down the street and street trees on their very narrow footpaths. So, the philosophy over here, through you, Mr Chair, of Councillor SRI, is wonderful, in his little utopia that he thinks city planning is. 


But the reality is you can't keep your heritage and the nature of the suburb and do everything that would be wonderful in a brand-new big city. We are managing it through the mechanisms that we have. Again, the reality is not what Councillor SRI understands at all. Thank you, Mr Chair. 

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, you had two items of misrepresentation. 

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, thanks, Chair. First of all, the DEPUTY MAYOR claimed that I said Council officers went out and said to the community this is what you're going to have. Exactly what I said was that Council was trying to tell people what they had to have and wouldn't listen to them. So, that's the first point, she got that wrong—

Councillors interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
On the second point, the DEPUTY MAYOR said that I was vexatious to suggest that this isn't a normal part of the Council's consultative process for a neighbourhood plan making people start petitions to have their voices heard. I think she's way off the mark when it comes to that, Chair.

Chair:
Right. 

I will now put items A, B and D. 

Clauses A, B and D put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause A, DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION UNDER THE PLANNING ACT 2016 – DEVELOPMENT PERMIT – MATERIAL CHANGE OF USE FOR FOOD AND DRINK OUTLET, OFFICE, SHOP, SHORT-TERM ACCOMMODATION AND MULTIPLE DWELLING, AND DEVELOPMENT PERMIT TO CARRY OUT BUILDING WORK FOR PARTIAL DEMOLITION ON THE SITE OF A LOCAL HERITAGE PLACE AND DIFFICULT TO EVACUATE USES (SHORT TERM ACCOMMODATION) ON LAND WITHIN BRISBANE RIVER FLOOD PLANNING AREA 5, AND PRELIMINARY APPROVAL FOR OPERATIONAL WORK FOR CHANGES TO LANDSCAPING, FENCING AND NATURAL FEATURES, CLEARING OF VEGETATION, AND FILLING AND EXCAVATION ON THE SITE OF A LOCAL HERITAGE PLACE, AND EXCAVATION EQUAL TO OR GREATER THAN 100 M3 IN POTENTIAL AND ACTUAL ACID SULFATE SOILS OVERLAY AT 57 CORONATION DRIVE, BRISBANE CITY, Clause B, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REJECT THE REQUEST TO CHANGE THE CONDITIONS OF THE DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL FOR 4 LEWIS PLACE, MANLY WEST (APPLICATION REFERENCE A005323085), and Clause D, PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL REJECT THE DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION AT 95 BARTON ROAD AND 27 JENOLAN AVENUE, HAWTHORNE (APPLICATION REFERENCE A005226303), of the report of the City Planning and Economic Development Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
Now on item C and item F. 
Clauses C and F put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause C, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REJECT THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION FOR 36 AND 38 WEST AVENUE, WYNNUM (APPLICATION REFERENCE A005303210), and Clause F, PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL NOT INCLUDE PROVISIONS FOR SIX‑STOREY BUILDINGS IN THE SANDGATE DISTRICT NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN, of the report of the City Planning and Economic Development Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Jared CASSIDY and Charles STRUNK immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 19 -
The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 7 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

Chair:
Now, item D.

Oh, excuse me, item E. 

I should say, item E. 

Clause E put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause E, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL IMPLEMENT A RENEWAL STRATEGY FOR SPRING HILL, of the report of the City Planning and Economic Development Committee was declared carried on the voices.
The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
The Deputy Mayor, Councillor Krista Adams (Chair), Councillor Fiona Hammond (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Lisa Atwood and Peter Matic. 

A
DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION UNDER THE PLANNING ACT 2016 – DEVELOPMENT PERMIT – MATERIAL CHANGE OF USE FOR FOOD AND DRINK OUTLET, OFFICE, SHOP, SHORT-TERM ACCOMMODATION AND MULTIPLE DWELLING, AND DEVELOPMENT PERMIT TO CARRY OUT BUILDING WORK FOR PARTIAL DEMOLITION ON THE SITE OF A LOCAL HERITAGE PLACE AND DIFFICULT TO EVACUATE USES (SHORT TERM ACCOMMODATION) ON LAND WITHIN BRISBANE RIVER FLOOD PLANNING AREA 5, AND PRELIMINARY APPROVAL FOR OPERATIONAL WORK FOR CHANGES TO LANDSCAPING, FENCING AND NATURAL FEATURES, CLEARING OF VEGETATION, AND FILLING AND EXCAVATION ON THE SITE OF A LOCAL HERITAGE PLACE, AND EXCAVATION EQUAL TO OR GREATER THAN 100 M3 IN POTENTIAL AND ACTUAL ACID SULFATE SOILS OVERLAY AT 57 CORONATION DRIVE, BRISBANE CITY

715/2019-20
1. The Team Manager, Planning Services City West, Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, reports that Urbis Pty Ltd, on behalf of Brisbane River Developments Pty Ltd, submitted a development application on 28 November 2019. The application was properly made on 9 December 2019.

	Development aspects:
	Material change of use – Development permit

Carry out building work – Development permit

Operational work – Preliminary approval

	General description of proposal:


	Development permit – Material change of use for a Food and drink outlet, Office, Shop and Short term accommodation (168 units) and Multiple dwelling (255 units)

Development permit – Carry out building work for Partial demolition on the site of a Local heritage place; and Difficult to evacuate uses (Short term accommodation) on land within Brisbane River flood planning area 5

Preliminary approval – Carry out operational work for Changes to landscaping, fencing and natural features, Clearing of vegetation, and filling and exaction on the site of a Local heritage place; and Excavation equal to or greater than 100 m3 in Potential and Actual Acid Sulfate Soils Overlay

	Land in the ownership of:
	Queensland Rail Limited, PL Assets Management (Australia) Trust 

	Address of the site:
	57 Coronation Drive, 15 Exford Street, 58 Quay Street, and 66 Quay Street, Brisbane City

	Described as:
	Lot 1 on SP289396, Lot 41 on SP117121, Lot 17 on RP8698, Lot 16 on RP8698 and Lot 15 on RP73210

	Containing an area of:
	3,287 m2


2.
This impact assessable application is over land currently included in the Principal centre (City Centre) zone under Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan), and the Quay Street precinct (NPP‑002) and the Quay Street south (NPP-002b) sub-precinct of the City centre neighbourhood plan.

3.
The proposal is for the redevelopment of the site and does not include stages, however it is reliant on a previous development approval granted over the site for relocation of the existing pre-1911 house on 58 Quay Street (A005268323). The development will provide an integrated mixed use centre development that includes refurbishment and reuse of the existing Local heritage place building on site.

4.
The site has frontage to Coronation Drive to the south, Exford Street to the west and Quay Street to the north and north-west. The site is currently improved by an existing commercial building which will be demolished, an existing pre-1911 building that will be relocated off site under a previous development approval (A005268323), and an existing Local heritage place building (Davidson’s Residence) that will be retained in its current location adjacent to Quay Street and refurbished to be used as a proposed retail (Shop) tenancy and as part of the proposed Short term accommodation use. The development includes two towers.  Tower 1 includes the proposed Office and Short term accommodation uses. Tower 2 contains the proposed Multiple dwelling use. The basement car parking area extends across the site, including beneath the heritage place building.
5.
The development is accessed by a vehicular access point on Exford Street via a 7 m wide Type B2 permanent vehicle crossover with all-turns ingress and egress permitted. The development also includes a ‘drop off area’ on Quay Street.

6.
Details are summarised below.

-
Includes total of 42,785 m2 of gross floor area (GFA) – including 2,048 m² of Office GFA and 1,388 m² of Shop and Food and drink GFA.

-
Includes parking on the site for 366 cars, including 10 car parking spaces for people with disability and for the loading and unloading of vehicles within the site. Car parking spaces are provided on the ground level and also within 4 basement levels.

-
Provides for 423 secure bicycle spaces for residents, 16 bicycle spaces for staff and 113 bicycle spaces for visitors.

-
A tower site cover of 1,836 m2 (56%).

-
Landscaped planting areas of 715 m2 are provided, representing 21.7% of the land area. No ‘deep planting’ is provided on site due to the topography of the site and the basement car parking.

-
The height of Tower 1 is 30 storeys. The height of Tower 2 is 32 storeys adjacent to Quay Street and 35 storeys adjacent to Coronation Drive.

-
A total of 255 Multiple dwelling units including 56 one-bedroom units, 140 two‑bedroom units, 56 three-bedroom units and 3 four-bedroom units.

-
A total of 168 Short term accommodation apartments comprising of 63 studio apartments, 63 one-bedroom apartments and 42 two-bedroom apartments.

-
Reuse of the heritage building to include: Retail (Shop) tenancy on level 1, lobby of proposed Short term accommodation on level 2, and storage for proposed Short term accommodation on level 3.

-
Hours of operation limitations for the development are as follows:

-
no outdoor amplified music/sound is permitted for the multi-function space 
and/or restaurant/bar between 10pm and 7am.

7.
The proposed development has been assessed against the relevant assessment benchmarks and it has been determined that it complies with the relevant provisions of City Plan.

8.
The development required referral to the Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning, State Assessment Referral Agency (SARA) as a concurrence agency for impacts on State transport infrastructure. The Department provided their concurrence agency response outlining their requirements.
9.
The proposal was subject to impact assessment and public notification was carried out in accordance with the Planning Act 2016 (the Act). Public notification was carried out from 16 January 2020 to 6 February 2020. A total of six submissions were received during the assessment of the application, including three properly made submissions. Two of the three properly made submissions opposed the development and one of the properly made submissions expressed support for the development. A notice of compliance was received on 7 February 2020.

10.
The Councillor for Central Ward, Councillor Vicki Howard, supports the proposal.

11.
The Team Manager advises that relevant reports have been obtained to address the assessment criteria, and decision process prescribed by the Act, appropriately justifying the proposal and outlining reasonable and relevant conditions for the approval.

12.
It is recommended that the application be presented to City Planning and Economic Development Committee for a recommendation to Council for approval subject to the approved plans and conditions included in the attached Development Approval Package. The Committee agreed.  
13.
RECOMMENDATION:

As:

(i)
a properly made development application was made on 9 December 2019 to Council pursuant to section 51 of the Planning Act 2016 as follows:

	Development aspects:
	Material change of use – Development permit 

Carry out building work – Development permit

Operational work – Preliminary approval

	General description of proposal:


	Development permit – Material change of use for a Food and drink outlet, Office, Shop and Short term accommodation (168 units) and Multiple dwelling (255 units) 

Development permit – Carry out building work for Partial demolition on the site of a Local heritage place; and Difficult to evacuate uses (Short term accommodation) on land within Brisbane River flood planning area 5

Preliminary approval – Carry out operational work for Changes to landscaping, fencing and natural features, Clearing of vegetation, and filling and excavation on the site of a Local heritage place; and Excavation equal to or greater than 100 m3 in Potential and Actual Acid Sulfate Soils Overlay

	Land in the ownership of:
	Queensland Rail Limited, PL Assets Management (Australia) Trust

	Address of the site:
	57 Coronation Drive, 15 Exford Street, 58 Quay Street, and 66 Quay Street, Brisbane City

	Described as:
	Lot 1 on SP289396, Lot 41 on SP117121, Lot 17 on RP8698, Lot 16 on RP8698 and Lot 15 on RP73210

	Containing an area of:
	3,287 m2


(ii)
Council is required to assess the application pursuant to Chapter 3, Part 1, section 45(5) and decide the application under Chapter 3, Part 3, Division 2, section 60 of the Planning Act 2016,

then Council: 

(i)
upon consideration of the applications and those matters set forth in section 60 of the Planning Act 2016 relevant to the application, Council considers that: 

(a)
the site is within the Urban Footprint of the South East Queensland Regional Plan, and the use is consistent with an Urban Activity.

(b)
the proposal does not cause conflict with the State’s Planning Policies, planning regulation provisions or regional plan.

(c)
the proposal is consistent with the general intentions of Brisbane City Plan 2014.

(d)
the proposal would not create an unreasonable traffic problem, increase a traffic problem or detrimentally affect the efficiency of the road network.

(e)
the proposal would not detrimentally affect the amenity of the surrounding area.

(f)
the development can be accommodated within the existing essential infrastructure networks

(ii)
considers that where reasonable and relevant conditions imposed on the development, it would be appropriate that the proposed development be approved on the subject land

(iii)
issues Brisbane City Council Infrastructure Charges Notices for the development pursuant to the Planning Act 2016 and Brisbane Infrastructure Charges Resolution (No. 8) 2019, for the stormwater, community purposes and transport network

(iv) approves the development application referred to above and subject to the conditions in the attached Development Approval Package to:

(a)
notify the applicant of this decision and issue the applicant the Brisbane City Council Infrastructure Charges Notice

(b)
notify the Central SEQ Distributer-Retailer Authority of the decision and provide the Authority with a copy of the Brisbane City Council Infrastructure Charges Notice

(c)
notify the Councillor for Central Ward, Councillor Vicki Howard, of this decision

(d) 
notify SARA of the decision

(e) 
notify the submitters of the decision at the expiration of the applicant’s appeal period

(f) 
publish notice about decision on the website.
ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REJECT THE REQUEST TO CHANGE THE CONDITIONS OF THE DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL FOR 4 LEWIS PLACE, MANLY WEST (APPLICATION REFERENCE A005323085)


CA20/67520

716/2019-20
14.
A petition from residents, requesting Council reject the request to change the conditions of the development approval for 4 Lewis Place, Manly West (application reference A005323085), was received during the Summer Recess 2019-20.

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

16.
The petition contains 70 signatures.

17.
The petitioners are concerned about the removal of conditions relating to bollards that restrict access to and from Lewis Place.

18.
The original development application was subject to an impact assessment and the applicant undertook public notification. Council received 123 submissions, of which 111 were properly made. Submitters raised concerns about vehicle access onto Lewis Place that were considered as part of the assessment process. As part of the development approval, Council imposed conditions to restrict access onto Lewis Place (conditions 105 and 148) which required the installation of bollards that restrict access to and from Lewis Place.

19.
On 4 November 2019, a development application requesting a change to the development approval under section 82 of the Planning Act 2016 (the Act) was lodged over 4 Lewis Place. Council’s assessment began on 25 November 2019 when the application was properly made. 

20.
The applicant requested the removal of conditions 105 and 148 to facilitate the removal of bollards. A traffic report prepared by a suitably qualified Registered Professional Engineer of Queensland was submitted with the application, outlining the detailed traffic assessment that was undertaken. This assessment showed that the removal of the bollards will provide direct access to 4 Lewis Place from Lewis Street for emergency services, deliveries and visitors, and would not adversely impact on the safety or efficiency of the road network. This assessment also shows the removal of the bollards complies with the requirements of Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan), including Council’s Transport, access, parking and servicing planning scheme policy. This report detailed actual traffic movements, while the previous report considered in June 2015 was based on forecast traffic movements.

21.
The development application was subject to impact assessment and therefore the applicant was required to undertake public notification in accordance with the Act. Public notification was carried out from 10 January to 3 February 2020, with Council receiving 172 submissions of which 169 were properly made. One hundred and sixty-four of the submissions were in support of the application and eight submissions objected to the application.

22.
After a full assessment against the requirements of City Plan and the provisions of the Act, Council approved the request to change the development approval on 30 March 2020. The matters raised by all submitters were considered by Council officers as part of the assessment process. 

23.
All properly made submitters were advised of the decision and the applicant and submitters had the opportunity to lodge an appeal challenging the decision in the Planning and Environment Court. The submitter appeal period commenced on 6 April 2020 and concluded on 20 May 2020. No appeals were lodged against Council’s decision. 

24.
A condition has been imposed on the development approval for the installation of a speed control device near the entrance to Lewis Place. 

25.
A copy of the development application, including the traffic report and related documents to the application, can be accessed by visiting Council’s PD Online website at www.brisbane.qld.gov.au/pdonline and searching for application reference number A005323085.

Consultation

26.
Councillor Peter Cumming, Councillor for Wynnum Manly Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

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

28.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/67520

Thank you for your petition requesting Council reject the request to change the conditions of the development approval for 4 Lewis Place, Manly West (application reference A005323085).

On 4 November 2019, Council received a development application requesting the development approval for 4 Lewis Place be changed to remove conditions 105 and 148, which required the installation of bollards that restrict access to and from Lewis Place. Council’s assessment began on 25 November 2019 when the application was properly made. 

A traffic report prepared by a suitably qualified Registered Professional Engineer of Queensland was submitted with the application, outlining the detailed traffic assessment that was undertaken. This assessment showed that the removal of the bollards will provide direct access to 4 Lewis Place from Lewis Street for emergency services, deliveries and visitors, and would not adversely impact on the safety or efficiency of the road network. This assessment also shows the removal of the bollards complies with the requirements of Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan), including Council’s Transport, access, parking and servicing planning scheme policy.

The development application was subject to impact assessment and therefore the applicant was required to undertake public notification in accordance with the Planning Act 2016 (the Act). Public notification was carried out from 10 January to 3 February 2020, with Council receiving 172 submissions of which 169 were properly made. One hundred and sixty-four of the submissions were in support of the application and eight submissions objected to the application.

After a full assessment against the requirements of City Plan and the provisions of the Act, Council approved the request to change the development approval on 30 March 2020. The matters raised by all submitters were considered by Council officers as part of the assessment process. 

All properly made submitters were advised of the decision and the applicant and submitters had the opportunity to lodge an appeal challenging the decision in the Planning and Environment Court. The submitter appeal period commenced on 6 April 2020 and concluded on 20 May 2020. No appeals were lodged against Council’s decision. 

A condition has been imposed on the development approval for the installation of a speed control device near the entrance to Lewis Place. 

A copy of the development application, including the traffic report and related documents to the application, can be accessed by visiting Council’s PD Online website at www.brisbane.qld.gov.au/pdonline and searching for application reference number A005323085. 

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

Thank you for raising your concerns.

ADOPTED

C
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REJECT THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION FOR 36 AND 38 WEST AVENUE, WYNNUM (APPLICATION REFERENCE A005303210)


CA20/114100 

717/2019-20
29.
A petition from residents, requesting Council reject the proposed development application for 36 and 38 West Avenue, Wynnum (application reference A005303210), was presented by Councillor Peter Cumming, Councillor for Wynnum Manly Ward to the Council meeting of 4 February 2020, and received.

30.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information. 

31.
The petition contains 79 signatures. 

32.
The petitioners are concerned with the height of the building and believe if approved it would set a precedent for allowing 10 storeys in the eight‑storey precinct.

33.
The site is located within the High density residential (up to eight storeys) zone under Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan) and is subject to the Wynnum Central precinct and Parkside residential sub‑precinct within the Wynnum Manly neighbourhood plan.

34.
The site has a combined total area of 1055 m2 and adjoins a low-set dwelling to the east and a two‑storey dual occupancy to the south. The adjoining property to the rear is vacant. The site is located approximately 200 metres from Wynnum Central train station and directly opposite Kitchener Park.

35.
On 9 October 2019, a development application was lodged over the site for a Material change of use for a Multiple dwelling (32 units). Council’s assessment began on 28 October 2019 when the application was properly made.

36.
The development application is currently under assessment by officers in Council’s Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, against the requirements of City Plan and in accordance with the provisions of the Planning Act 2016 (the Act). 

37.
Council’s FloodWise Property Report indicates the property is subject to creek and waterway flooding, with a Defined Flood Level of 8.3 metres Australian Height Datum (AHD) and ground levels on the site ranging from 7.6 metres to 8 metres AHD. 

38.
On 10 February 2020, the applicant responded to Council’s Information Request and made changes to the proposed plans by reducing the height of the lift overrun from 35.5 metres to 29.5 metres and reducing the building roof height from 29.3 metres to 27.9 metres. Other amendments included increasing the rear building setback, adding an awning and changing the type of vehicle crossover to the site. 

39.
From the elevation plan and the cross section submitted, the proposed development is nine storeys high, with eight storeys for residential uses and an additional storey for a roof top recreation and landscape area. The building has an appearance of a taller building as the ground floor is raised 0.89 metres above the existing ground line to achieve suitable flood amenity required by City Plan.

40.
The development application is subject to an impact assessment and therefore the applicant is required to undertake public notification in accordance with the Act. Public notification was carried out from 14 February to 6 March 2020. Council received six submissions, of which one was properly made. The matters raised by all submitters and the petitioners will be carefully considered by Council officers as part of the assessment process.

41.
Following the assessment of the response to the Information Request and submissions received, Council sent an email to the applicant on 3 April 2020, requesting a revised building design to achieve a design outcome that reduced the bulk and scale, increased the area of deep landscaping and increased building setbacks. Subsequently, the applicant issued Council with a notice to stop the current assessment period until 25 October 2020 in accordance with section 32 of the Development Assessment Rules.

42.
A copy of the development application, including all documents relating to the application, can be accessed by visiting Council’s website at www.brisbane.qld.gov.au/pdonline and entering application reference number A005303210. 

Consultation

43.
Councillor Peter Cumming, Councillor for Wynnum Manly, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation.

44.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

45.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Attachment A
Information to be provided to the petitioners

Petition Reference: CA20/114100

Thank you for your petition requesting Council reject the proposed development application at 36 and 38 West Avenue, Wynnum (application reference A005303210).

Council notes the concerns raised in the petition about building height, bulk and scale and applicable benchmarks. All the issues raised are planning matters that will be taken into consideration during the assessment of the application.

The site is located within the High density residential (up to eight storeys) zone under Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan) and is subject to the Wynnum Central precinct and Parkside residential sub‑precinct within the Wynnum Manly neighbourhood plan. The site has a combined total area of 1055 m2 and adjoins a low set dwelling to the east and a two-storey dual occupancy to the south. The adjoining property to the rear is vacant. The site is located approximately 200 metres from Wynnum Central train station and directly opposite Kitchener Park.

On 9 October 2019, a development application was lodged over the site for a Material change of use for a Multiple dwelling (32 units). Council’s assessment began on 28 October 2019 when the application was properly made.

The development application is subject to an impact assessment and therefore the applicant is required to undertake public notification in accordance with the Planning Act 2016 (the Act). Public notification was carried out from 14 February to 6 March 2020. Council received six submissions, of which one was properly made. 

Following the assessment of the response to the Information Request and submissions received, Council sent an email to the applicant on 3 April 2020, requesting a revised building design to achieve a design outcome that reduced the bulk and scale, increased the area of deep landscaping and increased building setbacks. Subsequently, the applicant issued Council with a notice to stop the current assessment period until 25 October 2020 in accordance with section 32 of the Development Assessment Rules.

The development application is currently under assessment by officers in Council’s Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, against the requirements of City Plan and in accordance with the provisions of the Act. 

Once a decision is made on the application, all properly made submitters will be advised and the applicant and submitters will have the opportunity to lodge an appeal challenging the decision in the Planning and Environment Court. 

A copy of the development application, including all documents relating to the application, can be accessed by visiting Council’s PD Online website at www.brisbane.qld.gov.au/pdonline and entering application reference number A005303210. 

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

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

D
PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL REJECT THE DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION AT 95 BARTON ROAD AND 27 JENOLAN AVENUE, HAWTHORNE (APPLICATION REFERENCE A005226303)


CA20/203239 and CA20/214314 

718/2019-20
46.
Two petitions from residents, requesting Council reject the development application at 95 Barton Road and 27 Jenolan Avenue, Hawthorne (application reference A005226303), were received during the Election Recess 2020.

47.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

48.
The two petitions contain a total of 370 signatures.

49.
The petitioners’ concerns about the proposed development include:

· overdevelopment within the local area

· height, bulk and scale of the proposed development

· insufficient planting of vegetation and the need to provide for trees

· the separation between buildings is not sufficient

· failure to protect residents from flooding and traffic impacts.

50.
The site is in the Low-medium density residential (two or three storey mix) zone under the Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). The site is located within the Bulimba district neighbourhood plan area and is subject to the Traditional building character overlay, however, is not located within a precinct. 

51.
The site comprises a total area of 2,451 m², forming an ‘L’ shaped allotment with street frontages to Barton Road and Jenolan Avenue. The predominant built form adjoining the site along Barton Road and Jenolan Avenue is dwelling houses of one to two storeys.

52.
On 25 June 2019, a development application was lodged over the site for a Material change of use for a Multiple dwelling (12 units), Building work for two Dwelling houses on a small lot and Reconfiguration of a lot (four into three lots). Council’s assessment began on 1 August 2019, when the application was properly made. The development application is currently under assessment by officers in Development Services against the requirements of City Plan and in accordance with the provisions of the Planning Act 2016 (the Act). 

53.
The development application proposes to relocate an existing pre-1946 Dwelling house and construct a small lot house on new allotments fronting Barton Road. A three-storey Multiple dwelling with an approximate height of 11.06 metres is proposed and vehicle and pedestrian access will be via Jenolan Avenue. It is proposed that the development will be carried out in four stages.

54.
Council’s FloodWise Property Report indicates the site is subject to overland flow flooding and Brisbane River flooding. The governing source of flooding is the two per cent Annual Exceedance Probability overland flow with a flood level varying between 3.2 m and 3.3 m Australian Height Datum.

55.
The site contains a Melaleuca quinquenervia (narrow leaved paperbark), which is a significant landscape tree. This tree is protected under the Significant vegetation overlay in City Plan and is located approximately 15 m to the rear of the existing dwelling facing Barton Road. It is proposed that the tree will be incorporated into the site’s landscaping.

56.
On 20 December 2019, the applicant responded to Council’s Information Request. The applicant made changes to the design of the dwelling houses fronting Barton Road and reduced the height of Multiple dwellings facing Jenolan Avenue to two storeys. No other changes were made to the design, bulk or height of the development to reduce it from three storeys.

57.
The development application is subject to an impact assessment and therefore the applicant is required to undertake public notification in accordance with the Act. Public notification was carried out from 10 January to 5 February 2020. Council received 121 submissions, of which 100 were properly made. Ninety-seven submissions objected to the application and 23 submissions supported the application. The matters raised by all submitters and the petitioners will be carefully considered by Council officers as part of the assessment process.

58.
Following assessment of the response to Council’s Information Request and the submissions received, officers from Council’s Development Services met with the applicant and developer on 9 March 2020 to outline concerns with the proposed development. Subsequently, the applicant issued Council with a notice to stop the current assessment period until 27 April 2020 in accordance with section 32 of the Development Assessment Rules. The applicant later extended this period until 9 June 2020. 

59.
A copy of the development application, including all documents relating to the application, can be accessed by visiting Council’s PD Online website at www.brisbane.qld.gov.au/pdonline and searching for application reference number A005226303. 

Consultation

60.
Councillor Kara Cook, Councillor for Morningside Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

61.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

62.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Attachment A

Draft response

Petition References: CA20/203239 and CA20/214314

Thank you for your petitions requesting Council reject the proposed development application at 95 Barton Road and 27 Jenolan Avenue, Hawthorne (application reference number A00522630).

Council notes the concerns raised in the petition including building height, setbacks, bulk and scale, privacy, landscaping, flooding and traffic impacts. All the issues raised are planning matters that will be taken into consideration during the assessment of the application.

The site is in the Low-medium density residential (two or three storey mix) zone under Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). The site is located within the Bulimba district neighbourhood plan area and is subject to the Traditional building character overlay, however, is not located within a precinct. 

The site comprises a total area of 2,451 m², forming an ‘L’ shaped allotment with street frontages to Barton Road and Jenolan Avenue. The predominant built form adjoining the site along Barton Road and Jenolan Avenue is dwelling houses of one to two storeys.

On 25 June 2019, a development application was lodged over the site for a Material change of use for a Multiple dwelling (12 units), Building work for two dwelling houses on a small lot and Reconfiguration of a lot (four into three lots). Council’s assessment began on 1 August 2019, when the application was properly made. 

The development application is subject to an impact assessment and therefore the applicant is required to undertake public notification in accordance with Planning Act 2016 (the Act). Public notification was carried out from 10 January to 5 February 2020. Council received 121 submissions, of which 100 were properly made. 

On 20 December 2019, the applicant responded to Council’s Information Request. The applicant made changes to the design of the dwelling houses fronting Barton Road and reduced the height of Multiple dwellings facing Jenolan Avenue to two storeys. No other changes were made to the design, bulk or height of the development to reduce it from three storeys.

The development application is currently under assessment by officers in Council’s Development Services against the requirements of City Plan and in accordance with the provisions of the Act. The matters raised by all submitters, together with a copy of the petition, will be carefully considered by Council officers as part of the assessment process.

Once a decision is made on the application, all properly made submitters will be advised and the applicant and submitters will have the opportunity to lodge an appeal challenging the decision in the Planning and Environment Court. 

A copy of the development application, including all documents relating to the application, can be accessed by visiting Council’s PD Online website at www.brisbane.qld.gov.au/pdonline and searching for application reference number A005226303. 

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

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

E
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL IMPLEMENT A RENEWAL STRATEGY FOR SPRING HILL


CA20/595316
719/2019-20
63.
A petition from residents, requesting Council implement a renewal strategy for Spring Hill, was received during the Election Recess 2020.

64.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information. 

65.
The petition contains 18 signatures. All the petitioners live in Spring Hill and have raised multiple issues regarding road safety, resident amenity and urban renewal. 

66.
The issues raised by the petitioners are addressed in detail below.


Heritage

67.
Council undertook a heritage and character study as part of the Spring Hill neighbourhood plan (the neighbourhood plan), which was finalised in 2018. As one of the earliest and best‑maintained areas of Brisbane, Spring Hill’s heritage and character importance is well recognised and valued. There are currently more than 100 local heritage places identified in Spring Hill, as well as many traditional character buildings included in the Traditional building character overlay, Pre-1911 building overlay or Commercial character building overlay in Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan).

68.
In conjunction with the neighbourhood plan, Council released the Saunter through Spring Hill heritage trail, which is available for download from Council’s website. 


Bicycle improvements

69.
Several roads in Spring Hill are recognised as future cycle routes on Council's Bicycle network overlay in City Plan, demonstrating Council’s recognition of the demand for cycling along these routes. In addition, Council is currently completing a review of the active transport network plan which will assess key bicycle corridors, including those in Spring Hill, to identify opportunities for improving network connectivity and safety. The petitioners’ comments will be considered as part of this review, which will look at options for cycling infrastructure along existing cycle routes or whether alternative alignments are more suitable.


Illegal parking 

70.
In relation to the petitioners’ concerns with illegal parking around St Joseph’s College, regular proactive patrols of Spring Hill are undertaken by officers from Council’s Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services. If residents observe any instances of illegal parking, especially those that may constitute a safety hazard, they can be reported to Council’s 24-hour Contact Centre on (07) 3403 8888. 


Speeding vehicles

71.
Speeding is primarily a behavioural issue that is best handled by enforcement of the Queensland Road Rules by the Queensland Police Service (QPS). Speeding vehicle complaints can be reported to QPS on 13 HOON (13 46 66).


City lighting

72.
Both Council and Energex have current programs to upgrade street lighting in a number of streets in Spring Hill. The entire length of Boundary Street received an upgrade to LED street lighting in April 2020. Lighting at the intersection of Leichhardt, Upper Edward and Little Edward Streets is currently being upgraded. Fortescue and Reading Streets have both recently received upgraded lighting. A lighting upgrade for Robert Street has been scheduled for the coming months.


Roads and drainage

73.
Council is upgrading footpaths in Central Ward systematically as part of Council’s 2019-20 Capital Works Program and through the Central Ward’s Suburban Enhancement Fund. Council’s Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, will continue to monitor the footpaths in Spring Hill and repairs will be carried out as required. 


Service pits and service trenches

74.
The petitioners’ feedback about maintenance to service pits and trenches has been noted. While Council has authority over footpaths in Brisbane, individual utility providers are responsible for the maintenance of their service pits and trenches, including the lids. Should the petitioners observe any footpath issue that they believe requires maintenance, they can also be reported to Council directly via the Contact Centre. The area will be inspected and if required, referred to the relevant utility provider.


Street Trees

75.
Council’s Brisbane. Clean, Green, Sustainable 2017-2031 aims to increase shade cover from the current level of 40% to 50% by 2031. During 2020-21, Council plans to plant street trees based on scoping works undertaken during 2019-20. In older inner city suburbs, the available planting opportunities are limited due to the narrow nature of the streets and footpaths, and distances from street signage, driveways, traffic signals, bus stops and light poles. With all new plantings, trees are mulched, and Council includes a minimum of 21 maintenance visits over a 12-month period. 


Waste and bin servicing

76.
The frequency for bin servicing is determined by reviewing collection data for an area, including the number of bins present and how quickly the bins reach capacity. The petitioners’ feedback about Spring Hill has been investigated and based on current data, no increase to the bin service frequency is required at this time. However, should residents witness an overflowing Council bin, it can be reported to Council’s Contact Centre.

77.
With regard to the petitioners’ request for more litter education programs and initiatives for Spring Hill, many litter prevention programs and initiatives have been rolled out across Brisbane, including in Spring Hill. One such example is the ‘104 or more’ initiative, which encourages each Brisbane resident to pick up two pieces of rubbish per week to keep 104 pieces of litter per year out of streets, bushlands and waterways. As part of the ‘104 or more’ initiative, Council works with organisations, community groups and schools to conduct litter clean-ups in their local areas.

Consultation

78.
Councillor Vicki Howard, Councillor for Central Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact

79.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

80.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

81.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Draft Response

Petition reference: CA20/595316
Thank you for your petition requesting Council implement a renewal strategy for Spring Hill. I am pleased to provide the following information in response to your concerns. 

Heritage

Council undertook a heritage and character study as part of the Spring Hill neighbourhood plan (the neighbourhood plan), which was finalised in 2018. As one of the earliest and best‑maintained areas of Brisbane, Spring Hill’s heritage and character importance is well recognised and valued. There are currently more than 100 local heritage places identified in Spring Hill, as well as many traditional character buildings included in the Traditional building character overlay, Pre-1911 building overlay or Commercial character building overlay in Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan).

In conjunction with the neighbourhood plan, Council released the Saunter through Spring Hill heritage trail, which is available for download from Council’s website at https://www.brisbane.qld.gov.au. 

Bicycle improvements

Several roads in Spring Hill are recognised as future cycle routes on Council's Bicycle network overlay in City Plan, demonstrating Council’s recognition of the demand for cycling along these routes. In addition, Council is currently completing a review of the active transport network plan which will assess key bicycle corridors, including those in Spring Hill, to identify opportunities for improving network connectivity and safety. Your comments will be considered as part of this review, which will look at options for cycling infrastructure along existing cycle routes or whether alternative alignments are more suitable.

Illegal parking 

In relation to the petitioners’ concerns with illegal parking around St Joseph’s College, regular proactive patrols of Spring Hill are undertaken by officers from Council’s Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services. If residents observe any instances of illegal parking, especially those that may constitute a safety hazard, they can be reported to Council’s 24-hour Contact Centre on (07) 3403 8888. 

Speeding vehicles

Speeding is primarily a behavioural issue that is best handled by enforcement of the Queensland Road Rules by the Queensland Police Service (QPS). Speeding vehicle complaints can be reported to QPS on 13 HOON (13 46 66).

City lighting

Both Council and Energex have current programs to upgrade street lighting in a number of streets in Spring Hill. The entire length of Boundary Street received an upgrade to LED street lighting in April 2020. Lighting at the intersection of Leichhardt, Upper Edward and Little Edward Streets is currently being upgraded. Fortescue and Reading Streets have both recently received upgraded lighting. A lighting upgrade for Robert Street has been scheduled for the coming months.

Roads and drainage

Council is upgrading footpaths in Central Ward systematically as part of Council’s 2019‑20 Capital Works Program and through the Central Ward’s Suburban Enhancement Fund. Officers from Council’s Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, will continue to monitor the footpaths in Spring Hill and repairs will be carried out as required. 

Service pits and service trenches

Your feedback about maintenance to service pits and trenches has been noted. While Council has authority over footpaths in Brisbane, individual utility providers are responsible for the maintenance of their service pits and trenches, including the lids. Should residents observe any footpath issue that they believe requires maintenance, they can also be reported to Council directly via the Contact Centre. The area will be inspected and if required, referred to the relevant utility provider.

Street trees

Council’s Brisbane. Clean, Green, Sustainable 2017-2031 aims to increase shade cover from the current level of 40% to 50% by 2031. During 2020-21, Council plans to plant street trees based on scoping works undertaken during 2019-20. In older inner city suburbs, the available planting opportunities are limited due to the narrow nature of the streets and footpaths, and distances from street signage, driveways, traffic signals, bus stops and light poles. With all new plantings, trees are mulched, and Council includes a minimum of 21 maintenance visits over a 12-month period. 

Waste and bin servicing

The frequency for bin servicing is determined by reviewing collection data for an area, including the number of bins present and how quickly the bins reach capacity. Your feedback about Spring Hill has been investigated and based on current data, no increase to the bin service frequency is required at this time. However, should residents witness an overflowing Council bin, it can be reported to Council’s Contact Centre.

With regard to your request for more litter education programs and initiatives for Spring Hill, many litter prevention programs and initiatives have been rolled out across Brisbane, including in Spring Hill. One such example is the ‘104 or more’ initiative, which encourages each Brisbane resident to pick up two pieces of rubbish per week to keep 104 pieces of litter per year out of streets, bushlands and waterways. As part of the ‘104 or more’ initiative, Council works with organisations, community groups and schools to conduct litter clean-ups in their local areas.

Should you have any further questions about these issues, please contact Mr Sean Cullen, Neighbourhood Planning and Urban Renewal Manager, City Planning and Economic Development, City Planning and Sustainability, on (07) 3178 1346.

Thank you for contacting Council with your concerns.
ADOPTED

F
PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL NOT INCLUDE PROVISIONS FOR SIX‑STOREY BUILDINGS IN THE SANDGATE DISTRICT NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
CA20/395876 and CA20/527137

720/2019-20
82.
Two petitions from residents, requesting Council not include provisions for six-storey buildings in the Sandgate district neighbourhood plan, were received. The first petition (CA20/395876), containing 1,161 signatures, was received during the Election Recess 2020. The second petition (CA20/527137), containing 1,553 signatures, was presented by Councillor Jared Cassidy, Councillor for Deagon Ward, to Council at its meeting on 5 May 2020.

83.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information. 

84.
The two petitions contain a total of 2,714 signatures. 

85.
The petitioners oppose provisions allowing six-storey buildings for the following reasons.

· To protect Sandgate’s unique historic bayside village identity. 

· To protect more than 100 years of history, heritage and character of the commercial and residential buildings in Sandgate Village that are integral to the community village feel. 

· To protect residents and visitors living in and around Sandgate Village from overshadowing, while preserving their exceptional views, right to privacy, unobstructed sunlight and natural sea breezes. 

· To prevent major problems with traffic congestion, parking, public transport, pollution, flooding issues and schools that are already near capacity.

86.
In February 2019, Council supported the preparation of an update of the Sandgate district neighbourhood plan under Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). A key stage of Council’s neighbourhood planning process is to prepare and receive community feedback on a draft strategy document, which then guides the preparation of the draft neighbourhood plan. A draft strategy combines initial community input, including online survey responses and insights from a Community Planning Team, along with the findings of background research and technical studies undertaken by Council. 

87.
The Sandgate district neighbourhood plan draft strategy (the draft strategy) was released for community feedback from 8 October to 4 November 2019 and includes the following strategy and action.

· Strategy 1.3 Encourage housing choice for people of all stages of life

· Action 1.3.2 In Sandgate centre Area A, allow for a mix of commercial and residential development up to six storeys, while maintaining the appearance of the streetscape along Brighton Road through ground floor retail and dining and upper storey setbacks. Design provisions will provide appropriate setbacks to adjoining character residential. 

88.
The above is supported by a ‘Bayside living snapshot’ map, which indicates an area around the Sandgate centre for increased building heights and design provisions. The petitioners indicate that they do not support the proposals for building heights of six storeys.
89.
The petitioners’ comments will be considered as community feedback on the draft strategy. Council is currently reviewing all of the feedback responses received, including emails, letters, online feedback forms and other petitions. Once the review is complete, a report will be made available detailing community feedback and how this has been considered in preparing the draft neighbourhood plan.  

90.
The intent of the draft strategy is to receive feedback on ideas and concepts for the study area, and to inform an amendment to City Plan.  Once the draft neighbourhood plan has been prepared, it will be presented to Council for endorsement to submit to the Queensland Government for State interest review, prior to being released for formal public consultation. Once the Queensland Government approves public consultation to take place on the draft neighbourhood plan, the formal public consultation process must be conducted in accordance with the requirements of the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules and the Planning Act 2016. This gives the community another opportunity to provide feedback and make a formal submission to Council. All submissions must be considered and reported to Council and the Queensland Government. 

Consultation

91.
Councillor Jared Cassidy, Councillor for Deagon Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation.


Customer impact

92.
The response will acknowledge the petitioners’ request, in accordance with standard Council processes.

93.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

94.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition References: CA20/395876 and CA20/527137

Thank you for your petitions requesting Council not include provisions for six-storey buildings in the Sandgate district neighbourhood plan.

Council accepts the petition as community feedback and it will be considered and investigated in preparing the draft neighbourhood plan.

The intent of the neighbourhood plan draft strategy is to receive feedback on ideas and concepts for the study area, and to inform an amendment to Brisbane City Plan 2014. Once the draft neighbourhood plan has been prepared, it will be presented to Council for endorsement to submit to the Queensland Government for State interest review prior to being released for formal public consultation. This gives the community another opportunity to provide feedback and make a formal submission to Council. All submissions must be considered and reported to Council and the Queensland Government.   

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Sean Cullen, Neighbourhood Planning and Urban Renewal Manager, City Planning and Economic Development, City Planning and Sustainability, on (07) 3178 1346.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

PUBLIC AND ACTIVE TRANSPORT COMMITTEE

Councillor Ryan MURPHY, Chair of the Public and Active Transport Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Angela OWEN, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 9 June 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 


Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Thanks very much, Chair. Last week's Committee presentation was on a history of Brisbane’s cross-river bridges. As we all know, the Brisbane River is our greatest asset in this city. It's actually one of our most important corridors and connectors. But it also presents very unique challenges when it comes to how we move around our city. I did a little bit of digging and I found that 140 suburbs actually border the Brisbane River. You wouldn't think it's that many, would you? Probably half of them are in Councillor ADERMANN's ward, but certainly, that is a significant amount of suburbs. 


Currently there's five bridges providing pedestrian cycle access to the inner city area. Busiest bridge is the Victoria Bridge with an estimated six million crossings per year. This is followed by the Goodwill Bridge with an estimated 4.6 million crossings per year. In terms of our historic bridges, the committee heard some data about those. The Breakfast Creek Bridge, which opened in 1826, was Brisbane's first bridge. It connected Brisbane's penal settlement to the female prison at Eagle Farm. It wasn't until free settlers began to arrive in the early 1840s that the need for a bridge crossing of the Brisbane River arose. 


The young colony foresaw the need for a permanent river crossing. A competition was launched to design a new bridge. Victoria Bridge, Brisbane's first river‑crossing bridge was opened in June 1865. At the time it was a temporary timber structure, while the Colonial Government and the then Brisbane Council continued to negotiate the design of a permanent bridge. The bridge was narrow and allowed for light vehicles only, with freight having to be barged across the river. Due to the bridge piles being scoured by heavy rains and floods in late 1866 and early 1867, and suffering from marine borer damage, the bridge unfortunately collapsed, in just over two years.


So, certainly, we're hoping for a longer life for the Kangaroo Point green bridge. The populous had to revert to using ferries, once again. A permanent bridge was then constructed in 1874. With the formation of the Greater Brisbane Authority, or the Greater Brisbane Council, what would then become the Brisbane City Council in 1924, bridges were seen as a critical need for the future development of Brisbane. In 1925, the Cross River Commission was appointed. The first bridge they recommended was the Grey Street Bridge, which was later renamed the William Jolly Bridge in 1955, in honour of the first Lord Mayor of Greater Brisbane. 


Work on the concrete-encased steel structure began in 1928, amid concerns held by the State Government at the cost of the bridge at £700,000 sterling, during the height of the Great Depression, was excessive. The bridge opened in March 1932. The Victoria Bridge was still Brisbane's only road crossing over the river and congestion was becoming an issue. The second bridge recommended by the Commission was the Story Bridge, now one of our city's most significant icons. Anywhere you see the silhouette of the Story Bridge, you could instantly recognise that that belongs to Brisbane. 


It was once the second largest bridge in Australia, exceeded only by the Sydney Harbour Bridge. Construction of the Story Bridge commenced in 1935, with the bridge opening in 1940. Now, we've spoken a lot about our five green bridges, but the existing green bridges include the Jack Pesch Bridge, the Eleonor Schonell Bridge, the Goodwill Bridge, the Kurilpa Bridge and then the Neville Bonner Bridge, which is currently under construction. I can see the barges out on the river right now. 


The Jack Pesch Bridge is Brisbane's first pedestrian and cycle-only bridge. The bridge crosses the Indooroopilly reach of the river, linking Chelmer and Indooroopilly. It's located immediately adjacent to the Albert and Walter Taylor Bridge and opened on 2 October 1988. The Eleanor Schonell Bridge opened in December 2006 and it was the first bridge in Australia to be built exclusively for buses, bicycles and pedestrians. It's an important part of Brisbane's busway network, helping to reduce the number of buses on Coronation Drive. 


The Goodwill Bridge links the southern end of South Bank to the CBD. That was part of the South Bank Master Plan in 1997, which was released in 1997. An architectural competition for design of the pedestrian and cycle bridge was held, with construction commencing in May 2000. The bridge opened in October 2001. The bridge is six-and-a-half metres wide and spans a length of 128 metres. In December 2004, Queensland Government's Department of Public Works and Council agreed on the need for another bridge, as part of The City West Strategy. 


The Kurilpa Bridge project began in early 2006, when we had a design competition. The design was undertaken then between February and July 2007. So, quite a quick process and was finished by October 2009. It used that tensegrity, which I think is a portmanteau of tension and integrity. I think it's one of Brisbane's most iconic bridges. I know it's not everyone's favourite, but I'm a big fan of the Kurilpa Bridge.


Council carefully balances a mix of other transport offerings available, from buses and trains, to increasingly popular micro-mobility options, such as e‑Scooters and cycling. There's no doubt that Brisbane is facing a generational change in the way its residents and commuters move around our city with new infrastructure, like these green bridges and Brisbane Metro coming online, not to mention Cross River Rail, as well. 


Chair, the Committee had one presentation, which was a petition to extend the North Brisbane Bikeway, along Dickson Street to Eagle Junction. It was recorded as unanimous support from all Committee members. The recommendation being that there are currently three different alignments for the Stage 5 of the North Brisbane Bikeway, all at various stages of design maturity and different levels of community support. So, this stage will be going to the Active Travel Advisory Committee, which I have jointly established with the State Minister for Transport and Main Roads, Mark Bailey. 


That Committee will be meeting in July, to consider what alignment we should proceed and take some recommendations from stakeholder groups around that. So, that is the recommendation before us. Happy to leave the debate to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Chair. I'm just speaking tonight on item B, the petition requesting Council build the safe and separated bikeway that continues from Dickson Street, Woolloongabba to Eagle Junction, something which the people who started the petition in Brisbane North Bicycle Users Group, have called the all‑the‑way‑to‑EJ bikeway from Dickson Street, corner of Price Street, Wooloowin to Jackson Street, in Clayfield. I know Councillor MURPHY and Councillor McLACHLAN and a number of other people received a letter from the Brisbane North folk, which outlined the importance to them and their members and other cyclists that use this route and particularly those that would use this route, if it was built as a separated, protected bikeway. 


It explains it very well. I think, given how much work they've put into it, I will read into the record some of the arguments they've put forward. I'm sure it will inform Council, Councillors, Councillor MURPHY and the local Councillor, Councillor McLACHLAN, and the committee, as well the new Active Transport Advisory Committee, on the important of this project. The first point of note to me is that it will be useful for people seeking an alternative route or an alternative mode to public transport without being forced into private vehicles. 


So, for those that are genuinely concerned about a choice between different modes, this is a good project, where there is a genuine option out there, not just simply a line on a map suggesting that this is a primary cycle route, or some paint on the road, but a genuinely separated cycleway, which gives people that choice. There were 400 people signing this petition, which was lodged last year, which is a good indication that it has broad community support, I think. 


They say, to the north, the missing link along Dickson Street and through Eagle Junction will connect with the Jim Sorley and Gateway Bikeways, two of the most well-used and increasingly-used bikeways on the northside of Brisbane, benefitting communities all the way from Nundah to Sandgate and beyond the City of Brisbane, out to Redcliffe, along the Moreton Bay Cycleway. It will also improve access to the Brisbane Airport precinct, which is a fast-growing employment hub, or was up until a couple of months ago. 


Hopefully, as we emerge from COVID-19, we will see that second runway reopened and as an employment driver within the outer northern suburbs it will be significant. This would be a great way to connect people through active transport to that hub and to solve a lot of traffic problems, as well. To the south, the path will connect to the high-quality North Brisbane Bikeway, improving access to the CBD, a genuine commuter access to the CBD, the Royal Brisbane Hospital and the fast-developing Ekka precinct at Bowen Hills and, they say, as well as many other destinations.


So, I think it's certainly a well thought-out and thoroughly good project that they have proposed here. I certainly hope in supporting this and the recommendation that it will be a project that will be considered by Council and will be considered by the new Active Transport Advisory Committee, that it is something that will be supported. We don't know and won't know until tomorrow, as the LORD MAYOR keeps saying, what level of bikeway funding there will be. 


We know over the last two terms in Council there have been $225 million, $250 million allocated to that. There's still some conjecture around whether all that money has in fact been spent on bikeway projects. The number of carryovers there have been and project delays and project changes, but this is certainly one that should be considered in an accelerated pace, I think. What we're seeing as we emerge, Chair, from COVID-19, in terms of the health lockdown, we want to see job-ready projects, shovel-ready projects that support jobs. This is certainly one of those and projects that continue to connect our suburbs. This is absolutely one of those.


People have, as they've been stuck at home more and their lives have changed, have fundamentally fallen in love with their suburbs again and their ability to get around our city has come into sharp focus. This is certainly one of those, where you're forcing people who want to cycle to commute and they want to make that genuine choice to jump out of their car, on to a bike and cycle to work, whether it's the RBH (Royal Brisbane Hospital), whether it's in the CBD or whether it's out at the Brisbane Airport. When they want to make that genuine change, we need to support that through what is, compared to large road projects, very affordable infrastructure to get people moving. Now we need to accelerate the conversation around Brisbane's mobility in moving people. That includes by car, by public transport, bus, trains and ferries in different parts of the city. But it also fundamentally has to be about moving people on foot and on bike as well as genuine alternatives to private motor vehicle travel. We think this is a project that should be accelerated and prioritised this term in Council within the next year. Thanks, Chair. We'll be supporting that.
Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on the two items before us, items A and B. Just briefly on item A recognising that the Breakfast Creek green bridge proposal is a very good proposal to extend the bridge from the Kingsford Smith Drive infrastructure that we currently have across Breakfast Creek to Newstead. The existing Breakfast Creek bridge isn't what you'd regard as friendly to either pedestrians or to cyclists.

The proposal for a specific connection across Breakfast Creek from the Lores Bonney Riverwalk which is a fantastic bit of infrastructure delivered as part of the Kingsford Smith Drive project across to Newstead and then connecting through around Newstead Park, I presume, to existing bike lane networks is a great proposal. I certainly look forward to seeing the plans for that particular bridge alignment. It certainly has my support as the local Councillor.

On item B, I certainly am pleased to see this petition come forward for consideration and that it's taken into account with other proposals that have been put forward for continuing on the State's bikeway infrastructure, the North Brisbane Bikeway, which will be taken through along Dickson Street as far as Price Street. However, there are some issues of concern that I have. I have always expressed my view that it's a great shame that the North Brisbane Bikeway proposal didn't take advantage of the State Government owned land on the other side of Dickson Street rather than the road, a corridor of land that it had between the railway line and Dickson Street.

I know the State is intent instead on selling that land for real estate development. I think that's a great shame that that opportunity has been missed. In terms of what is now being proposed and delivered, that is bikeway on roadway, while I'm aware of what the north Brisbane bicycle group have put forward, other bike users have asked me to ask the question, why doesn't it go to one of the primary drivers of bike use in the area? That's the Kedron High School which generates hundreds and hundreds of bike users in the area.

There have been proposals that link up to the Kedron Brook Bikeway on the other side of Kedron High, so that they can get acess off the existing bikeway infrastructure there. However, there are a number of ideas. I welcome this idea also being taken forward for consideration. We certainly do support a connection of the existing bikeway infrastructure through to all points north. This is one of those ideas. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you, Mr Chairman. I rise to speak on item A, the history of Brisbane's cross river bridges and the green bridges program. Firstly, can I say, I've watched with some interest over the last few days the announcement about the proposed new green bridges. It's really interesting to watch. It's a bit hard to know what this Administration is up to because Councillor MURPHY’s right, that last year the LORD MAYOR, the very first thing he did was announce very proudly these five new green bridges. He was definitely going ahead with these five new green bridges and, you know, listed where they were going to be and told us how much money they were going to cost.

Since then it's just appeared that they're back-pedalling. So, on the weekend at some point I understand there was a press release about the Kangaroo Point bridge. I understand from speaking with a journalist today that the LNP couldn't even be bothered to go out and speak about it. So the signature project of the LORD MAYOR, Councillor SCHRINNER announced with so much fanfare just over a year ago has now been reduced to a press release the no one—not the LORD MAYOR, not the DEPUTY MAYOR, not the Chairman, Councillor MURPHY—could even pop their head out to speak to journalists about.

I also note with great concern that the price tag of $550 million, well $190 million of that—now that's also got to be a rubbery figure based on the way this Administration delivers major projects because they seem to run over budget all the time. That's a huge component. So, I guess the Bellbowrie one is getting ditched, based on what I've seen so far, and maybe one of the others. So really the project announced with great fanfare a year ago has already been slashed. I guess that just gives you some idea about how badly this LORD MAYOR is managing the major infrastructure projects of this city.

But the reason I'm speaking today—I have to say, this just says every single thing that you want to know about this LNP Administration. It says—and Brisbane City Council—just quietly—it says it all in this project—in this presentation. So, the presentation was about—and I quote, ‘this history of Brisbane's cross river bridges’. Now I'm like, oh okay. This must be a wonderful, you know, a bit like Councillor MATIC, he didn't like the history of busses from, you know, 1903 to 1905. Then we had the history of busses about another six times after that—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. They were excellent presentation. Then there were the barges too. I remember they went—they divvied them up into years. He did run that out for quite a while. But I'm just going to say this—so you were thinking a presentation that is called This History of Brisbane's Cross River Bridges, that there might be some information in the report about one of Australia's most unique bridges, the second only bridge to be built across the Brisbane River, a bridge that is the only inhabitable bridge anywhere in the world. It is the greatest—or the longest span suspension bridge.

You would have thought that maybe—maybe a report on the history of bridges might actually mention the significance of the second bridge ever to be built in Brisbane, the Walter Taylor Bridge. Now the Walter Taylor Bridge was actually conceived, designed and built by Walter Taylor. He was a very significant architect of his time and he is responsible for a number of significant buildings both in my ward and around Brisbane including things like the RNA Showgrounds Pavilions. So, in the twenties he took up Brisbane City Council's idea that we needed new bridges.

He went to Council to have those funded but I guess they said no. So, he went out and raised the money himself. It's really interesting. It cost £85,000. Construction started in 1930 and the bridge was opened by the Governor in 1936. Now that's well before the Story Bridge. Story Bridge was only just starting to be built when the second ever bridge in Brisbane's history was built. Now it is a very significant bridge out our way. The only reference to it in this whole report is that the Jack Pesch Bridge—controversial—you know, you ask anybody out my way and they just shake their heads and say how on earth could Council have botched up building that without addressing the issue of the capacity of the Walter Taylor Bridge.

But the only mention of the Walter Taylor Bridge in this is that it's located next to the Jack Pesch Bridge. I think that sort of indicates how this Council and this Administration consider the importance of the Walter Taylor Bridge and cross river traffic in the western suburbs of Brisbane. It's irrelevant. That's extremely clear from this report. The second bridge ever to be built in Brisbane is completely ignored. The significance of it from a cultural point of view, historic point of view, construction point of view, you'd think maybe it would get a paragraph in this report. But no.

It's irrelevant other than—you know, just to give some context to where the Jack Pesch Bridge is—it's located next to the Walter Taylor Bridge. Now then, I thought when I read this, well maybe this is just all about the bridges Council built because Council didn't acquire this bridge until 1965. So, it has been part of Council's stable of assets for longer than most of the other bridges that are actually in this report as well anyway. It's a very significant Council asset. So, then I thought well maybe they've only talked about bridges, you know, that are—were built by Council.

But that's not true because Goodwill Bridge, Kurilpa Bridge, Neville Bonner Bridge—not built by Council—doesn't form part of our Council assets. So, I guess this is just a reflection of how this Administration and how this Council thinks about the western and the south-western suburbs. Based on this you would not know anything about the importance of the Walter Taylor Bridge. You would not know it was the second only ever bridge built in Brisbane, well before the Story Bridge was built. It was an epic achievement by Walter Taylor, a very distinguished constituent of my ward.

It is a shame that this Administration continues to neglect long-term planning for the Walter Taylor Bridge and Oxley Road because these are issues of significance to the community that I represent. But sadly, it is now clear why. They don't consider it to be of any significance to discuss at all in a presentation about Brisbane's cross river bridges. That sort of indicates to me that they consider it to be not worthy of mention and pretty much irrelevant. I would just say to the Chairperson of Council and to the Council officers who prepared this presentation, the oversight of mentioning such a significant bridge reflects quite poorly on you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor MURPHY? 


I will now put the resolution. 

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

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

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – A HISTORY OF BRISBANE’S CROSS RIVER BRIDGES AND THE GREEN BRIDGES PROGRAM
721/2019-20
1.
The Program Director, Business Operations, Major Projects, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide a history of Brisbane’s cross river bridges and the Green Bridges program. He provided the information below.

2.
Historic and present day photos of Breakfast Creek Bridge, Walter Taylor Bridge, William Jolly Bridge, Victoria Bridge and Story Bridge were shown to the Committee.

3.
Breakfast Creek Bridge, opened in 1826, was Brisbane’s first bridge. It connected Brisbane’s penal settlement to the female prison at Eagle Farm. A series of early timber bridges collapsed due to poor construction and flooding. In 1889, the timber structure was replaced with an iron structure then, in 1958, the bridge was replaced with its current concrete form. 

4.
In the early 1840s, free settlers began arriving in Brisbane and the need for a bridge to cross the river arose. With the penal settlement still in operation, the free settlers began to build houses and shops at South Brisbane and Kangaroo Point, and private ferry services were soon established to enable trade between Brisbane and the settlement at South Brisbane. The young colony foresaw the need for a permanent river crossing and a competition was launched to design the new bridge. 

5.
Victoria Bridge, Brisbane’s first cross river bridge, was opened in June 1865 with a temporary timber structure, while the Colonial Government and Brisbane Council continued to negotiate the design of the permanent bridge. The bridge was narrow and allowed for light vehicles only, with freight having to be barged across the river. With public finances being constrained, a toll was placed on the bridge to offset some of the costs. Due to the bridge piles being scoured by heavy rains and floods in late 1866 and early 1867, and suffering from marine borer damage, the bridge collapsed in just over two years. The populace had to revert to using ferries once again until a permanent bridge was constructed in 1874. The third and current structure of Victoria Bridge was built in 1969.

6.
In 1925, the Cross River Commission (the Commission) was appointment and the first bridge recommended by the Commission was Grey Street Bridge (later renamed William Jolly Bridge in 1955, in honour of the first Lord Mayor of Greater Brisbane). Work on the concrete-encased steel rainbow arch structure began in 1928 amid concerns by the State Government that the cost of the bridge at £700,000 during the height of the Great Depression, was considered to be excessive. The bridge opened in March 1932. 

7.
With the formation of Greater Brisbane in 1924, bridges were seen as a critical need for the future development of Brisbane. The Victoria Bridge was still Brisbane’s only road crossing over the river and congestion was becoming an issue. The second bridge recommended by the Commission was Story Bridge, now one of our city’s most significant icons and once the second largest bridge in Australia. Construction on Story Bridge commenced in 1935, with the bridge opening in 1940 as a toll bridge.

8.
Brisbane’s existing green bridges, photos of which were shown to the Committee, include:

-
Jack Pesch Bridge

-
Eleanor Schonell Bridge

-
Goodwill Bridge 

-
Kurilpa Bridge

-
Neville Bonner Bridge (currently under construction).

9.
The Jack Pesch Bridge is Brisbane’s first pedestrian and cycle only bridge. The bridge crosses the Indooroopilly reach of the river, linking Chelmer and Indooroopilly. It is located immediately adjacent to the Albert and Walter Taylor Bridges, and opened on 2 October 1998.

10.
The Goodwill Bridge links the southern end of South Bank to the CBD. It was part of the South Bank Master Plan 1997. An architectural competition for design of the pedestrian and cycle bridge was held, with Cox Rayner and Arup being appointed in January 1998. Construction commenced in May 2000 and the bridge opened in October 2001. The bridge is 6.5 metres wide and spans a length of 128 metres.

11.
The Eleanor Schonell Bridge, opened in December 2006, is the first bridge in Australia to be built exclusively for buses, bicycles and pedestrians. It is a cable-stayed bridge with a composite steel and concrete structure. It is part of the Brisbane’s busway network and helps reduce the number of buses on Coronation Drive, as buses from the south and east are diverted to Eleanor Schonell Bridge.

12.
In December 2004, the Queensland Government’s Department of Public Works (DPW) and Council agreed on the need for a bridge as detailed in the DPW’s Making Connections: The City West Strategy. DPW commenced initial route selection planning and project initiation of Kurilpa Bridge in early 2006, and announced a competition to design the bridge in mid-2006. The competition was won by the Baulderstone team that included Cox Rayner and Arup. The design was undertaken between February to July 2007, and was finished in October 2009.

13.
The Neville Bonner Bridge is a narrow pedestrian only bridge which is currently under construction and is sited and built as part of the Queen’s Wharf Brisbane development. 

14.
The Green Bridges program, of which the proposed bridge alignments and site plans of each bridge were shown to the Committee, involves the following proposed green bridges:

-
Kangaroo Point green bridge

-
Breakfast Creek green bridge

-
Toowong to West End green bridge

-
St Lucia to West End green bridge

-
Bellbowrie green bridge (subject to community consultation).

15.
Currently, there are six bridges providing pedestrian and cycle access to the Brisbane CBD and/or inner city area. The busiest bridge is Victoria Bridge with an estimated six million crossings per year, followed by Goodwill Bridge with an estimated 4.6 million crossings per year.

16.
The Kangaroo Point green bridge’s preferred alignment extends from the Alice/Edward Street roundabout near the City Botanic Gardens to Scott Street, Kangaroo Point. The alignment was first proposed by the State Government in 2006. In 2014, Urbis conducted a study for Council that reaffirmed the preferred alignment. A concept design of Kangaroo Point green bridge was completed in 2019-20. Procurement for a contractor will commence in late 2020, with a contract award expected in 2021. Completion of the project is expected by early 2024.

17.
The Breakfast Creek green bridge’s proposed alignment extends from Kingsford Smith Drive, Albion, to Breakfast Creek Road, Newstead. Key benefits of the green bridge include:

-
an improved walking and cycling link between the Lores Bonney Riverwalk, delivered as part of Council’s Kingsford Smith Drive upgrade, and the inner city

-
better connections to Newstead and Fortitude Valley

-
a design that will be sensitive to nearby heritage sites, including:

-
Newstead House

-
Newstead Park

-
Breakfast Creek Hotel.

18.
The Toowong to West End green bridge’s proposed alignment extends from near Archer Street, Toowong, to Orleigh Park, near Forbes Street, West End. Key benefits of the green bridge include:

-
easier pedestrian and cyclist links between Toowong, West End and the CBD

-
improved connectivity for the growing West End community to the Toowong business centre, including its rail and ferry options

-
enhanced river loop cycling and walking experiences

-
creation of an active transport link between the University of Queensland and the western suburbs, when used in conjunction with the proposed St Lucia to West End green bridge.

19.
The St Lucia to West End green bridge’s proposed alignment extends from the corner of Macquarie and Keith Streets, St Lucia, to Boundary Street, West End. Key benefits of the green bridge include:

-
easier pedestrian and cyclist links between the University of Queensland, West End, Highgate Hill and the CBD

-
enhanced river loop cycling and walking experiences

-
creation of an active transport link between the University of Queensland and the western suburbs, when used in conjunction with the proposed Toowong to West End green bridge.

20.
The Bellbowrie green bridge’s proposed alignment would extend from Weekes Road, Bellbowrie, to Grindle Road, Wacol. Key benefits of the green bridge include:

-
connection of Bellbowrie and Moggill residents to walking and cycling options and public transport services on the eastern side of the river, including rail services at Wacol and Darra

-
improved emergency access for Bellbowrie and Moggill during major flood events

-
provision of new walking and cycling links from the bridge to:

-
Sumners Road (to link with the Centenary Motorway bikeway)

-
Wacol Station Road.

21.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Program Director for his informative presentation.

22.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL BUILD A SAFE AND SEPARATED BIKEWAY THAT CONTINUES FROM DICKSON STREET, WOOLOOWIN, TO EAGLE JUNCTION, AND CONNECTS WITH NORTH-EASTERN DESTINATIONS VIA JACKSON STREET, CLAYFIELD



CA19/1193510 and CA20/198363 

722/2019-20
23.
Two petitions requesting Council build a safe and separated bikeway that continues from Dickson Street, Wooloowin, to Eagle Junction, and connects with north eastern destinations via Jackson Street, Clayfield, were received during the Summer Recess 2019-20 (CA19/1193510) and Election Recess 2020 (CA20/198363).

24.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

25.
The first petition (CA19/1193510) contains 320 signatures. Of the petitioners, 296 live in various suburbs of the City of Brisbane and 24 live outside the City of Brisbane. The second petition (CA20/198363) contains 48 signatures. Of the petitioners, 45 live in various suburbs of the City of Brisbane and three live outside the City of Brisbane.

26.
The location subject to this request is shown in Attachment B (submitted on file).

27.
Dickson Street (north of Price Street) and Junction Road are recognised as secondary bicycle routes in the Bicycle network overlay within Brisbane City Plan 2014, recognising their role in the network. Council is currently reviewing its active transport network plan which will assess key bicycle corridors, including Dickson Street and Junction Road, to identify opportunities for improving network connectivity and safety.

28.
Since 2012, Council and the Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR) have been working together to deliver the North Brisbane Bikeway (NBB) between the Central Business District (CBD) and the Kedron Brook Bikeway. The aim is to eventually construct a safe and continuous commuter bikeway facility between the Central Business District (CBD) and Chermside.

29.
TMR is delivering Stages 1 to 4 of the NBB between the CBD and Price Street, Wooloowin, with Council originally proposing to deliver the final section (Stage 5) between Price Street and the Kedron Brook Bikeway via Kent Road, Rose Street, Park Road and Brook Road, Wooloowin. In late 2018, Council abandoned this alignment following substantial negative feedback from the local community. Alternative alignments have been identified that will achieve the same objective.

30.
The petitions requests that Council extend the NBB, connecting further along Dickson Street from Price Street to Eagle Junction Station at Junction Road, Wooloowin, and onward to the Kedron Brook Bikeway at Toombul via Jackson Street, Clayfield. This would form a valuable component to the city’s bikeway network, providing safe and direct connectivity to destinations including Toombul Shopping Centre, the Brisbane Airport and DFO precinct, the Jim Soorley Bikeway and the Gateway Motorway Bikeway, whilst providing a slightly longer route to Chermside, consistent with the aims of the NBB, via the Kedron Brook Bikeway.

31.
Council recognises the community interest and value of providing bicycle infrastructure along Dickson Street to connect to Eagle Junction Station and beyond to the Kedron Brook Bikeway. However, as there is currently no funding available for its construction, Council will note the request for inclusion in a future capital works budget. Construction of this infrastructure will be assessed and prioritised against other proposed bikeway/pathway projects and competing citywide priorities. Any future project will need to consider impacts on general traffic, parking and bus stops, with inclusion of a two-way separated bikeway likely to require removal of parking in several locations and alterations to the road network.

32.
Council is mindful of the increased demand that has been observed on the active transport network in recent times. In response, Council and the Queensland Government have recently announced that they will co‑convene an Active Travel Advisory Committee with external stakeholders. This initiative will allow Council and the State to draw on their collective expertise and insights, as well as that of the community, when prioritising future active transport investment in Brisbane.

33.
Council is collaborating closely with TMR on the NBB and will bring Council’s next stage of the NBB to the newly established Active Transport Advisory Committee for feedback at their first meeting currently proposed for July 2020.

34.
In the interim, Council will provide feedback to TMR to ensure their bikeway design safely connects into existing bicycle lanes on Dickson Street.  

Consultation

35.
Councillor David McLachlan, Councillor for Hamilton Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
36.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

37.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

38.
RECOMMENDATION:

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

Attachment A
Draft response
Petition References: CA19/1193510 and CA20/198363

Thank you for your petitions requesting Council build a safe and separated bikeway that continues from Dickson Street, Wooloowin, to Eagle Junction, and connects with north‑eastern destinations via Jackson Street, Clayfield. 

Through the Better Bikeways 4 Brisbane program, Council is investing $100 million over four years from July 2016. Council’s investment of $300 million since 2008 has improved cycling networks across our city.

Council recognises the strategic desire for improving cycling safety and accessibility between the terminus of the Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR) North Brisbane Bikeway Stage 4 at Price Street, Wooloowin, and destinations to the north-east including Eagle Junction Station, the Kedron Brook Bikeway and Toombul Shopping Centre. Dickson Street and Junction Road, Wooloowin, between Price Street and Eagle Junction Station, are both designated as secondary cycle routes in the Bicycle network overlay within Brisbane City Plan 2014, highlighting Council’s recognition of this cycle route.

Council is currently reviewing the city’s active transport network plan, which seeks to identify opportunities to improve network connectivity and safety. Your request for active transport infrastructure between Price Street and Eagle Junction Station (and onwards to the Kedron Brook Bikeway at the northern end of Junction Road) has been noted and will be investigated as part of the review.

Given the important role this bikeway connection would serve in the active transport network, and recognising the community interest, Council supports the inclusion of bicycle infrastructure between Price Street and Eagle Junction Station, and beyond to the Kedron Brook Bikeway at Toombul. However, as there is no funding available for this work at this time, it will be considered as part of a future capital works budget. Construction of this infrastructure will be assessed and prioritised against other proposed bikeway/pathway projects and competing citywide priorities. 

Any future project will need to consider impacts on general traffic, parking and bus stops, with inclusion of a two-way separated bikeway likely to require removal of parking in several locations and alterations to the road network. 

Council is mindful of the increased demand that has been observed on the active transport network in recent times. In response, Council and the Queensland Government have recently announced that they will co‑convene an Active Travel Advisory Committee with external stakeholders. This initiative will allow Council and the State to draw on their collective expertise and insights, as well as that of the community, when prioritising future active transport investment in Brisbane.

Council is collaborating closely with TMR on the NBB and will bring Council’s next stage of the NBB to the newly established Active Transport Advisory Committee for feedback at their first meeting currently proposed for July 2020.

In the interim, Council will provide feedback to TMR to ensure their bikeway design safely connects into existing bicycle lanes on Dickson Street.  

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr James Douglas, Strategic Planner, Public and Active Transport Planning, Policy, Strategy and Planning, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3403 1035.

ADOPTED

INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE

Councillor David McLACHLAN, Chair of the Infrastructure Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Peter MATIC, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 9 June 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 


Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Just briefly the presentation sounded a little dry in the title but it was actually a very exciting and dynamic presentation on the technology that's used to change traffic lights when vehicles and other users come up to traffic lights. It's great to know that we are always looking at what might be the alternatives to the old faithful, that is the loops in the ground that everybody sees, that remains the best and most viable technology. But there are other technologies that are available. They are tested from time to time. They also come at an expense.

That was what the presentation was to the Committee last week about what the alternatives can be or might be to the pavement induction loops. But to date there's been nothing that comes close to providing the same cost benefit effectiveness of those detection loops. Mr Chair, there was a petition there as well. I'll leave it at that stage for debate of the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor COOK?

Seriatim - Clause B
	Councillor Kara COOK requested that Clause B, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INSTALL TRAFFIC LIGHTS AT THE INTERSECTION OF MOLLOY AND RICHMOND ROADS, CANNON HILL, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Chair:
Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. This is the petition requesting Council install traffic lights at the intersection of Molloy and Richmond Roads, Cannon Hill. Mr Chair, I want to very clearly put on the record my position about this petition, and the situation with Richmond Road and some of the associated intersections including the one at Molloy Road. Mr Chair, until the election in March this intersection was in the Morningside Ward and with the redistribution is now in Doboy Ward. This intersection has been an issue for my community for a very long time.

There have been multiple requests by my office and my predecessor, Councillor Sutton, for upgrades to this intersection. It has been part of our budget submissions for a number of years. This LNP Council has repeatedly failed to fund any substantive upgrades. Even in the last six months, Mr Chair, I have received multiple requests from residents for upgrades to this intersection, reduction of speed on Richmond Road and improvements to be made to the pedestrian crossing next to this intersection. All of these requests have been sent through to Council officers and the responses, Mr Chair, from Council have been quite varied to say the least.

I'll discuss that in a bit more detail shortly. Mr Chair, this road is incredibly busy. It connects to two schools, St Oliver Plunkett and Cannon Hill State School. It also connects with Wynnum Road. This makes this intersection an important connection between those two roads and it's particularly busy during school drop‑off and pick‑up. I previously supported SAM signs on Richmond Road and will continue to support rotations to this location as speeding is an issue and we need to do what we can as Council to slow down traffic at this location to ensure the safety of pedestrians. Many of which are school children, cyclists, as well as motorists.

This petition response today, Mr Chair, from Council is completely unacceptable. This petition very clearly requests traffic lights. The petition response says that Council has determined that neither the intersection of Richmond Road and Molloy Road, nor the pedestrian crossing, warrants the installation of traffic lights. Council very clearly does not support traffic signals. Mr Chair, I do not support that response. Councillor ATWOOD, the new Councillor for this local area, has put on record that she does. She does not think this intersection needs traffic lights.

She does not think it warrants an upgrade. She is not fighting for her local area on this issue. This petition response also says that there were only two reported crashes in the past five years. There have been some questions previously raised about this type of data, Mr Chair, and what the metrics are for the data. I am personally aware and have been contacted by members of the community at least three times in the last two and a half years since I've been the local Councillor reporting at least three crashes at that intersection.

Just last week, Mr Chair, there was a crash at the intersection the next street up at Stanton Street and Richmond Road. Why that is of interest, Mr Chair, is that there was an extensive online commentary about that intersection. In that commentary, Councillor ATWOOD weighed in and she said—and I quote, a set of lights along Richmond Road would help break the traffic up’. Couldn't agree more, Mr Chair. That's exactly what we've got before us today. Later in the comments she again says, ‘I'll try to get that slow-down for SAM ASAP and work towards the lights’.

So, I'm looking forward to hearing from Councillor ATWOOD today on this issue. I want to know why she would support traffic lights the next street up but not on Molloy and Richmond Roads, which clearly has the higher traffic volumes, connects two schools and is 12 metres from a very well-used but, frankly, quite dangerous pedestrian crossing.

Further, Mr Chair, Council officers in February this year in response to concerns I raised with them about Richmond Road, said—I'm going to quote them—'installing traffic signals at one of the intersections of the more heavily trafficked connecting roads between Wynnum Road and Richmond Road’, and in brackets they point out Lang Street, Molloy Road and Muir Street, close brackets, ‘would provide a safe, fully controlled pedestrian crossing point’. It goes on to say—'as the intersection of Molloy Road and Richmond Road is a four way junction, signals at this location would also provide a safe option for residents in the catchment area to the south of Richmond Road to turn right or cross Richmond Road’.

So I'm completely confused, Mr Chair. Council officers have put in writing support for traffic signals in February this year. Just last week, Councillor ATWOOD acknowledges the need for lights on Richmond Road. But here we are today with a petition that says Council does not support lights. Councillor ATWOOD today is on record here saying she also does not support lights. I have put very clearly on the record today Labor has always supported this intersection being upgraded. The only roadblock is the LNP Council not funding it. We do not support this petition response because it does not deal with the petitioners' concerns.

This upgrade has been listed for funding for many years. Council officers acknowledge the enhanced safety traffic lights would bring to this—in their words—heavily trafficked intersection. The new Councillor, Lisa ATWOOD, for this local area, and the LNP, do not support this intersection upgrade which is deeply disappointing for my residents in the Morningside Ward and for those in the Doboy Ward. I will continue to support the residents on this matter. I hope that Councillor ATWOOD sees the light today and votes with us and her new residents for an upgrade, or at least informs us her reasons for not supporting this upgrade.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor ATWOOD.

Councillor ATWOOD:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I also rise to speak on item B, a very well‑known intersection. It's recently come into the Doboy Ward through you, Mr Chair, as Councillor COOK just pointed out. The corner of Molloy Road and Richmond Road. Yes, Councillor COOK, I do not support the recommendations today. Unfortunately, because I don't want to force onto my residents and tell them where we should be building this intersection—sorry where we should be building these traffic lights. Let me expand.

Last Friday though, there was a crash along Richmond Road. Yes, there was. It was one of at least five serious crashes in the last two years. This long stretch of road does not have traffic lights. It is a thoroughfare for commuters heading to the city and the Morningside train station. It also has a main route for parents and carers and busses heading to St Oliver Plunkett and Cannon Hill State School. It's almost impossible for motorists to turn out of many of the streets including Muir Street, Stanton Street, Molloy Road, Blackwood Avenue and Imperial Avenue onto Richmond Road, during peak times.

For this reason, I will be writing to residents in the area and continue my conversations with the local schools on where they believe traffic lights would be best suited along Richmond Road. Thank you, Mr Speaker.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thanks, Mr Chair. Thanks to Councillors COOK and ATWOOD for their contribution to that debate. I'm just noting that the petition was of 13 petitioners and seven in the Cannon Hill and Morningside area. This is a recommendation by Council officers who have assessed it as the traffic volumes there currently as acceptable for current traffic and pedestrian volumes. If there are other recommendations that come forward at a future time given citywide priorities that are applied to infrastructure costs and given that traffic lights are expensive infrastructure items, as all Councillors know, these matters are prioritised according to where the greatest need is.


Should this intersection show that it needs an upgrade at a future time I'm sure that can be considered at a future time. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
I will now put item A. 

Clause A put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause A, COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – ALTERNATIVE VEHICLE DETECTORS, of the report of the Infrastructure Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
Now on item B.

Clause B put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause B, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INSTALL TRAFFIC LIGHTS AT THE INTERSECTION OF MOLLOY AND RICHMOND ROADS, CANNON HILL, of the report of the Infrastructure Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Kara COOK and Jared CASSIDY immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 19 -
The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 7 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor David McLachlan (Chair), Councillor Peter Matic (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Steve Griffiths, Fiona Hammond, Sarah Hutton, and Charles Strunk.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – ALTERNATIVE VEHICLE DETECTORS

723/2019-20
1.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on alternative vehicle detectors. She provided the information below.

2.
The purpose of the presentation was to provide an overview of the performance of different types of vehicle detectors at intersections, including:

· traditional technology such as pavement induction loops

· new technologies such as radar detectors (Wavetronix), magnetometer detectors, and thermal video detectors (FLIR cameras)

· trial results.

3.
Pavement induction loops use electromagnetic field detection via in-pavement mountings. There is one loop in every lane. Pavement loops are reliable and can be different sizes and shapes for greater capture of road users; however, their performance relies on road surface condition.

4.
Radar detectors use radar technology and are installed via pole mountings. One unit can be used for multiple lanes. Radar detectors are quick to install and have a low risk of impact or damage as they are pole mounted; however, their performance relies on mounting position and zone setting through software.

5.
Magnetometer detectors use three different technologies and are embedded into the road surface. One unit per lane is required. Magnetometer detectors can be installed quickly, are minimally invasive and are cost effective; however, a small hole needs to be drilled into the pavement for mounting.

6.
Thermal video detectors use thermal energy emitted from vehicles and are installed via pole mountings. One unit can be used for multiple lanes. Thermal video detectors can be installed quickly and one unit can capture multiple lanes; however, their performance relies on mounting position.

7.
A trial was conducted to compare and assess traditional and new vehicle detector technologies, and to seek temporary solutions to use during roadworks where pavement loops are disabled to reduce the impact on traffic. The trial sites included:

· Riverside Express Way, William Street and North Quay, Brisbane (radar detector)

· Boundary Road and Wiles Street, Camp Hill (radar detector)

· North Quay and Queen Street Busway, Brisbane (radar detector)

· Kingsford Smith Drive and Nudgee Road, Hamilton (thermal video detector)

· Kingsford Smith Drive and Harbour Road, Hamilton (magnetometer detector)

· Newmarket Road and Lamont Street, Wilston (thermal video detector).

8.
The Committee was shown statistics on the outcomes of the trial and cost comparisons.

9.
A summary of the detector technologies is as follows:

· pavement induction loops remain the most accurate and reliable detector

· radar detectors can be accurate but are heavily dependent on the mounting position, height and detection zone settings

· magnetometer detectors are accurate but not reliable due to unexplained dropouts

· thermal video detectors are accurate but not reliable due to unexplained dropouts

· dropouts therefore demonstrate that magnetometer and thermal video detectors are unsuitable for side street vehicle detection.

10.
Following the trial, it is recommended that Council continues to use pavement induction loops as the primary vehicle detection method. The use of radar and thermal video detectors will remain as a backup method during roadworks, subject to further testing to manage traffic impacts.

11.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, for her informative presentation.

12.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INSTALL TRAFFIC LIGHTS AT THE INTERSECTION OF MOLLOY AND RICHMOND ROADS, CANNON HILL


CA20/359297
724/2019-20
13.
A petition from residents, requesting Council install traffic lights at the intersection of Molloy and Richmond Roads, Cannon Hill, was received during the Election Recess 2020.

14.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

15.
The petition contains 13 signatures. Of the petitioners, seven live in Cannon Hill and Morningside, five live in other suburbs in the City of Brisbane and one lives outside the City of Brisbane.

16.
Richmond Road has a 60 km/h speed limit and performs a suburban road function in Council’s road hierarchy, carrying traffic between Creek Road, Cannon Hill, and Morningside train station, as well as providing access to the adjoining neighbourhood. Molloy Road has a 50 km/h speed limit and performs a neighbourhood access road function, providing access to local residential properties and two schools. While the northern end connects Richmond Road and Wynnum Road, it is a ‘no through road’ south of Britannia Avenue, therefore experiencing less through traffic. Richmond Road is also used as a bus route. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map.

17.
There is a pedestrian crossing located on Richmond Road approximately 12 metres west of the intersection of Molloy Road. This staggered zebra crossing includes a median refuge island which provides a safe point for pedestrians to wait for gaps in traffic to cross the road. This crossing is supervised during school drop-off and pick-up periods. To make motorists aware of pedestrians that may be using this crossing, a number of signs are located on both Richmond Road approaches, including pavement markings.

18.
The intersection of Molloy and Richmond Roads has ‘Stop’ control signs and line markings on both the northern and southern approaches of Molloy Road. These controls recognise Richmond Road as the priority traffic route at this location and vehicles travelling on Molloy Road are required to stop and observe oncoming traffic until it is safe to enter the intersection and/or turn onto Richmond Road. Richmond Road is straight with a relatively flat profile at the point of the intersection, providing acceptable visibility on both Molloy Road approaches when vehicles are positioned at the stop-bar of the existing controls.

19.
In September 2017, Council installed a speed awareness monitor (SAM) on Richmond Road on the westbound approach to its intersection with Molloy Road. SAMs promote safety through driver awareness and minimise speeding on Brisbane roads. This citywide program has seen a marked decrease in the number of motorists travelling over the speed limit after passing the signs, with an average speed reduction of more than 8 km/h across all sites since the program began in late 2013. SAMs are installed for a minimum of one month before rotating to another site, with the footing remaining in place for future site rotations. The next SAM rotation is scheduled for this location on Richmond Road within the 2020-21 financial year.

20.
In response to this petition, Council officers have assessed the safety of the intersection of Richmond and Molloy Roads. Council has reviewed the most recent data using the official Queensland Government crash history for the intersection. Between 1 August 2014 and 31 August 2019, there were two reported crashes, however, neither of these could be attributed to the configuration of the intersection. It is acknowledged that the intersection receives increased demand during school drop-off and pick-up times, as is the case with many intersections near schools across the city. However, an assessment of Council’s traffic survey data has determined that neither the intersection of Richmond and Molloy Roads, or the pedestrian crossing, meet the accepted Austroads thresholds for vehicle and pedestrian volumes or accident rates warranting installation of traffic signals.

21.
Council’s assessment has identified that the intersection configuration is acceptable for the current traffic and pedestrian volumes, and that motorists who are driving with due care and attention can safely navigate this intersection. As a result, there are no plans to install traffic signals at this time.

Consultation

22.
Councillor Kara Cook, Councillor for Morningside Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation.

23.
Councillor Lisa Atwood, Councillor for Doboy Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
24.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.

25.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Steve Griffiths and Charles Strunk dissenting.

26.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Attachment A
Draft response

Petition Reference: CA20/359297
Thank you for your petition requesting Council install traffic lights at the intersection of Molloy and Richmond Roads, Cannon Hill. Council has investigated your petition and the outcome is outlined below.

There is a pedestrian crossing located on Richmond Road approximately 12 metres west of the intersection of Molloy Road. This staggered zebra crossing includes a refuge island which provides a safe point for pedestrians to wait for gaps in traffic to cross the road and is supervised during school drop-off and pick-up periods. A number of signs are located on both Richmond Road approaches to the pedestrian crossing, including pavement markings, to make motorists aware of pedestrians that may be using this crossing.

The intersection of Molloy and Richmond Roads has ‘Stop’ control signs and line markings on both the northern and southern approaches of Molloy Road. These controls recognise Richmond Road as the priority traffic route at this location and vehicles travelling on Molloy Road are required to stop and observe oncoming traffic until it is safe to enter the intersection and/or turn onto Richmond Road. Richmond Road is straight with a relatively flat profile at the point of the intersection, providing acceptable visibility on both Molloy Road approaches when vehicles are positioned at the stop-bar of the existing controls.

In September 2017, Council installed a speed awareness monitor (SAM) on Richmond Road on the westbound approach to its intersection with Molloy Road. SAMs promote safety through driver awareness and minimise speeding on Brisbane roads. To date, this citywide program has seen a marked decrease in the number of motorists travelling over the speed limit after passing the signs, with an average speed reduction of more than 8 km/h across all sites since the program began in late 2013. SAMs are installed for a minimum of one month before rotating to another site, with the footing remaining in place for future site rotations. The next SAM rotation is scheduled for this location on Richmond Road within the 2020-21 financial year.

In response to your petition, Council officers have assessed the safety of the intersection of Richmond and Molloy Roads. Council has reviewed the most recent data using the official Queensland Government crash history for the intersection. Between 1 August 2014 and 31 August 2019, there were two reported crashes, however, neither of these could be attributed to the configuration of the intersection. It is acknowledged that the intersection receives increased demand during school drop-off and pick-up times, as is the case with many intersections near schools across the city. However, an assessment of Council’s traffic survey data has determined that neither the intersection of Richmond and Molloy Roads, or the pedestrian crossing, meet the accepted Austroads thresholds for vehicle and pedestrian volumes or accident rates warranting installation of traffic signals.

Council’s assessment has identified that the intersection configuration is acceptable for the current traffic and pedestrian volumes, and that motorists who are driving with due care and attention can safely navigate this intersection. As a result, there are no plans to install traffic signals at this time.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Damian Burke, Senior Strategic Transport Planner, Road Network Planning, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3403 7676.

ADOPTED

ENVIRONMENT, PARKS AND SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE

Councillor Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Tracy DAVIS, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 9 June 2020, be adopted.
Chair:
Is there any debate? 


Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Thanks, Mr Chair. The Committee presentation last week was on Council's trial of backyard braziers and fire pits for heating. Currently in Brisbane the lighting of fires is regulated by Council's Health, Safety and Amenity Local Law 2009 and the Queensland Government's Fire and Emergency Services Act 1990. Smoke impacts are regulated by Queensland Government's Environmental Protection Act 1994. The trial announced by the LORD MAYOR in May lifts restrictions on the use of fire pits and braziers in residential areas currently imposed under the local law.


However, the trial does not mean that Council will turn a blind eye to excessive smoke nuisances in our suburbs, as the Environmental Protection Act still applies. During the trial, Council officers will exercise discretion under the local law when responding to complaints. Council has created a fact sheet on minimising smoke which provides advice to residents on how to reduce the risk of smoke impacts on neighbouring properties during the trial. There is also a standard ‘Dear neighbour’ letter to assist residents in resolving any issues that they might have. The website includes fire safety information to help protect children, which is something I have been working with Kidsafe Queensland directly on.


We are also working in partnership with Kidsafe to produce a safety ninja video on backyard fires and campfires. Council has written to the Retailers Association and other major retailers of fire pits and braziers asking for them to display safe guidelines for using these products. 

Committee had two petitions, a petition from residents requesting that Council rename Scott Street Park, Norman Park, as Rollo Park in memory of Brentyn Glenn “Rollo” Rollason, received during the summer recess and a petition from residents requesting Council increase funding for the implementation of the biosecurity plan for the Brisbane Local Government Area. I'll leave debate to the Chamber. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor COOK?

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I'd like to speak briefly on item A and B, the presentation on fire pits and also the naming of Rollo Park. Firstly, Mr Chair, on the Committee presentation, item A the fire pit presentation, Labor is supportive of the fire pit trial, Mr Chair. But we do have some concerns about the consultation which has occurred or more importantly the lack of consultation that has occurred to date in relation to the trial. There have been a number of legitimate concerns that have been raised by experts in relation to an increase in accidents specifically involving children and also respiratory issues for vulnerable groups.


I appreciate the commentary that was provided just now by Councillor CUNNINGHAM about the steps that are being taken specifically in relation to children, but there is further consultation that will need to be done as part of this trial. It is also noted, Mr Chair, that Council will undertake an evaluation of the trial at the end of winter. We would ask that the evaluation call on expert advice such as the Queensland Fire and Rescue as well as medical staff who deal with burns and respiratory conditions. There should also be some statistical analysis of any increases in fire-related burns during the trial period.


Medical professionals have been in contact with my office, specifically when this trial was announced and expressed a number of concerns about an observed increase in the number of children suffering bad burns from fire pits during the COVID-19 lockdown. Those have been passed on to the LORD MAYOR specifically so that they can be addressed. One of those people includes Dr Bronwyn Griffin who is a senior researcher at QUT's (Queensland University of Technology) Centre for Children's Burns and Trauma Research. She has also said that she has spoken personally to a number of medical professionals working in fields such as burns and respiratory conditions who hold concerns about the trial.


They have also written directly to the LORD MAYOR about the issues that they wish to raise. So, we look forward to seeing the evaluation of the trial coming back to Council before there are any amendments to the local laws on this matter. I would encourage Councillor CUNNINGHAM perhaps there would be an opportunity for a further presentation on that issue at that time. 

On item B, Mr Chair, the petition for Council to rename Scott Street Park in Norman Park in memory of Brentyn Glenn “Rollo” Rollason.

Mr Chair, I was approached by close friends of Rollo to petition Council to rename a park in close proximity to Norman Creek in memory of Rollo following his passing in April 2019. I was so pleased to see the overwhelming support of over 1,550 residents from across the city on this petition. Rollo was a local musician, concert promoter and employee of Brisbane City Council. Having played in punk bands since the early eighties, Rollo formed Blowhard in 1989 while living in the inner South Eastern suburbs, close to this park.

Blowhard toured frequently along Australia's east coast and became the third ever Brisbane punk band to play overseas, with a 1996 tour of Japan and Europe. Rollo's talent as a concert promoter also gave many iconic Brisbane acts their start. He released more than 30 albums of up and coming Brisbane artists, a vital outlet for local talent including Custard, Powderfinger and Regurgitator. Festival organiser Carolyn Bedford spoke for many when she recalled Rollo's legacy. She said, ‘he was larger than life and had the biggest heart of anyone I ever met. He was always fun and over the top, the life of the party and a driving force behind the Brisbane music scene for decades’.

He also—Rollo himself—summed up his contribution. He once told writer Daniel Johnson, ‘I mightn't have made a million dollars doing it, but I had a good time’. Rollo, as I said, was employed in Council's civil works area for over 16 years until he passed in April last year. He proudly helped build a better Brisbane. This park naming would reflect his commitment to our city and the location reflects his passion for the wildlife of the inner southside creeks and the countless boat cruise concerts Rollo and Blowhard played on the nearby Brisbane River for over 30 years. His close friend, Ben Jones sent me a short statement that I wanted to read into the record as well.

He had this to say, Mr Chair—'the naming of Rollo park will mean different things to different people. But to all of us who were lucky enough to have Rollo in our lives, it would mean recognition. For his family it will mean recognition of the caring and kind son, husband, father and uncle that Rollo was to them. For his bandmates and for those who were lucky enough to perform at concerts promoted or organised by Rollo, it will mean recognition of the person who made things happen and started a great many local musicians on the path to future success. To anyone who ever enjoyed live punk or alternate music in Brisbane, it will be recognition of the unending efforts of a man who created and drove the scene for 30 years’.

Mr Chair, I will leave the final word to Blowhard drummer, Fred Noonan, who described Rollo's influence by comparing him to a maypole. He said, ‘you have all these people with these pieces of string dancing around the maypole. Rollo was like our maypole. He was the pole we all danced around. So, he held us together. All of our strings were attached to him and when the pole went, we were all just standing there holding a piece of string’. I look forward to this naming proceeding through the usual Council processes so that we can formalise this naming in the not too distant future, Mr Chair. Thank you.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes thanks, Chair. I rise in support of item B, the petition to name Scott Street Park in Norman Park ‘Rollo Park’ in memory of Brentyn Glenn Rollason. I actually met Rollo in 2018 at a fundraiser for a local youth mental health charity that I was supporting through the Lord Mayor’s Further Initiative Fund. I didn't really know him well but I knew of his reputation. He is an absolute legend of the Brisbane music scene. As Councillor COOK said, he fronted Blowhard which is a ska-punk band formed out the ashes of the hard-core punk bands Bad Ronald and New Improved Testament.


He was the front man there for 30 years. Really the only kind of person I know with that kind of career longevity is Graham Quirk. He and Blowhard played everywhere from the Old Treasury Hotel to Festival Hall and the Livid Festival. He was absolutely at the centre of Brisbane's punk community. He actually grew up in Mount Gravatt. He actually made a song called ‘Mount Gravatt’ and is an absolute legend of that suburb. Something that I share with him—I grew up in Mount Gravatt as well. He died on Easter Sunday which was a special weekend that reminds us of the hope and joy of new life.


He actually died playing a show at The Brightside, doing what he loved. I know that many of the people who posted tributes on his page that night said that he died doing what he loved. I don't think anyone would dispute that. We of course here in Council will remember his strong passionate love of his family and friends and the world at large, and importantly as Councillor COOK mentioned, his job in Council's Field Services Group (FSG). He worked on roads, parks, footpaths and drains all around Brisbane as part of the work that he did in FSG.

I actually met some of those FSG members at his funeral. It's clear that he made an enormous impact on them and he was very much a mentor and someone who many of the—particularly of the younger members—looked up to. He was literally building a better Brisbane, so much so that he tattooed the Brisbane City Council corporate logo and his payroll number to his arm. This was a man who took his love for Council very, very seriously. Today I'm thinking of his wife, Allison, his children Ateisha, Benjamin and Alex. I know that although this park naming can't replace Rollo, we hope that it serves as recognition of his contribution to Brisbane and the thanks of a grateful city.

So, I just want to thank Councillor COOK for sponsoring this petition. I hope that all Councillors will support it.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

I see no further speakers. 


Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. Through you, Mr Chair, I thank Councillor COOK for the advice. I look forward to receiving Labor's submission on the fire pit trial in due course. I'll leave it at that. Thank you.

Chair:
I will now put the resolution. 

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

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

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – TRIAL OF BACKYARD BRAZIERS AND FIRE PITS FOR HEATING
725/2019-20
1.
The Service Delivery Manager EMS and Pollution Control, Water, Energy and Environmental Systems, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide an update on Council’s trial of backyard braziers and fire pits for heating. He provided the information below.

2.
In Brisbane, the lighting of fires is regulated by Council’s Health Safety and Amenity Local Law 2009 and the Queensland Government’s Fire and Emergency Services Act 1990. Smoke impacts are regulated by the Queensland Government’s Environmental Protection Act 1994. Information in relation to Council’s air quality policy can be found in Brisbane. Clean, Green, Sustainable 2017-2031. 

3.
Council’s trial of backyard braziers and fire pits will run from 1 June until 31 August 2020. The trial lifts restrictions on the use of fire pits and braziers in residential areas currently imposed under the local law. The trial does not authorise smoke impacts to residents as the Environmental Protection Act 1994 still applies. During the trial, Council officers will exercise discretion under the local law when responding to complaints. 

4.
Discretion during the trial may be applied in instances where:

-
there are no smoke impacts on neighbours

-
low smoke fuels like gas or charcoal or seasoned wood are being used

-
painted or treated wood, plastics or rubbish are not being burnt

-
no fire risk to property or vegetation

-
adult supervision

-
the fire is not left to burn overnight

-
only one brazier or fire pit is being used at a time

-
the fire pit or brazier is constructed in a way that reduces the risk of smoke.

5.
Council has created a minimising smoke fact sheet which provides advice to residents on how to reduce the risk of smoke impacts on neighbouring properties. These methods include: 

-
only burn dry and well-seasoned wood

-
never burn treated or painted wood, plastics or waste

-
use small soft wood pieces to start the fire

-
use hardwood pieces once the fire is going

-
ensure enough air can reach the fire

-
consider wind direction. 

6.
In line with Kidsafe Queensland Inc, the following fire safety information has also been included:

-
never leave your fire unattended

-
actively supervise children around fires

-
always put the fire out with water. Do not cover with sand or dirt or let the fire burn out overnight

-
if anyone is burned, run the affected area under cool running water for 20 minutes and call 000.

7.
Council will undertake an evaluation of the trial at the end of winter. 

8.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Service Delivery Manager EMS and Pollution Control, Water, Energy and Environmental Systems, for his informative presentation.

9.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL RENAME SCOTT STREET PARK, NORMAN PARK, AS ‘ROLLO PARK’ IN MEMORY OF BRENTYN GLENN ‘ROLLO’ ROLLASON


CA19/1210794

726/2019-20
10.
A petition from residents, requesting Council rename Scott Street Park, Norman Park, as ‘Rollo Park’ in memory of Brentyn Glenn ‘Rollo’ Rollason, was received during the Summer Recess 2019-20.
11.
The Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

12.
The petition contains 1,553 signatures.

13.
Council will take into consideration the renaming of Scott Street Park, Norman Park, as ‘Rollo Park’, in memory of Brentyn Glenn ‘Rollo’ Rollason, in accordance with Council’s OS03 Naming Parks, Facilities or Tracks Procedure.
14.
The supporting information within the petition states Mr Rollason formed the band ‘Blowhard’ while living in the inner south-eastern suburbs of Brisbane and frequently toured along Australia’s east coast.

15.
All submissions for park naming are required to provide supporting information for Council’s consideration, including historic records, previous consultation (if any), and outline the important contribution the person has made to the community.

16.
Consultation with internal stakeholders was conducted and the feedback received is shown below:

-
The Parks Policy and Planning Team, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, advised on 21 January 2020, they have no objection to the proposed renaming of Scott Street Park, to ‘Rollo Park’, providing the submission is in accordance with Council’s OS03 Naming Parks, Facilities or Tracks Procedure.
-
The Indigenous and Torres Strait Islander, Inclusive Communities, Connected Communities, Lifestyle and Community Services, advised on 20 January 2020, that there are no issues to rename Scott Street Park, to ‘Rollo Park’, after a local musician, concert promoter and employee of Council, as this area does not consist of Indigenous history. 

-
The City Architecture and Heritage Team, Strategic Planning, City Planning and Economic Development, City Planning and Sustainability, advised on 6 February 2020 they have no issues with renaming the park.

17.
Council did receive one objection after receiving this petition from a request sent to Councillor Vicki Howard, Chair for the Field Services Committee, at the time, on 7 February 2020. Councillor Howard advised the resident all responses would be taken into consideration as part of the park naming petition process.

18.
Objection raised included:

-
the contribution Mr Brently Glenn ‘Rollo’ Rollason made to the local community

-
the proposed name gives no consideration to the cultural significance of the parkland or the indigenous and non-indigenous historical values of the local area

-
the petition only has vague references about the location of the band’s establishment and there is no indication that Mr Brently Glenn ‘Rollo’ Rollason lived within Norman Park/Morningside

-
that there are other appropriate avenues to honour the memory of the person such as ‘The Australian Recording Industry Association Music Awards’.

Consultation

19.
Councillor Kara Cook, Councillor for Morningside Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation. 


Customer impact
20.
Formally naming Scott Street Park, Norman Park, as ‘Rollo Park’, would acknowledge Mr Brentyn Glenn ‘Rollo’ Rollason’s achievements as a local musician.

21.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed. 

22.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER ADVISING THAT COUNCIL WILL CONSIDER RENAMING SCOTT STREET PARK, NORMAN PARK, AS ‘ROLLO PARK’, IN MEMORY OF BRENTYN GLENN ‘ROLLO’ ROLLASON, IN ACCORDANCE WITH COUNCIL’S OS03 NAMING PARKS, FACILITIES OR TRACKS PROCEDURE.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/1210794
Thank you for your petition requesting Council rename Scott Street Park, Norman Park, as ‘Rollo Park’, in memory of Brentyn Glenn ‘Rollo’ Rollason.

Many of Brisbane’s parks are named either formally or informally, and Scott Street Park, Norman Park, is an informally named park, named from the adjacent street when the park was first created.

Council will take into consideration the renaming of Scott Street Park, Norman Park, as ‘Rollo Park’, in memory of Brentyn Glenn ‘Rollo’ Rollason, in accordance with Council’s OS03 Naming Parks, Facilities or Tracks Procedure. 
The above information will be forwarded to the other petitioners via email.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Brendon Whittaker, A/Regional Coordinator Parks, East Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3407 1477.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

C
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INCREASE FUNDING FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE BIOSECURITY PLAN FOR THE BRISBANE LOCAL GOVERNMENT AREA



CA20/373700

727/2019-20
23.
A petition from residents, requesting Council increase funding for the implementation of the Biosecurity Plan for the Brisbane Local Government Area, was received during the Election Recess 2020.

24.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

25.
The petition contains 118 signatures.

26.
Council spends more than $5 million each year on weed management in our natural areas, parks and waterways. While many weeds are naturalised across Brisbane, Council’s Biosecurity Plan ensures that Brisbane complies with the Queensland Government’s Biosecurity Act 2014 and provides a framework for prioritising the management of different weeds across Brisbane.

27.
Council manages more than 2,100 parks and natural areas covering over 16,000 hectares, using survey information to identify the priorities for programs such as Wipe Out Weeds (for Council land) and the Pest Plant Survey (for private land). These programs target new and emerging pest vegetation species, undertaking pest vegetation surveys, treatment and eradication of pest plants.

28.
The treatment of weeds is prioritised in areas with high biodiversity values such as Council’s larger conservation reserves. Consideration is given to the level of biosecurity and environmental risk and impact on safety, such as removal for fire hazard reduction. Council provides tools for residents to enable them to better identify weeds on their own land through Council’s Weed Identification Tool, as well as the ability to report weeds to Council through the ‘Report issues and maintenance’ page on Council’s website. Council reassesses the budget requirements for weed programs each year based on the priorities mentioned above.

29.
Council supports Habitat Brisbane groups and greatly appreciates the efforts of community groups in assisting with environmental restoration. All approved groups are provided with the necessary insurance and training, and each site is allocated an appropriate budget to support the volunteers’ work. Anyone interested in participating in bushcare activities is encouraged to join an existing group.

30.
For the safety of volunteers, all Habitat Brisbane sites undergo the appropriate safety checks, approvals and community consultation to ensure they are suitable for a group to work in the area. All Habitat Brisbane sites also have an approved site management plan and accompanying funding to support the restoration activities.

31.
The petitioners have mentioned volunteers being asked to stop work at Dowse Lagoon, Sandgate, as they are not a registered Habitat Brisbane group. While there is a current waiting list of groups interested in starting new sites due to the popularity of the program, the group working at Dowse Lagoon has been encouraged to make an application so their submission can be assessed and considered as vacancies become available in the future. In the meantime, Council officers have been liaising with the group to maintain the previous Ramsar agreement plantings through Council’s contractors.

Consultation

32.
As this petition relates to a citywide issue, and makes no reference to a specific ward, Councillor Fiona Cunningham, Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, was consulted and supports the recommendation.

33.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Jared Cassidy and Steve Griffiths dissenting. 

34.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/373700

Thank you for your petition requesting Council increase funding for invasive weed control to better the invasive species program and increase weed management throughout Brisbane.

Council spends more than $5 million each year on weed management in our natural areas, parks and waterways. While many weeds are naturalised across Brisbane, Council’s Biosecurity Plan for the Brisbane Local Government Area ensures that Brisbane complies with the Queensland Government’s Biosecurity Act 2014 and provides a framework for prioritising the management of different weeds across Brisbane. 

Council manages more than 2,100 parks and natural areas covering over 16,000 hectares, using survey information to identify the priorities for programs targeting new and emerging pest vegetation species, and undertaking pest vegetation surveys, treatment and eradication of pest plants. 

The treatment of weeds is prioritised in areas with high biodiversity values such as Council’s larger conservation reserves. Consideration is given to the level of biosecurity and environmental risk and impact on safety, such as removal for fire hazard reduction. Council provides tools for residents to enable them to better identify weeds on their own land through Council’s Weed Identification Tool, as well as the ability to report weeds to Council through the ‘Report issues and maintenance’ page on Council’s website. Council reassesses the budget requirements for weed programs each year based on the priorities mentioned above. 

To reduce the spread of noxious weeds in public parks and verges, Council’s grass cutting contract requires contractors to clean machinery down when leaving affected areas after mowing. While there are many other ways weeds disperse through the environment, this is one practical measure that is designed to reduce the spread of weeds throughout Brisbane. 

In relation to prohibiting the use of chemicals by residents on public land, Council uses a range of methods (Integrated Weed Management) to contain weeds including mulching, competitive planting, hand weeding and biological control. Herbicides are only used by Council for targeted weed control in line with strict label recommendations and relevant safety controls and are not considered suitable for the unregulated use by members of the public on public land. Council’s Natural Asset Local Law 2003 prohibits any interference with protected vegetation (including poisoning), including all vegetation on Council land. Laws and information regulating  the use of herbicides change periodically and Council needs to ensure it can make measured decisions about using the safest herbicides available and undertaking best practice techniques by operators. 

Council delivers its weed management responsibilities across the Council estate through the Wipe Out Weeds (for Council land) and the Pest Plant Survey (for private land). This ensures that the work by residents and Council to manage weeds is achieved collaboratively, and that weeds are not entering private properties from Council land and vice versa. Many weeds enter Council parkland through illegal dumping of green waste. To combat this, Council regularly undertakes surveillance at known hot spots and provides simple ways residents can report these incidents to Council. 
Council proudly supports Habitat Brisbane groups and greatly appreciates the efforts of community groups in assisting with environmental restoration. All approved groups are provided with the necessary insurance and training, and each site allocated appropriate budget to support the groups’ work. Anyone interested in participating in bushcare activities is encouraged to join an existing group.

For the safety of volunteers, all Habitat Brisbane sites undergo the appropriate safety checks, approvals and community consultation to ensure they are suitable for a group to work in the area. All Habitat Brisbane sites also have an approved site management plan and accompanying funding to support the restoration activities. 

Council notes your comments about volunteers being asked to stop work at Dowse Lagoon, Sandgate, as they are not a registered Habitat Brisbane group, and appreciates their disappointment with there being no current vacancies in the Habitat Brisbane program. I am sure you can appreciate Council must consider a range of citywide priorities and therefore has finite resources to allocate to the program.

While there is a current waiting list of groups interested in starting new sites due to the popularity of the program, the group working at Dowse Lagoon has been encouraged to make an application so their submission can be assessed and considered as vacancies become available in the future. In the meantime, Council officers have been liaising with the group to maintain the previous Ramsar agreement plantings through Council’s contractors.
Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Rachel Greenfield, Senior Program Officer, Biosecurity, Wildlife and Invasive Species Management, Biodiversity Management, Parks and Natural Resources, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, on (07) 3178 9729.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

CITY STANDARDS, COMMUNITY HEALTH AND SAFETY COMMITTEE

Councillor Kim MARX, Chair of the City Standards, Community Health and Safety Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Steven TOOMEY, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 9 June 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 


Councillor MARX.

Councillor MARX:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. Just briefly before I get on to the Committee presentation, I just wanted to have a shout-out to Fred and the UA (Urban Amenities) team that have been out there at New Farm Park for the last couple of days, in fact three days in total at the end of today, and potentially tomorrow as well. Under the guidance of Harry and John Charles who is referred to as JC. They're doing the annual rose pruning out there at New Farm Park. Councillor HOWARD joined me at the event as obviously it's in her ward. As a previous Chair of Field Services, she's quite aware of what goes on there.

Council has almost 7,000 rose bushes out there in New Farm Park. The idea is to do the pruning all in, sort of, as close time as possible so that when September rolls around and they're all ready to bloom again, they'll all pretty much bloom at the same time and make another spectacular sight for the residents of Brisbane. So, I want to thank them for having me out there this morning. I did manage to prune a few roses and I have a couple of blooms sitting on my desk in my office which I'm very grateful for.

The Committee presentation last week was on the Quarry Mobile Screener. That was something that was presented as a result of a purchase from the Stores Board Submission that we made some weeks ago here at E&C. It was a very good presentation, an amazing piece of machinery. I think the people that were in the presentation committee enjoyed it. There were no petitions. I'll leave it at that. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? Councillor MARX? 


I'll put the resolution. 

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the City Standards, Community Health and Safety Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Kim Marx (Chair), Councillor Steven Toomey (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Peter Cumming, Tracy Davis, Sarah Hutton and Nicole Johnston.
A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – QUARRY MOBILE SCREENER
728/2019-20
1.
The Manager, Asphalt and Aggregates, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on the Quarry Mobile Screener. He provided the information below.

2.
A mobile screener is a high-capacity vibrating screening plant. Rock products flow over large inclined vibrating screens, where each screen deck has perforations at fixed sizes. Rock is sorted into three different sized products as it flows across or through the screens. It is a fully self-contained mobile plant, with an onboard engine for all electric and hydraulic systems, tracked machine to traverse the quarry, a folding design for easy road transport and automated setup after moving. 

3.
A table of specifications for the mobile screener was shared with the Committee. 

4.
The mobile screener features tracks for moving the machine in quarry conditions, a large loading area, variable feed rate controls, integrated hydraulic folding stockpiling conveyors, and travel out fixed walkways. The screen raises at the lower end for easy bottom deck access for maintenance. The mobile screener is also fast to set up on-site, in less than 10 minutes, and features a heavy duty and highly engineered design.

5.
The mobile screener also features a large direct feed hopper fitted with a fully adjustable 1,500‑millimetre apron feeder accepting large feed size. The apron feeder is a very reliable solution as it allows feed rates to be varied based on material vulnerability, including the material being wet, dry, sticky or frozen. The mobile screener is fed by a high-capacity excavator, which allows for high-energy transfer from the screen to the material on the screen. The mobile screener can efficiently process up to 800 tonnes of material per hour. Operational images of the mobile screener were shared with the Committee. 

6.
The mobile screener uses Australian Standard compliant guarding, including emergency stops, emergency stop pull-wires fitted to conveyors, collapsible walkways with fall prevention, remote control operation and fold up access ladders. 

7.
Details of the mobile screener engine were shared with the Committee. Fuel consumption is optimised by engine management systems to match the different operating modes and loads. 

8.
The mobile screener is used for processing of quarry overburden on top of higher quality reserves into saleable products. It recovers high-quality granite or hornfels rock from weathered quarry overburden and clay materials. It is also used for single processing of overburden into saleable products such as fill, gabion and armour rock, road base and rock products. High-quality granite and hornfels rock are subsequently processed through the main fixed plant into higher value aggregates and rock products. The mobile screener is a highly efficient, well-engineered and versatile machine that can be used while connected to other mobile crushing and screening equipment. 

9.
Low-grade weathered materials, clays and clay contaminated stones come out of the screener like a road base product containing smaller rocks and fine materials. ‘Scalpings’ are used as a low cost sub‑base of fill material during civil, building and road construction. Minus 75 millimetre road base like products are sold ‘as is’ directly from quarry stockpiles. Processing this low-quality material out via the mobile screener prevents it being processed at Council’s main fixed crushing and screening plant. 

10.
Gabion rock is used in gabion and mattress rock basket applications.  It is generally between 50 millimetres to 300 millimetres in size. Gabion rock provides an aesthetically appealing, interlocking design feature for retaining walls, slope stabilisation, landscaping and fencing. 

11.
Armour rocks are large individual sized rocks generally ranging in size from 500 millimetres to 1,500 millimetres. The large rock size, weight and hardness makes them especially resistant to water impact and erosion. They are placed as rock walls, sea walls and groynes on shorelines, streambeds, bridge abutments, pilings and other shoreline structures against erosion, scour from water flow or waves. 

12.
Clean rock is also separated for crushing and additional screening at the main plant. Working in this manner makes the best use of the quarry reserves, which creates value and reduces waste products. Recovered sound rock is subsequently processed into higher value aggregates suitable for concrete or asphalt versus fill or low grade materials. Using the mobile screener provides many products and many advantages to Council’s operations. 

13.
A video showing the mobile screener in action was shared with the Committee. 

14.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Manager, Asphalt and Aggregates, for his informative presentation.

15.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

COMMUNITY, ARTS AND NIGHTTIME ECONOMY COMMITTEE 

Councillor Vicki HOWARD, Chair of the Community, Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Sandy LANDERS, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 9 June 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
I hear that you're taking the Nighttime Economy element a bit too—

Councillor HOWARD:
I'm taking the Nighttime Economy to a new level, Mr Chair, through you, if you could just give me a couple of minutes while our lights turn back on on level 15.

Chair:
All right. 

I must call you now though. 

Is there any—

Councillor HOWARD:
Yes, I do have—I do have a couple of things. Just before I move to the report if I can just say that I do have a response to Councillor JOHNSTON. Thank you. I do have light now. Thank you, Mr Chair. There was a question asked during Question Time about the AFL field in Chelmer known as the Gordon Thompson Oval. I wanted to let Council know that the Schrinner Administration has committed to upgrading the Chelmer Oval which is across the road from the Gordon Thompson Oval. This project will be done in conjunction with AFL Queensland and Queensland Cricket which is a priority project for them and which they are also contributing towards.


The Gordon Thompson Oval remains a future upgrade project Council may undertake but in this term our commitment is to the Chelmer community. It is based on the Chelmer Oval in partnership with AFL Queensland and Queensland Cricket. Mr Chair, I also would like to bring to the Chamber's attention that one of our Connected Communities employees was awarded a Member of the Order of Australia. Dr John MacPherson, from Council's Connected Communities branch has been awarded the Order as part of this year's Queen's Birthday for his tireless work for people with disability and to access and inclusion.


Many of us know that John has worked for Brisbane City Council for more than 40 years of which he has held a role as a disability officer for 29 of those years. John has used his specialised knowledge to ensure that services and infrastructure provided by Brisbane City Council meets the needs of people with disabilities. In 2012 John was instrumental in developing Council's first Brisbane Access and Inclusion Plan. Since then Council has invested more than $230 million in projects to increase accessibility in our city.

So that means that more local residents are now able to participate in our beautiful city with more projects underway as part of City for Everyone; Inclusive Brisbane Plan 2019-2029 which was released at the end of 2019. John is currently on a temporary secondment to the Department of Transport and Main Roads where he is leading for Queensland the modernisation of the disability standards for accessible public transport. These are one of the most important national standards for people with disability as public transport is a critical public service for everyone to be able to independently participate in community life.

John is continuing to connect with Council by working on some of our smaller projects at a local level, partnering with Council's Access and Inclusion team to develop wayfinding projects for people with vision impairment. We are extremely fortunate and so proud of John to be part of Council and for making a difference in people's lives locally, regionally and nationally. So, congratulations to John.

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor HOWARD:
Sorry? Mr Chair last week I had the pleasure of joining a webinar that Council hosted together with CPR Group. CPR Group is Australia's leading sports governance and community development firm. Council engaged CPR Group to help support our community and sporting clubs by giving them the tools they need to adapt to the difficult circumstances brought on by the COVID-19 pandemic. This is just one of the many ways that Council is supporting our community and sporting clubs. Of course, this is in addition to the COVID-19 relief package and the $5,000 community sports water rebate that the LORD MAYOR has already announced earlier this year.


I thought it was a great opportunity to share with the Chamber some of the feedback that Council has received from just a couple of the more than 100 clubs that registered to participate in last week's webinar. From our Mount Gravatt Junior Rugby League Club, they shared that the webinar on financial management and club reactivation was great. We have had excellent support from CPR Group with our club. They would definitely participate again and would be interested in presentations on financial management and volunteer engagement.


So, Council's website will be updated shortly with the webinar content. I strongly urge you to promote this to your clubs as a valuable resource. Mr Chair, turning to the committee presentation from last week we had the Branch Manager of Library Services deliver what we have done during this last financial year. It was a great presentation, as it always is. We were able to talk about the upgrades to Ashgrove, Stones Corner and Sandgate libraries. We're very proud that we continue to deliver these improved library services for the residents of Brisbane.

It was also—the LORD MAYOR announced earlier this year that we'd be looking forward to delivering further library upgrades over this term including refurbishments to Everton Park and Zillmere libraries. We also had four petitions which I will leave debate for the Chamber. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor CUMMING?

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Mr Chair, the presentation of the Community Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee as stated by the Chair was on libraries. There was a series of petitions that followed requesting various libraries across the city be upgraded. So, clause B, the petition was to upgrade the Everton Park Library in the McDowall Ward. The response was the petition is listed for funding in the 2020‑24 term of Council. Councillor DAVIS supported the response. Likewise, in relation to clause C where Zillmere is to be upgraded in 2020-24 as well and Councillor CASSIDY is happy.


Then comes clause D which relates to Calamvale Ward represented for the time being by Councillor OWEN. This is a ward with how many libraries in it, Mr Chair? A big fat zero. The response to the petition requesting construction of a library and community hub—and I quote, ‘there are currently no plans for a new library to be constructed in Calamvale Ward’. But the response from Councillor OWEN was she's been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor CUMMING:
If I was a local resident of Calamvale Ward, I would be very disappointed with that. Is this the same Councillor OWEN who dropped 12.5% of the vote at the last election? No wonder Labor candidate James Martin was able to achieve such a great swing to him—if this is Councillor OWEN's approach. So instead of supporting her local residents, Councillor OWEN is happy to toe the party line and do nothing. No wonder she's on the slide. Her approach is in contrast with that shown by Councillor GRIFFITHS who is responding to the petition in his ward. He does not support the recommendation that Moorooka not get a library. That shows the difference between—

Councillor MURPHY:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Councillor CUMMING:
—a Councillor seriously representing—

Chair:
Point of order to you Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor CUMMING:
I was nearly finished.

Councillor MURPHY:
Will Councillor CUMMING take a question?

Councillor CUMMING:
No, not today.

So that's the difference between a serious Councillor, Councillor GRIFFITHS and a sell-out Councillor, like Councillor OWEN.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor DAVIS.

Councillor DAVIS:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak to item B, the petition for an upgrade to the Everton Park Library. Mr Chair, as you well know the Everton Park Library is one of our smaller suburban libraries. This petition was about upgrading the current facility to include more modern features which reflect recent upgrades to other Council libraries across the city. Although it is one of our smaller libraries it is much loved and sees almost 48,000 visitors every year. Around 7,000 people actually attended learning programs in the last 12 months. The library has served our community faithfully for over 50 years.

But as our community continues to grow it was time for an upgrade to be considered to service that growth in population. So, I was very excited with the response to the petition that this project is now listed for funding. Mr Chair, there are so many possibilities for what a new library can provide our community. A larger dedicated children's reading area for our young ones to learn and socialise and more general reading spaces, and additional computers and desks, and it will be fantastic to have community meeting spaces which currently are limited in number in our local area.


Having secure afterhours access would also help ensure that these spaces are more available for our local residents to use. But, Mr Chair, in addition to this, improved access for people with disability will also help to ensure that the library resources are available to all residents.


Council have also acquired two blocks next to the library and this will compliment the commitment that the LORD MAYOR announced to upgrade the adjacent Fallon Park with a brand new playground. Fallon Park sits behind the library and just last week some access improvements were made to the existing infrastructure. So all in all this will mean that a wonderful new precinct will be created in our local area; a new library, expanded greenspace and a new playground that will provide significant benefits and improved lifestyle and liveability opportunities not only for the Everton Park community but for residents right across the McDowall Ward for many years to come. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor GRIFFITHS.
Seriatim - Clause D and E
	Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS requested that Clause D, PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL DELIVER A LIBRARY AND COMMUNITY HUB TO THE SUBURBS IN CALAMVALE WARD, and Clause E, PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL DELIVER A LIBRARY AND COMMUNITY HUB IN MOOROOKA, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Thanks, Mr Chair. This is always a fascinating report and it really does highlight the difference between what the Liberals—this LNP Administration says and actually what it does. It's certainly very clear here that they don't deliver for the community.


Great that Everton Park's getting an upgrade and that's based on 171 signatures, and great that Zillmere's getting an upgrade. I think that is now in Councillor CASSIDY's area and that's also based on 51 signatures, but very disappointing for Calamvale, the only ward in the city that does not have a library. What does that say about how the people of Calamvale are being treated, and what does that say about how the Councillor out there, the LNP Councillor, represents her community?


I know that I used to represent a large swathe of people out there at Pallara, which I think now has several thousand, or is getting several thousand, homes. People out there are demanding services, they're demanding footpaths, they're demanding bus services, and they're demanding a library. Unfortunately, now they have a Councillor who's not prepared to deliver for them. Sorry I'm being interrupted by a puppy dog. They now have a Councillor out there who isn't delivering for them.


So, I think that's a very disappointing result for them, and it is reflective in the result that Councillor Angela OWEN got at the last election, where she was almost knocked off her perch, of representing the people of her ward by James Martin. Certainly I understand that he will continue to work in that ward and wants to represent those people, and actually wants to provide Council services to those people. So that's what it's about. It's about who will provide the services and who should represent them. 


In relation to my own ward, in relation to Moorooka Ward, I have been talking for a number of years about getting a library at our suburban shopping centre. That needs to be done. That has been a constant theme that I've raised with this Council. It is something—there is actually a building sitting vacant now that could be used. It could be purchased, my understanding is, in the several million dollar range. It is actually there ready to go, ready to use in the middle of the shopping centre. What an opportunity for this Council, and yet this Council has failed to do that. 


Yet I hear from the Administration that they want to do massive growth in the area. They're moving urban renewal from the inner city to Moorooka, Salisbury and Nathan. Well here's the opportunity to do something to back that growth.

Councillor ADAMS:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS:
Will Councillor GRIFFITHS take a question?

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, will you take a question?

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
No, I won't take a question.

Chair:
No, he has declined. 

Please continue.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Here's the opportunity to put a facility, a Council facility, in place that could support the massive growth that we're going to be seeing in Moorooka Ward courtesy of the LNP. 

Councillor ADAMS:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
No, I won't take a question.

Councillor ADAMS:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor ADAMS.

Councillor ADAMS:
Will Councillor GRIFFITHS take a question about the new community hub we bought five years ago?

Chair:
No, that’s not how we do questions, you know that. 

No, no, he's already declined as well. 


Councillor GRIFFITHS, please continue.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. The community hub that they put in place courtesy of a Federal Labor Government providing $3 million. I am interested in seeing services in the area and I will fight for services in the area, and residents have voted for me for services in the area. In fact, Councillor ADAMS that's why I got 70% two party preferred. That's why the Greens candidate actually supported me in this motion put forward, and it's actually while your own candidate actually said to me, he thought this was a good idea and a good idea for the community of Moorooka. 


That was the person the LNP stood up here—I'm not even sure if he lived in Brisbane, but it's interesting, Mr Chair, that we still have this Administration not wanting to support services for the residents of Brisbane. It's disappointing that they're wanting to put growth, massive growth into our suburbs and not provide the infrastructure for that growth.


I'll keep calling this Administration out because that's what I got voted for by the people of my community to do. That's what this Administration needs opposition Councillors to do. So, I'm very disappointed with this petition, I won't be supporting it, and I think it really exemplifies the hypocrisy of the LNP Administration in not delivering services to the people of Brisbane. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor LANDERS.

Councillor LANDERS:
Thank you, Chair. I wish to speak on item C. I may have mentioned once or twice to the Chamber how wonderful the new Bracken Ridge Library is and the vibrant community hub it has created for residents in my ward. We welcomed and embraced that facility pre-COVID-19. The increase in patronage was testament to its success.


The designated children's space and generous meeting rooms have been standout additions and incredibly well used and, in particular, meeting rooms have provided a dedicated and secure location for many of our community groups to meet and coordinate local projects.


Brisbane libraries are not just a space for reading or loaning a book, but are now community hubs that provide facilities and activities for every age and interest. So following on from the Bracken Ridge Library upgrade, Kimberley Washington, the LNP candidate for Deagon Ward and I both felt it was important that Zillmere Library should be upgraded. We wanted to ensure the residents and community groups local to Zillmere Library had the same access to modern facilities and meeting spaces that now featured in other upgraded northside libraries, and importantly, we wanted to ensure it continued to be a vibrant and welcoming community space.


While Zillmere Library is not physically within my ward, many of the residents who form its patronage are. I'm excited to see that following my petition advocating for residents and Zillmere and its surrounds that Zillmere Library will be upgraded, and that Councillor CASSIDY gave it bipartisan support. 

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chairman, just briefly on items A through E. It's really fascinating when all you've got to go on is the actual reports and you read them and there's lots of things that stick out to you. This'll be very brief.


But I just want to say the one thing that I really noticed of interest was the libraries being upgraded or that are definitely going to be upgraded, which include Zillmere and Everton Park, they're both on the northside. No problems with those, that's all good news and tick the box and the Councillors are happy. It's all good.


The libraries that aren't getting upgraded or built at Calamvale and at Moorooka, which I know Councillor GRIFFITHS and Miss Molly are very proud of, are on the southside. So, I'd just say to the people of Brisbane this goes on week in and week out that one side of Brisbane tends to get more funding and more priority and the other side of Brisbane continually misses out.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks very much, Chair. I just want to speak briefly on the Committee presentation, and also the petition, item C, which are sort of linked in what I'll say here today.


The presentation obviously talked about the Sandgate Library being upgraded, which is a commitment and a promise that I made in the 2016 election and I'm very proud to say that I was able to deliver that on behalf of the community. It was wonderful to be there at the opening and officially open that, alongside LORD MAYOR Adrian SCHRINNER and it was a great community—a community day there at the Sandgate Library.


The Zillmere Library upgrade, which Councillor LANDERS has mentioned, was an interesting one. She launched a petition with some fanfare I suppose, not really great fanfare, and she managed to get about 50 signatures, most of which came from Fitzgibbon and Aspley and Bracken Ridge and Castledine. She mentioned the LNP candidate who ran against me and they attended Zillmere I presume, probably for the first and last time I suspect in that part of Zillmere.


I suppose the Labor vote in Zillmere at the most recent Council election, where we promised to upgrade the Zillmere Library, as well as O'Callaghan Park, and make that the premier sporting precinct on the northside, really struck a chord with people out there, Chair. The result that we saw there, where the LNP vote tanked by 10% or 15% in Zillmere was quite telling about how the community out there views the way in which the Administration treats its suburban libraries, as an opportunity to launch a bit of a pre-election petition and that's about it.


But I am confident that I'll be able to deliver the Zillmere Library upgrade on behalf of my community, just as I did the Sandgate Library upgrade last term.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I would like to speak on item D and in respect of some of the other comments that have been made to this particular item, I find it very interesting that those in the Opposition have made very unsurprisingly political and derogatory personal attacks through what they've said, rather than focusing on the matter at hand.


I think this is partly because some of these ALP Councillors just don't actually know the facts. They don't do their homework, but then again, they've never let the facts get in the good way of their storytelling, and we all know that they like their storytelling. But let's really have a look at the truth behind this. Have a look at the actual petition.


I'm going to actually highlight the difference to what we do in the LNP Administration compared to what they do in the ALP. Well on this side of the Chamber we're about what's genuine, and they're obviously about playing the politics, because this—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor OWEN:
—petition had 26 signatures on it. Oh, we had the candidate plus 10 that actually lived in Calamvale Ward. Let's put the facts on the table, because to go from Parkinson to the nearest library which is in Sunnybank Hills Shoppingtown, it's about five kilometres, under 10 minutes. It's accessible by public transport. From Drewvale to that same library approximately five kilometres, seven minutes.


Councillor MARX, I note that there are seven of your residents on this petition, and I know that this particular library is right on our borders. It's on one side of Compton Road, which is the border of the Calamvale and Runcorn Ward so it's not that far away, for even some of Councillor MARX's residents, the ones that live in Beenleigh Road, it's only six minutes and 3.8 kilometres.


My former deputy principal of my primary school who lives in Runcorn Ward and signed this petition as well it's only four minutes and 2.6 kilometres from her. So, this is the thing that they don't want people to know—that this library is right—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No interjections please. 

No interjections.

Councillor OWEN:
—that this library is right on the border of two wards and we do not make the boundaries of our wards, but we need to ensure that services are available.


I just want to go back to a comment that was made by the Councillor for Moorooka about some of the residents that he no longer represents that have come back into my ward, those residents that are living in Pallara. He made the spurious claim that the Pallara residents are demanding a library, and yet there is not one single resident on this petition that lives in Pallara.


Now, Councillor HOWARD and I have had extensive discussions in regards to how we service the residents in Pallara for—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor OWEN:
—library services, and this is very important, because—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, Councillor GRIFFITHS. 

Please allow Councillor OWEN to give her presentation in silence. 


Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
This is just typical, Mr Chair. Thank you for your intervention there because this is what the Labor Party like to do. They don't like the cold hard facts and they just want to turn it into a personal attack.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS I've asked you to cease interjecting. If you do so again I will formally warn you. 


Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
They are all about trying to create jobs for their mates in George Street, and particularly the candidate, because they've mentioned him and he works for one of their State mates.


Oh, and when we look at this petition there's a number of other people, at least three names that I recognise that are also working for State Members. Oh, and one of them actually challenged that person for pre-selection to run against me, so I reckon he might have a bit of a challenge on his hands the way that the Labor Party factional games play out.


But this is about making sure residents have their services. Councillor HOWARD and I, along with the Library Services Manager, have been having many discussions about how we service people, and through COVID-19 we have seen how Library Services have morphed into not just being about bricks and mortar. It's about delivering services through digital platforms; delivering services to elderly residents in their homes; it's about looking at ways that we can allocate the Pop‑Up Library to visiting the parks.


So for those on the other side of the Chamber that want to play the negatives, that want to play the personal attacks, go away and play your personal attacks somewhere else because I am focused, along with my colleagues in this Administration, in delivering services for the community. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you everyone for the debate. Through you, Mr Chair, to Councillor GRIFFITHS, he would have had a library in his ward right now if his party had not closed the library at Acacia Ridge—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor HOWARD:
—also say, Mr Chair, that this LNP Administration has never closed a library, which cannot be said by those on the other side.


Just to finalise the conversation, I heard Councillor GRIFFITHS—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, I consider you're displaying unsuitable meeting conduct. In accordance with section 21(5) of the Meetings Local Law 2001 I hereby request that you cease interjecting and refrain from exhibiting that conduct. 

Chair:
Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and, Mr Chair, I'll just finish by saying that Councillor GRIFFITHS mentioned the word hypocrisy. Well how do you spell hypocrisy? A-L-P. Thank you.

Chair:
I'll now put items A, B and C. 

Clauses A, B and C put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause A, COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – LIBRARY REFURBISHMENTS 2019-20, Clause B, PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL UPGRADE EVERTON PARK LIBRARY TO INCLUDE MORE MODERN FACILITIES WHICH REFLECT RECENT UPGRADES TO OTHER COUNCIL LIBRARIES, and Clause C, PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL SECURE FUNDING FOR THE UPGRADE OF ZILLMERE LIBRARY TO ENSURE THAT THE MORE MODERN FEATURES IN COUNCIL'S NEWER LIBRARIES CAN BE PROVIDED AT ZILLMERE LIBRARY, INCLUDING COMMUNITY MEETING ROOMS, of the report of the Community, Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
On item D.

Clause D put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause D, PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL DELIVER A LIBRARY AND COMMUNITY HUB TO THE SUBURBS IN CALAMVALE WARD, of the report of the Community, Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Charles STRUNK and Peter CUMMING immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 19 -
The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 7 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

Chair:
Now on item E.

Clause E put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause E, PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL DELIVER A LIBRARY AND COMMUNITY HUB IN MOOROOKA, of the report of the Community, Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Charles STRUNK and Jared CASSIDY immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 19 -
The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 7 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Vicki Howard (Chair), Councillor Sandy Landers (Deputy Chair), and Councillors, Peter Cumming, James Mackay and Steven Toomey.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE:
Councillor Kara Cook.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – LIBRARY REFURBISHMENTS 2019-20

729/2019-20
1.
The Manager, Library Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, attended the meeting to provide an update on Council’s Library Refurbishments 2019-20. She provided the information below.

2.
Council’s library refurbishments program develops libraries to ensure they continue to be modern, vibrant and well used hubs for local communities, and by providing information, learning, recreation and culture. In 2019-20, library refurbishment projects included:

-
Ashgrove Library opened in December 1967

-
Stones Corner Library opened in January 1950

-
Sandgate Library opened in September 1952. 

3.
The Ashgrove Library refurbishment included reconfiguring the existing spaces to create a new reading lounge, children’s library and more efficient back‑of‑house. Improvements also included an internal refresh of the interiors with new painting, flooring, lighting, furniture and shelving area. The building entry also received a refresh with new signage. More than 2,700 people attended the official launch of the refurbished Ashgrove Library. 

4.
The Stones Corner Library refurbishment included a reconfiguration of the existing spaces inside the library to create a new reading lounge and children’s library. The existing windows were replaced with new double-glazed windows. The refurbishment also included an upgrade of the handrails on the external ramp and stairs. As part of the launch, more than 1,900 people attended a vibrant community celebration held in the Stones Corner Library and forecourt.

5.
The Sandgate Library refurbishment included an internal refresh of the interiors with new wall painting, carpet, furniture and shelving. Externally, new library signage was installed.  More than 800 people attended the refurbishment celebrations at Sandgate Library. Various photos before and after the refurbishment of all three libraries, including customer feedback, were shown to the Committee.

6.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Manager for her informative presentation.

7.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL UPGRADE EVERTON PARK LIBRARY TO INCLUDE MORE MODERN FACILITIES WHICH REFLECT RECENT UPGRADES TO OTHER COUNCIL LIBRARIES



CA19/1177039 and CA19/1192338

730/2019-20
8.
Two petitions from residents, requesting Council upgrade Everton Park Library to include more modern facilities which reflect recent upgrades to other Council libraries, were presented to the meeting of Council held on 3 December 2019, by Councillor Tracy Davis, and received. 

9.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.

10.
The petitions contain a total of 171 signatures.

11.
Everton Park Library opened in June 1965. The last major refurbishment was completed in 1993-94. The most recent changes included minor improvements to customer self-service and public internet facilities, which were completed in 2016-17.

12.
Council remains committed to ensuring that libraries continue to be vibrant and attractive community hubs, and are welcoming, comfortable and safe facilities that meet the modern needs of residents.

13.
This project is listed for funding in the current term of Council (2020-24) and will provide significant benefits and improved lifestyle and liveability opportunities for the Everton Park community and residents of the McDowall Ward.

Funding
14.
Project funding committed for the upgrade of the Everton Park Library will be provided under Program 5 – Lifestyle and Community Services, Outcome 5.2 Libraries for an Informed Community.

Consultation

15.
Councillor Tracy Davis, Councillor for McDowall Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
16.
The upgrade to Everton Park Library will deliver improved library facilities and an increased level of service to the Everton Park community and residents of McDowall Ward.

17.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

18.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition References: CA19/1177039 and CA19/1192338
Thank you for your petitions requesting Council upgrade Everton Park Library to include more modern facilities which reflect recent upgrades to other Council libraries.

Everton Park Library was built in 1965. The last major refurbishment was completed in 1993‑94. The most recent changes included minor improvements to customer self-service and public internet facilities, which were completed in 2016-17.

Council remains committed to ensuring that libraries continue to be vibrant and attractive community hubs, and are welcoming, comfortable and safe facilities that meet the modern needs of residents.

This project is listed for funding in the current term of Council (2020-24) and will provide significant benefits and improved lifestyle and liveability opportunities for the Everton Park community and residents of the McDowall Ward.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Sharan Harvey, Manager, Library Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3403 4127.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

C
PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL SECURE FUNDING FOR THE UPGRADE OF ZILLMERE LIBRARY TO ENSURE THAT THE MORE MODERN FEATURES IN COUNCIL'S NEWER LIBRARIES CAN BE PROVIDED AT ZILLMERE LIBRARY, INCLUDING COMMUNITY MEETING ROOMS


CA20/11444 and CA20/11526

731/2019-20
19.
Two petitions from residents, requesting Council secure funding for the upgrade of Zillmere Library to ensure that the more modern features in Council’s newer libraries can be provided at Zillmere Library, including community meeting rooms, were received during the Summer Recess 2019-20. 

20.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.

21.
The petitions contain a total of 53 signatures.

22.
Zillmere Library opened in October 1971. Minor upgrades to Zillmere Library were completed in 2014-15, which included improvements to customer self-service and public internet facilities.

23.
Council remains committed to ensuring that libraries continue to be vibrant and attractive community hubs, and are welcoming, comfortable and safe facilities that meet the modern needs of residents.

24.
The Zillmere Library refurbishment project is listed for funding in the current term of Council (2020‑24) and will provide a more modern and vibrant library facility with improved lifestyle and liveability opportunities for the Zillmere community.

25.
The Zillmere Library refurbishment project will improve the facility and incorporate modern features consistent with other recent library refurbishments.

Funding

26.
Funding committed for the Zillmere Library refurbishment project will be provided under Program 5 – Lifestyle and Community Services, Outcome 5.2 Libraries for an Informed Community.

Consultation

27.
Councillor Jared Cassidy, Councillor for Deagon Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer Impact

28.
The Zillmere Library refurbishment project will deliver a more modern and vibrant library facility to the Zillmere community and residents of the Deagon Ward.

29.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

30.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition References: CA20/11444 and CA20/11526

Thank you for your petitions requesting that Council secure funding for the upgrade of Zillmere Library to ensure that the more modern features in Council’s newer libraries can be provided at Zillmere Library, including community meeting rooms.

Zillmere Library opened in October 1971. Minor upgrades to the Zillmere Library were completed in 2014-15, which included improvements to customer self-service and public internet facilities.

Council remains committed to ensuring that libraries continue to be vibrant and attractive community hubs, and are welcoming, comfortable and safe facilities that meet the modern needs of residents.

The Zillmere Library refurbishment project is listed for funding in the current term of Council (2020‑24) and will provide a more modern and vibrant library facility with improved lifestyle and liveability opportunities for the Zillmere community.

The Zillmere Library refurbishment project will improve the facility and incorporate modern features consistent with other recent library refurbishments. 

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Sharan Harvey, Manager, Library Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3403 4127.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

D
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL DELIVER A LIBRARY AND COMMUNITY HUB TO THE SUBURBS IN CALAMVALE WARD



CA20/298153

732/2019-20
31.
A petition from residents, requesting that Council deliver a library and community hub to the suburbs in Calamvale Ward, was received during the Election Recess 2020. 

32.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.

33.
The petition contains 26 signatures, including 11 signatories within Calamvale Ward, and 15 outside the ward.

34.
Residents are serviced by the Sunnybank Hills and Inala libraries. Sunnybank Hills Library is located in Sunnybank Hills Shoppingtown, which is in very close proximity to the boundary of Calamvale Ward. A high proportion of residents from Calamvale Ward utilise the Sunnybank Hills Library, and some residents living towards the western boundary of the ward utilise the Inala Library and the Forest Lake mobile library service. Both Sunnybank Hills and Inala libraries are open six days per week.

35.
In addition, Calamvale Ward is also within the wider service catchment of the Garden City Library, which functions as a regional library for the southside of Brisbane due to its size and convenient opening hours seven days per week.

36.
Council regularly undertakes strategic planning and reviews of library facility requirements for communities across Brisbane. There are currently no plans for a new library to be constructed within Calamvale Ward.

Consultation

37.
Councillor Angela Owen, Councillor for Calamvale Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation. 

Customer Impact

38.
The response will not address the petitioners’ concerns.

39.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Peter Cumming dissenting. 

40.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/298153
Thank you for your petition requesting Council deliver a library and community hub to the suburbs in Calamvale Ward.

Residents are serviced by the Sunnybank Hills and Inala libraries. Sunnybank Hills Library is located in Sunnybank Hills Shoppingtown, which is in very close proximity to the boundary of Calamvale Ward. A high proportion of residents from Calamvale Ward utilise the Sunnybank Hills Library, and some residents living towards the western boundary of the ward utilise the Inala Library and Forest Lake mobile library service. Both Sunnybank Hills and Inala libraries are open six days per week.

In addition, Calamvale Ward is also within the wider service catchment of the Garden City Library, which functions as a regional library for the southside due to its size and convenient opening hours seven days per week.

Council regularly undertakes strategic planning and reviews of library facility requirements for communities across Brisbane. There are currently no plans for a new library to be constructed within Calamvale Ward.

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

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Sharan Harvey, Manager, Library Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3403 4127.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

E
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL DELIVER A LIBRARY AND COMMUNITY HUB IN MOOROOKA

CA20/322764

733/2019-20
41.
A petition from residents, requesting that Council deliver a library and community hub in Moorooka, was received during the Election Recess 2020. 

42.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.

43.
The petition contains 38 signatures, including 27 signatories within Moorooka Ward, and 11 outside Moorooka Ward. 

44.
There are a number of Council libraries that service the Moorooka area and are within close proximity, including Annerley, Fairfield, and Coopers Plains libraries.

45.
Moorooka residents also utilise the Garden City Library, which functions as a regional library for the southside of Brisbane due to its size and convenient opening hours seven days a week.

46.
Council regularly undertakes strategic planning and reviews of library facility requirements for communities across Brisbane. At this time, there are no plans for a new library in Moorooka.

Consultation

47.
Councillor Steve Griffiths, Councillor for Moorooka Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation.

Customer Impact

48.
The response will not address the petitioners’ concerns.

49.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Peter Cumming dissenting. 

50.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/322764
Thank you for your petition requesting Council deliver a library and community hub in Moorooka.

There are a number of Council libraries that service the Moorooka area and are within close proximity, including Annerley, Fairfield, and Coopers Plains libraries. 

Moorooka residents also utilise the Garden City Library, which functions as a regional library for the southside of Brisbane due to its size and convenient opening hours seven days a week.

Council regularly undertakes strategic planning and reviews of library facility requirements for communities across Brisbane. At this time, there are no plans for a new library in Moorooka.

The above information will be forwarded to the other petitioners. 

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Sharan Harvey, Manager, Library Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3403 4127.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

FINANCE, ADMINISTRATION AND SMALL BUSINESS COMMITTEE

Councillor Adam ALLAN, Chair of the Finance, Administration and Small Business Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Steven HUANG, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 9 June 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 


Councillor ALLAN. 

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I seek the following further information based on the report. Just with respect to item B, I just would like to confirm that CHF is referring to Swiss francs, and if that's the case, which I think it probably is, whether or not the balance of Swiss francs, which is some $93,000, nearly $94,000—if that money is being kept to satisfy the remainder of the contract, or if that funding is going to be converted back to Australian dollars. I'd just like to know what's happening to the balance of the funding referred to in paragraph 10.

Chair:
Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. At last week's Committee meeting we had a presentation from our Chief Information Officer (CIO) on delivering responsive and productive IT environments for Council, and in particular it focused on Council's move to the working from home arrangements which were initiated as a result of the COVID‑19 pandemic.


The presentation covered a number of points, including Council's technology at a glance, responding to the need to work from home, impact of the move to work from home initiative and enhancing staff productivity through new tools.


In the context of Council's technology at a glance, the CIO provided us with a high level overview of the environment that she manages and it includes 8,000 active users—more than 8,000 active users in Council, 4,200 plus staff desktops, 3,000 staff laptops, a range of other IT support infrastructure such as data centres, servers and what have you.


So, the internal IT infrastructure is a very significant operation and it covers a lot of hardware and obviously software applications and has a pretty significant workforce to underpin the delivery of IT services to Council.


Now in the context of working from home, when the decision was made to establish a work from home function and obviously to allow literally thousands of Council employees to shift to working from home, this was a very, very significant undertaking. In the end we had many thousands of staff working from home and all of them needed to be set up to work from home with appropriate access and security protocols in place. 


The move to working from home occurred surprisingly rapidly for such a large deployment of staff and IT equipment to their homes, and so it was certainly a credit to the team who supported that move.


In terms of how specific divisions have managed to continue their work in this COVID-19 environment where they've had to work remotely, we've had significant engagement or the IT team have had significant engagement with Brisbane Infrastructure, the City Administration and Governance team, City Planning, Lifestyle and Community Services and Organisational Services. All of them have had nuanced requirements that the IT team have needed to support, and obviously in the case of Brisbane Infrastructure a lot of that has needed to be mobile because those people are out on the road and a lot of the work they do is in the field.


So, certainly, it wasn't as if it was going to be a vanilla solution for everybody. Depending on the nature of their work and where they were working from bespoke arrangements needed to be made.


In terms of the overall impact of the move to work from home initiative, there was obviously very significant increased utilisation of our remote access functionality and using tokens to get into the Council IT systems. There were a lot more activity and call upon our service centres to provide additional information. So, the scope of a number of the activities that IT undertook changed, and obviously the mix of effort changed to reflect the fact that staff were working from home.


In addition to what's currently happening, there were obviously a number of new tools that needed to be instituted in order to make staff working from home as efficient as possible, and a number of those focused on not only improving teamwork—and we've obviously started to use platforms like Zoom and Microsoft Teams—but also a range of other applications that enhanced that working from home environment.


So, a really interesting presentation and it certainly highlighted what was really quite an extraordinary deployment of IT and IT resources to support the work from home requirements.


Now in the context of Councillor JOHNSTON's question there, look I do know the Swiss francs holding was taken out to support the purchase of the Metro vehicle, and if those funds aren't required in the longer run, yes they would be converted back to Australian dollars. But we would have no obvious need to hold a Swiss franc investment in the longer term, but obviously the timing of that conversion back to Australian dollars would be made based on the advice of bankers.


Other than that report, the Bank and Investment April report was also presented at the Committee presentation and I'll leave further debate to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? I see no hands.


Councillor ALLAN?

Councillor ALLAN:
That's all, Mr Chair.

Chair:
I'll now put the resolution. 

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the Finance, Administration and Small Business Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Adam Allan (Chair), Councillor Steven Huang (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Lisa Atwood, Angela Owen, Jonathan Sri and Charles Strunk.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – DELIVERING RESPONSIVE AND PRODUCTIVE IT ENVIRONMENTS FOR COUNCIL

734/2019-20
1.
The Chief Information Officer, Information Services, Organisational Services, attended the meeting to provide an update on delivering responsive and productive IT environments for Council. She provided the information below.

2.
A snapshot of Council’s technology environment was shared with the Committee. The information highlighted at a glance that Council:


-
has more than 8,000 active users


-
has more than 4,200 staff desktops


-
has more than 3,000 staff laptops


-
has more than 1,000 general devices


-
has more than 700 applications

-
sends and receives more than 10 million emails every month

-
manages more than 17.5 million digital records

3.
To accommodate the need to work from home, Council established a pandemic response program by working with business areas to coordinate and prioritise key activities. Some of the key activities included:


-
doubling the network capacity in and out of Council


-
optimising the efficiency of network routing to improve response times


-
doubling the capacity of systems that enable remote access connections


-
diverting the laptops planned for renewal to essential staff


-
provisioning more than 2,000 remote access security tokens


-
fast-tracking projects including funeral streaming and video interviewing


-
pausing or deferring non-essential projects to release key resources

-
updating existing resources and developing new support material for the work from home environment.

4.
Council has responded to a range of challenges to enable work from home arrangements across many work areas.

-
Brisbane Infrastructure provisioned laptops, modems and headsets to ensure continuity of the Brisbane Metropolitan Traffic Management Centre, and assisted with the teleconferencing facilities for Asset Management.

-
City Administration and Governance delivered screen solutions to assist Local Disaster Coordination Centre operations and organised infrastructure to enable virtual Council meetings.

-
Lifestyle and Community Services implemented softphones and other home working equipment for more than 170 Contact Centre staff and established network solutions for animal rehoming centres and monitoring of illegal dumping activity.

-
Organisational Services ensured remote access arrangements to work devices for staff requiring specialist access, including revenue management and spatial information, and assisted with the implementation of a digital signature solution. 

5.
The impact of the move to work from home arrangements was presented to the Committee in a series of graphs. The graphs indicated an increase of:


-
400% in SharePoint usage for team information management purposes 

-
190% in the utilisation of remote access functionality


-
110% in ICT Service Centre requests


-
80% in Yammer usage for messaging 


-
38% in Skype usage for online meetings.

6.
Council has also introduced new tools to enhance staff productivity. For example, the implementation of Microsoft Teams was fast-tracked to provide better solutions for online meetings and group collaboration in the work from home environment. The benefits of adopting new technology solutions include enhanced access across multiple devices, simplified environments for improved collaboration, supporting staff productivity and improved teamwork through integration of existing solutions.

7.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Chief Information Officer for her informative presentation. 

8.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED

B
COMMITTEE REPORT – BANK AND INVESTMENT REPORT – APRIL 2020



134/695/317/1028

735/2019-20
9.
The Chief Financial Officer, Corporate Finance, Organisational Services, provided a monthly summary of Council’s petty cash, bank account and cash investment position as at 1 May 2020.

10.
During the April period, Council held a cash deposit of CHF 821,808 bought for AUD 1,236,969.85 as contracted in the Brisbane Metro hedges (CHF 411,434 at 0.6634, CHF 205,187 at 0.6646 and CHF 205,187 at 0.6661). The CHF balance was valued at AUD 1,319,537.57 as at 1 May 2020 calculated at the spot rate of 0.6228 as published by Reserve Bank of Australia, resulting in an unrealised gain of AUD 82,567.71 on the value of CHF cash held. Since then, the Brisbane Metro Project has paid CHF 727,879.20 to the supplier, leaving a cash balance of CHF 93,928.80 currently.

11.
Total Council funds in Australian dollars held by banks and investment institutions (per general ledger) decreased by $34.6 million to $248.8 million excluding trusts (Ref: 1.5 in the Bank and Investment Report). The net decrease is predominantly due to the quarterly Emergency Management Levy payment of $43 million.

12.
Council funds as at 1 May 2020 held by bank and investment institutions (per statements) totalled $264 million (Ref: 2.4 and 3.1 in the Bank and Investment Report). The investment variance relates to timing differences between transactions recorded in the general ledger and those reflected in the bank statements.

13.
Unreconciled bank receipts and bank payments relate to reconciliation variances at the end of the period. The majority of these transactions have since been reconciled.

14.
Surplus funds are invested daily with approved counterparties.

15.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE REPORT, as submitted on file, BE NOTED. 

ADOPTED

PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS:

Chair:
Councillors are there any petitions? 

Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I've got a petition for a pedestrian footpath in Wright Street, Balmoral.

Chair:
Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
I've got a petition to stop trucks on Northgate Road, Northgate.

Chair:
Any other petitions? 
May I please have a resolution to accept them.

736/2019-20
It was resolved on the motion of Councillor Sandy LANDERS, seconded by Councillor Sarah HUTTON, that the petitions as presented be received and referred to the Committee concerned for consideration and report.

The petitions were summarised as follows:

	File No.
	Councillor
	Topic

	CA20/635194
	Kara Cook
	Requesting Council install a pedestrian footpath on one side of Wright Street, Balmoral, to connect with the existing footpaths on Fifth Avenue and Main Avenue, for safe pedestrian access. 

	CA20/583568
	Adam Allan
	Requesting Council preserve the Northgate Road Arbour, adjoining residential infrastructure and green environment by stopping oversized vehicles using Northgate Road, Northgate, as a thoroughfare between Sandgate and Toombul Roads. 


GENERAL BUSINESS:

Chair: 
Councillors are there any matters of general business? 

Are there any statements required as a result of the Office of the Independent Assessor? 

No?


Councillors are there any items of general business? 


Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I would just like to acknowledge some southside residents in my general business tonight.


Firstly, I would like to acknowledge Algester resident, Winifred Johnson, who has recently celebrated her 104th birthday, and because of all the restrictions we haven't been able to have the celebrations as we usually do, but Winifred is a local inspiration to everyone who knows her. She's very much a favourite in our local community, so I'd like to put it on the record a very happy 104th birthday to Winifred Johnson.


I'd also like to acknowledge two gentlemen who are very special on the southside of Brisbane who have received Order of Australia medals in the Queen's Birthday Honours List, and that is Mario Pennisi OAM and Tony Stevenson OAM.


The Pennisi family have certainly called Calamvale home since the early 1980s and it is with pride that I acknowledge the awarding of Mr Mario Pennisi an OAM in these Queen's Birthday Honours List. Mario has worked extensively to create awareness of food bowl requirements. He is an experienced Life Sciences professional and industry advocate. He is a dedicated Board Member of the Queensland Eye Institute and he has been awarded his OAM for significant service to the biomedical sector, to commercialisation initiatives and to research.


I know that his family are extremely proud, and he has also got very close ties to not only Griffith University but also through his advisory committee roles at the University of Queensland and QUT. So, congratulations Mario.


I'd also like to acknowledge one of my National Servicemen, and as Patron of the National Serviceman's Association of Queensland it is with great pride that I acknowledge Mr Anthony Athol Stevenson OAM who's known to all of us as Tony, Service no 1/719359. Tony lives in Tarragindi and he's been awarded a Medal of the Order of Australia for service to veterans and their families. Certainly, he has dedicated so much time and so much voluntary work for the NASHOs Association, but also for RSL Queensland. 


I know Councillor CUNNINGHAM has met Tony and she actually came out and met Tony and Bev when they had their 60th wedding anniversary, and unfortunately Bev passed away in January this year. I know she would be smiling down right now knowing that it's wonderful that Tony has received this recognition because he's a very, very humble man, as is Mario, and they never take the credit for themselves. They always acknowledge everybody else around them and they are just absolutely wonderful gentlemen.


Tony was actually part of the first intake in 1956 with the 11th National Service Training Battalion at Wacol. He serves the National Servicemen's Association as State Vice President. He's a Life Member. He is currently serving as a State Welfare Officer and the President of the National Servicemen's Association, Brisbane South Branch.


He is currently President of Salisbury RSL's subbranch. His main priority has always been the welfare of National Servicemen, and he was heavily involved in the approval of the Veteran's Card.


He's a life subscribed member of the Royal Australian Artillery. He also enjoys participating in his local Neighbourhood Watch Committee, as well as lawn bowls and golf when time does permit. Tony puts in so much work and so does Mario, and they are just pure everyday examples of the genuine people in our local communities, particularly on the southside, who are truly, truly deserving of recognition for their efforts.


So, congratulations to Mario Pennisi OAM and Tony Stevenson OAM and well deserved. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Listen I want to speak tonight about a couple of community groups or organisations and a couple of individuals or a family.


The first one is the Blue Fin Fishing Club has reopened Thursday 11 June and I'll tell you what, my local community, especially the Inala, Durack and Richlands area and now ever increasingly Forest Lake, love this fishing club. It is the largest fishing club in Australia. They have thousands of patrons—members I should say—and everyone was really hanging out for this club to open up again, because for a lot of the pensioners and others it was like a second home to them.


They put on fantastic meals at a really reasonable price, but this club doesn't just do that sort of service, but they also give community grants as well to a lot of organisations and groups in the area.


We hope that their level of contribution this year won't be too affected with the pandemic that has caused all of the clubs and hotels—well, sorry, clubs to remain closed for a long period of time actually as it turned out.


I took my team up there for lunch earlier this week and the meals are just unbelievably large now. So much so you could order one meal and just share it with someone else. It's that large. I think they're copying some of those American meals that we see on TV from time to time.


Anyway, I'd just like to congratulate Peter Purins who's the General Manager who has really kept his group together through very testing and challenging times, Steve Simonis, the current President, and David Watson, the Function Manager, who's just thrilled to be able to do what he does so well.


Like some of the other Councillors, it's really nice when the Queen's Honours come down a couple of times a year where honours are actually bestowed on some of our residents. Very deserving residents of course. 


Bill Marklew OAM—his name appeared on the list this year. Now Bill was awarded this very prestigious medal for his industrial relations work, particularly to the role of trade union movements. I've known Bill for probably about 20 years and the three or four words that really express what I think of him and how he undertakes his work in justice, fairness and equality in the workplace. He epitomises what trade union men and women have done for many years, especially those that take on executive roles.


A family—a few weeks ago—the McDonald family of Doolandella came to my attention because they opened up a Dagwood Dog stand in Blunder Road because this family has undertaken this sort of work in and around Australia, mostly in Queensland and northern New South Wales. They attended over 40 Ekkas and other events—40 of these events a year and of course when the COVID-19 hit they were reduced to almost no income at all and they were really struggling, so they told me, to look after the kids and of course a couple of their workers who had been with them for many, many years.


So, they decided to—they have a licence, a food licence. It's not a truck, it's a trailer, but they have a proper licence and everything, so they can operate on the side of the road, but they decided to operate from within their property along Doolandella and didn't quite understand all the regulations in regards to that. But with the help of Brisbane City Council and the State Government they're processing their application for temporary use for that space. 


So that application's going through at the moment, but if you're wanting a Dagwood Dog and some of that fancy or fun food, Blunder Road, Doolandella, just down from the McDonald's on the same side if you're wanting to sample a Dagwood Dog. It's a very special treat every year that most of us access through the Ekka.


Finally, the Multicultural Youth and Family Festival Short Film Competition 2020. This was initiated by the—under the partnerships of QPass, Inala Community House, ACCESS and Officeworks—came together to initiate this festival because the kids were all sort of trapped at home and they were wanting to give something tangible for the kids or young men and women to do maybe while they're at home, to display either their culture, whether it be food, dance, music and/or storytelling—there is $5,000 worth of prizes.


Now they were asked to put together a video. A bit like—maybe a little bit longer than those on TikTok but anyway the cut off period is 19 June for their submissions. As I say, $5,000 worth of amazing prizes.


I was able to support them. Not to the extent of the $5,000 obviously but we did support this very worthy event, and we hope to see the outcome and the videos that come forth from that. I'm sure it will be very entertaining. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks very much, Mr Chair. I speak briefly tonight on the City Hall tympanum. We have to face up to the fact, Chair, that Daphne Mayo's sculpture above City Hall, no matter what's its intent, causes offence to many people, Indigenous and non-Indigenous alike. For too long we've ignored the reality and it's time to start a conversation about how to move forward as a city and a community.


I want to get one thing straight from the outset here that I am not talking about and I don't think other people are—talking about tearing it down. When I spoke with prominent Indigenous Elder, Wayne Wharton, he agreed we should leave the tympanum in place but discuss its part in the history of this fascinating and fantastic building.


Wayne wants to broaden the debate to include other aspects of Brisbane's Indigenous history, including memorialising the warrior, Dundalli, who was hanged in 1855 on what is now the GPO (General Post Office).


I was amazed to find today on Council's website absolutely no mention of the tympanum. We talk about the Clock Tower, about the City Hall organ, where the sandstone and marble used in the construction came from, but nothing on this sculpture. It is a part of our history that opens the door on another significant part of our history, and it's time to start that discussion.


We know what it depicts is the brutal past of Brisbane; a past that saw the murder and massacre of Aboriginal people in their hundreds and thousands. That's not the Brisbane of today, but it is our history and we shouldn't whitewash it.


This Council supported the Uluru Statement from the Heart about a year ago. We were one of the largest organisations to have supported that campaign for constitutional recognition of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people at the time. One of the key tenants of that amazing national document was truth telling as an essential part of us moving forward as a community.


Well this is part of truth telling. We should not be afraid of the truth. We need to openly talk about it before we can move on from it. So, I would invite each and every Councillor to join in that conversation.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Chair, and good on you Councillor CASSIDY. It's good to see you're jumping onboard with that discussion.


I rise to speak briefly about Vulture Street bike lanes and the need for safer cycling infrastructure within The Gabba Ward. I'm mindful that the Council budget comes out tomorrow and I'll be watching that really closely with interest, but I just wanted to again place on the record and flag my support for temporary trial infrastructure to be implemented as soon as possible, even as we conduct consultation on permanent solutions and long term hard infrastructure so to speak.


So, Councillors might have seen other councils such as Brisbane City Council—sorry, such as councils down in Sydney—are now introducing temporary bike lanes where they use paint and temporary barriers and bollards to convert underutilised road space into safe separated bike lanes. The process essentially involves try and see. Put something down, see how it gets used and learn from that experience by watching how cyclists adapt to the new environment, how motorists adapt to the new environment, before making permanent changes.


So I want to again emphasise the importance of funding for permanent bike lanes along Vulture Street, but particularly draw to the attention of Councillor McLACHLAN and Councillor MURPHY the value of experimenting with some form of temporary solutions, so that we can at least start some changes on the ground and bring the community along for the journey.


It's much easier for the community to understand bike lane proposals when we can show them something practically and say well look for the next month or two we're going to trial it and this is how it's going to look, or even if it's just on weekends for example, where during weekdays the road remains in its current format but on weekends we put out some temporary barriers and trial temporary bike lanes.


I'm willing to support these kinds of approaches and there's a few mechanisms within the State Government's TMR (Department of Transport and Main Roads) guidelines that make it quite easy to do so. It doesn't need to be a particularly expensive undertaking, and those sorts of temporary solutions can be a really good way to learn from how the community responds and to inform decisions about how permanent infrastructure is designed.


I don't yet know whether there'll be funding for the Vulture Street bike lanes in the coming Council budget. I really, really hope there will be. It's probably my highest priority bike lane project, but in the meantime, and regardless of whether we get funding for permanent infrastructure in the coming Council budget, I'd strongly encourage the Council Administration to consider some form of temporary solution. Not just for Vulture Street but also potentially for Hardgrave Road so that we can connect local residents to the local primary school and the local high school.


There are soon to be 1,200 students at West End State Primary School and there are 3,300 students at Brisbane State High School, so that's a huge number of school students just within that 4101 peninsular. Not to mention the very large Somerville House and St Laurence's that are a little further along Vulture Street.


So when you add it all up there's well over 5,000 school students who in one form or another are travelling along parts of Vulture Street in South Brisbane and West End. Five thousand is a lot of school students and certainly most of them are travelling via active and public transport because if they were all driving we'd all be gridlocked all the time. Most parents are already trying to support their kids to travel by active transport in the inner city, and there's really, really strong demand for parents, from the local school P&C communities to see some improvements to safe cycling infrastructure along those corridors.


I'm also hearing from local businesses, from yoga studios, from dance studios, from the local butcher, from clothing retail and jewellery retail store holders that they all want to see separated bike lanes along Vulture Street as well. This is something that has fairly broad community support and naturally there will always be a few objectors and a few people who are concerned about these kinds of changes, but I'm feeling really confident that this idea has very broad support from a wide cross-section of society. 


I really hope we see funding for it in the Council budget tomorrow, but equally importantly I hope that Council Administration will consider experimenting with some form of staged temporary trial so we can at least get some temporary bike lanes out there on the ground while we conduct community consultation about permanent bike lane infrastructure down the track. Thanks.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

I see no hands. 


Thank you everybody, goodnight. 

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 Nicole Johnston (received on 9 June 2020)

Q1.
As at 9 June 2020 how many clubs have received the second amount of up to $5000 in water rebates announced by the Lord Mayor in May 2020? Please provide a list of clubs and the amount paid to those Clubs.
Q2.
Please provide a list of the eligible Club’s entitled to the water rebates announced by the Lord Mayor in May 2020? Please provide a list of clubs and the rebate entitlement.

Q3.
Please provide a list of the eligible Club’s entitled to the water rebates announced by the Lord Mayor in September 2019. Please provide a list of clubs and the rebate entitlement.

Q4.
Are sporting Clubs on private property eligible for the sporting club water rebate announced by the Lord Mayor?

Submitted by Councillor Steve Griffiths (received on 11 June 2020)

Q1.
Please list the projects included in the 2016-2020 Better Bikeways for Brisbane program, in the following table:
	Project name
	Short description
	Council Ward
	Amount spent in 2016-2020
	Month completed (or current status if ongoing)
	Length of new bikeway constructed
	Number of lights installed

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Q2.
Please provide details of each market research conducted during the 2019‑2020 financial year as per the table below:-

	DETAILS OF MARKET RESEARCH PROJECT
	HOW WAS THE RESEARCH CONDUCTED
	TYPE OF PARTICIPANTS
	NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS
	COST

	
	
	
	
	


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN:

(Answers to questions of which due notice has been given are printed as supplied and are not edited)

Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston (from meeting on 9 June 2020)

Q1.
Since the trial commenced, how many requests has Council made to e‑Scooter providers to move scooters on footpaths due to safety or access concerns? Please provide a number per provider.
Q2.
Since the trial commenced, how many e-Scooters have Council officers moved directly due to safety or access concerns on footpaths or roads?

A1&A2.
Council does not collate this information and the data required could not be gathered within a timeframe that accords with the Meetings Local Law 2001.
Submitted by Councillor Steve Griffiths (from meeting on 9 June 2020)

Q1. Please provide the total number of Brisbane City Council’s Executive Team members who received bonuses in 2019-2020 and the total amount paid.

	NUMBER OF STAFF
	TOTAL AMOUNT PAID

	
	


A1-A3.
The short-term incentive payments made in 2019-20 to executives were attributed to the 2018-19 and 2019-20 executive performance plans.

In July 2019, the Lord Mayor removed executive short-term incentive payments from new employees and contract renewals and these payments have been removed from all executive contracts. 

A1.

	NUMBER OF STAFF
	TOTAL AMOUNT PAID

	8
	$630,335


Q2. Please provide the total number of Brisbane City Council staff who were not part of the Executive Team members who received bonuses in 2019-2020 and the total amount paid.
	NUMBER OF STAFF
	TOTAL AMOUNT PAID

	
	


A2.

	NUMBER OF STAFF
	TOTAL AMOUNT PAID

	36
	$1,477,498


Q3. Please provide the total number of Brisbane City Council contract staff who received a bonus in 2019‑2020 and the total amount paid.
	NUMBER OF CONTRACT STAFF
	TOTAL AMOUNT PAID

	
	


A3.

	NUMBER OF CONTRACT STAFF
	TOTAL AMOUNT PAID

	0
	0


Q4. Please provide a list of all events and activities that were funded by Brisbane City Council that have been cancelled due to COVID-19, and the amount of the funding allocation that is unspent for each event or activity.
	EVENT/ ACTIVITY CANCELLED
	UNSPENT AMOUNT

	
	

	
	


A4.

	EVENT/ ACTIVITY CANCELLED

	Green Heart Homes and Schools

	Love Food Hate Waste

	Outdoor Cinema in the Suburbs

	First 5 Forever

	Active and Healthy Parks Program

	Asia Pacific Screen Awards

	EKKA

	Coastal Hazard Consultation kiosks

	Keep Moreton Island Cane Toad Free

	Pest Fishing Event

	Invasive Species Forum

	Moreton Island Cane Toad Event

	Student Education Leadership Network (SELN)

	Future BNE Challenge

	Green Heart Fair


Please note, as dictated in the Third Budget Review 2019-20, there are no unspent amounts relating to the cancellation of events due to COVID-19, as all event-allocated funding has been reallocated.
Q5. Please provide details of the 9,448 streets with a concrete footpath, how many have footpaths on both sides of the street?

A5.
3,534.
Q6.
Please provide details of the 9,448 streets with a concrete footpath, how many have partial footpaths (where the footpath doesn’t continue the full length of the street)?

A6.
5,912.

Please note, in 2019-20 financial year, a Ward Footpath and Parks Trust Fund of $562,000 was allocated to each Councillor to consult with their local community on projects including footpaths.
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