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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)
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Tracy DAVIS (McDowall)
Fiona HAMMOND (Marchant) 

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

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

Peter MATIC (Paddington)

David McLACHLAN (Hamilton)

Ryan MURPHY (Chandler)
Angela OWEN (Calamvale)

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

Charles STRUNK (Forest Lake)


	
	Queensland Greens Councillor (and Ward)

Jonathan SRI (The Gabba)

	
	Independent Councillor (and Ward)
Nicole JOHNSTON (Tennyson)


OPENING OF MEETING:

The Chair, Councillor Andrew WINES, opened the meeting with prayer and acknowledged the traditional custodians, and then proceeded with the business set out in the Agenda.
Chair:
I declare the meeting open. 

Councillors, are there any apologies? There are no apologies. 

Councillors, the confirmation of Minutes, please.

MINUTES:

94/2020-21
The Minutes of the 4626 meeting of Council held on 18 August 2020, copies of which had been forwarded to each Councillor, were presented, taken as read and confirmed on the motion of Councillor Sandy LANDERS, seconded by Councillor Sarah HUTTON.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:
Chair:
Councillors, we have a public participant today. He’s Mr Robert Absalom. Can he please be admitted to the room?


Welcome, Mr Absalom. You will be addressing us today for a period of five minutes that begins when you begin. 
Please proceed, Mr Absalom.

Mr Robert Absalom – Delivery of flowers where there is no suitable parking
Mr Robert Absalom:
Yes, thank you, Chair. My name is Robert Absalom. I’m a 72-year-old pensioner. The reason I am here is because I received a parking fine for parking in the loading zone. I deliver flowers for a florist, and when I initially started with them, I questioned her about what I do with parking, and she, you know, they said, oh, and I was given this. It just states: florist courier delivery service, which I put on the dash of my car. Plus, I also have a disability sticker as well, so it’s very difficult to be able to walk long distances.


I’ve been doing this now for almost two years, and in the two years I have never received a parking fine. I have parked in loading zones where I’ve had to go to high buildings here in the city. For instance, even just the other day, up to the 75th floor of the 111 Eagle Street, so I had to park a distance because I’m starting to get a bit worried about this whole thing. 


I spoke to other courier drivers. They’ve told me they’ve never ever received a parking infringement. The infringement I received was at Coorparoo outside Woolworths where I had to do a delivery inside the shopping centre, and outside the shop there is only room for five cars, three for private and two for commercial. The privates were taken up, so I parked in the commercial. I put my sign on the dashboard. I went in, I took the flowers in. Had to locate the person, came out, and I actually never realised I had the ticket until later that night. 


So, the next day I went to your office in Roma Street and the gentleman in there was quite rude. So, in the end I went to, I rang Councillor CUNNINGHAM’s office, and the gentleman that works for her, Ian, has been extremely helpful to me. He has sent letters off regarding this incident, and then it was rejected. So we appealed, and with that I took photographs of my vehicle with the flowers in the back. Also, when there was no flowers showing, all the implements inside the car, and even on another occasion where I had to go and pick up pots, et cetera, and a lot of times I will have to go to Rocklea and pick up flowers, et cetera, like that. 

So, I am actually a courier service. Even though my car is only a small Holden Barina, I did notice that when I looked up the internet, it states that if you have your back seats down—well, I can’t have them down, because I need to be able to stabilise flowers from moving around, so nothing is damaged. 

The reason I am here is I just think this fine is unfair, because I’m doing a service to the public, especially now where there’s a lot of people in isolation, so people are sending people flowers. I go to hospitals, I go to aged care centres. There’s every chance I could catch the virus, et cetera. I try and eliminate that by carrying hand sanitiser and masks, et cetera. 

But the main reason why I’m here is because surely there must be some way of getting around this for people like myself that are doing—we’re doing this service, and as far as I am concerned, I am a courier driver. It doesn’t matter what size my car is. It even states here, where I’ve turned around and figured a couple of things out, which the zoning rules, et cetera. It states that even passenger vehicles are allowed to stand in loading zones but not park for no more than two minutes when picking up or dropping off packages or for no more than five minutes if they are picking up or dropping off a disabled person. 

I also noticed, too, that that doesn’t really state what a commercial vehicle looks like. Now, the reason why the last delivery I did is, I live in Camp Hill, and I’d always try and do my last deliveries closer to home. So, that was the last delivery. So, after that, the car had no more flowers in it. Whether that’s the reason why the gentleman decided to book me, I don’t know. But I just think, because I’m a service and, as I said, I sent the photographs off, and all I got back was a letter stating, given the information above, the infringement notice will not be withdrawn. 

Chair:
Mr Absalom, your time has expired. 

Can I please invite Councillor MARX to respond?

Response by Councillor Kim MARX, Chair of the City Standards, Community Health and Safety Committee

Councillor MARX:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Yes, good afternoon, Mr Absalom, and thank you for taking the time out of your day to address Council. It’s unfortunate that you’re not able to address Chambers in person, but as you can imagine, it’s an evolving situation, so we just have to do what we can, and today it’s by Zoom.


My name is Kim MARX, and I’m the Chair of City Standards, Community Health and Safety. So, many of the officers that you’ve no doubt dealing with in disputing your infringement all work with what we call the CARS section—Compliance and Regulatory Services branch, and that’s an area of my portfolio. 


Having been notified of your intention to address the Chamber, I did take the liberty of looking into the circumstances surrounding your parking infringement and the reviews that you have requested. Now, I must emphasise from the very outset that, as a Councillor, I am unable to involve myself in the independent infringement appeals and review process, nor is the LORD MAYOR. That is why specifically we have an independent Disputes Commissioner. What I do in my role as Chair of the relevant portfolio is to look at the circumstances of your infringement and take on everything that you have said this afternoon, and see if there’s a broader issue that requires addressing, such as due process that is followed. 


So, Mr Absalom, while I can appreciate your frustration at receiving a parking fine, I do have to advise you that I am very comfortable with the way Council, as an organisation, has dealt with this matter. Your vehicle was marked in an area clearly signed as a commercial loading zone, and I notice that, in your request for a review of the infringement, you are happy to acknowledge this. Also, I notice you said today that you have been doing this for two years, so I would suggest that if you were doing it for two years without a fine, you’ve obviously been extremely lucky. 


But what you’ve said as regards delivering flowers or connection with a commercial business, that you shouldn’t have received a fine or at least shouldn’t have to pay it, well, I’m sorry to inform you, Mr Absalom, but commercial loading zones exist because they’re necessary to maintain commercial viability throughout the city. When I say the city, I mean the CBD and the suburbs. 


Council regularly receives complaints from users of authorised commercial vehicles because they’re unable to access loading zones. As you can imagine, during this COVID-19 time when the LORD MAYOR very kindly removed all parking meters from across the whole city and suburbs, people were parking anywhere and everywhere, including in commercial zones which, as you can imagine, for the people who are out trying to do their day-to-day business and earn a living, it was very frustrating for them. 


But, when we did turn the meters back on again, including those commercial zones, people were given fair warning that was happening as well. The reality is the parking fine has nothing to do with the type of vehicle that you’re driving or anything like that, as what you’ve mentioned. It’s more about what the use of that vehicle is. So, I don’t know if you’re aware, but there is an application for a commercial licence, and that’s what I would suggest that you apply for. 

Potentially, if your employer, who gave you the wrong information in the first place and said that you could just stick a sign in your window saying you’re a commercial deliverer, maybe you could approach them and ask them if they would consider paying that application fee for you. As I said, it’s $49.25. 


The reason we require those vehicles to have a permit is so that we can identify which vehicles are parking in a loading zone for commercial vehicle and which are not. A hand-written note in the window, I’m sorry, Mr Absalom, just doesn’t cut it. Anyone could do that, and we would have no way of knowing. This is exactly why we have the permit system. It’s also the reason we have the permit system for a disability permit. 

I am a little concerned that the officers have made note that yours has actually expired, so I’d be really grateful if you could just confirm and check that, because I would hate for you to get a parking fine if you were parked legitimately in a disabled spot, and your permit had expired. I know that they are free, as far as my understanding is, through the State Government. So, I would suggest you potentially look at that.

Look, I can appreciate that my response is probably not the answer you were hoping for, but we do have a responsibility as a Council to enforce all the laws for which it’s responsible, in a transparent and considered manner. I would say, as we’re talking about disability parking, I suspect you’d be very upset to see a disabled parking space taken up by an able-bodied person. As a local Councillor, and I’m sure all of my colleagues from both sides of the Chamber would agree, that’s something that we get spoken to on a regular basis, that people are trying to park in a disabled spot, and able-bodies are parking in them. 

So, the reason as I say, the same principle applies to city’s loading zones which are so important for our business across the city. So, again, I can only suggest that you make the appropriate application for a valid permit so you can continue to do your good work in delivering flowers across the city and suburbs for those who would like to have them. I really appreciate the fact that you’re doing the right thing as far as being COVIDSafe and practising safe practices with COVID-19. It’s certainly very important, which is again why we’re not in Chambers today. 

So, I would just want to say that I understand that you do have a third appeal avenue, which is through the courts. If you still feel strongly enough about this matter, I would encourage you to explore that option further. Thank you.

Mr Robert Absalom:
Which is what I will be doing, because—

Chair:
Thank you, Mr Absalom.

Interjecting.

Chair:
Thank you, Mr Absalom. 
All right, thank you, Councillors.
QUESTION TIME:

Chair:
I will now draw the Council’s attention to the item, Question Time. 


Are there any questions—

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

Chair:
I’ve got two points of order—no, just the one. 

Okay, Councillor CASSIDY. 

95/2020-21

At that juncture, Councillor Jared CASSIDY moved, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
That Brisbane City Council immediately ban electric fences adjoining Council parks.
Chair:
All right, okay, that’s being distributed now. 

Councillor CASSIDY, three minutes to urgency, please.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks very much, Chair. It’s become urgent because we’ve only just found out in the last couple of days that children are literally being electrocuted in our suburban parks, and I don’t think anyone in this Chamber, or anyone around Brisbane, would find that to be acceptable. Now, here in the City of Brisbane, we have a set of rules which, evidently, according to Councillor OWEN and the LNP allow the use of electric fences adjoining Council parks. If you go a little bit further south of Councillor OWEN’s ward, in the City of Logan, this would not stand. This type of electric fence that we’ve seen recently electrocuting children in parks would not be allowed. 


But, after some in-depth investigation by Councillor OWEN, Chair, she’s determined that it’s perfectly okay to have these electric fences—

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY—

Councillor CASSIDY:
—operating in suburban parks.

Chair:
Back to urgency for me, please. 

Councillor CASSIDY:
Look, it should go without saying, Chair, why this is urgent. We cannot have a situation in which, under Council’s current rules, it is perfectly okay for children to be electrocuted in our parks. I mean, that just simply should not stand. It’s urgent because parents shouldn’t be worried about their children going into a Council park and being electrocuted. 


It’s no good for this Administration to say that there’s a small rickety chicken wire fence or something protecting people, whether it’s in the park in question or in any park around Brisbane. I don’t think it’s acceptable, Chair, so I think this is the sort of matter that this Council should be dealing with at the moment. It’s particularly urgent because we know there is a live case—there’s a live case in a suburban park right now, but if we leave this open, if we leave this open now and we don’t enforce better rules, like they do in Logan, and protect the community, we could see more children being electrocuted on this Administration’s watch, Chair.

Chair:
I will now put the item. 

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:
Now begins Question Time. 

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

Councillor HUTTON.

Question 1

Councillor HUTTON:
Thank you, Chair; my question is to the LORD MAYOR. The Federal Government recently approached Council inviting us to nominate projects for the Local Roads and Community Infrastructure Grants program. Can you outline for the Chamber which projects Council has put forward for consideration, and what this funding will mean to the residents of Brisbane?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Councillor HUTTON, through you, Mr Chair, for the question. We know that right now fast-tracking projects, whether it’s in partnership with the Federal Government or the State Government, or whether it’s Council fast‑tracking its own projects, is really, really important, given the current economic circumstances, the need to support local business and jobs. 


I can say that, for Council’s part, we are investing and we have budgeted in the current financial year to invest $800 million into capital works—$800 million into building things, into maintaining things, which is a big injection into the local economy. Also, as part of that program, we have our target of 80% of contracts going to local businesses, so that $800 million injection into capital works is also an injection into local businesses and supporting local jobs.


But, as I said, we’re keen to work with other levels of government to support them in their projects. There’s money available from the Federal Government and the State Government, and we’re happy to put that money to good use, bringing forward important local improvements. I can say that, when it comes to the Federal Government’s Local Roads and Community Infrastructure program, we have submitted a list of 24 priority projects totalling $11.7 million in funding, and we are waiting with anticipation for a response from the Federal Government on those projects. We understand that that response will be coming very soon.


The aim with these projects is to make sure we distribute the funding right across the city on projects that need to happen, projects that we can bring forward that are ready to go. So, in our 24 projects, we have submitted through sports field lighting improvements and works at 60 different locations across Brisbane, so spread right across the city and suburbs; infrastructure upgrades to the City Botanic Gardens, including water efficiency improvements; maintenance upgrades to several Council and community facilities, including the Women’s Community Aid Association at East Brisbane, the Golden Years Seniors Centre at Nundah, Africa House at Morningside, the Cannon Hill Community Sports Club in Cannon Hill, and the Warra rehoming centre at Bracken Ridge. 


We have also requested funding to do more work with our flood resilience home program, which is about working with residents to help them retrofit their properties to be more flood resilient, using flood resilient materials, design techniques, which ultimately is about reducing flood impacts on the residents of Brisbane. 


We have also nominated a number of Council conservation reserves, including Toohey Forest, Tinchi Tamba Wetlands, and Milne Hill Reserve in Chermside West for improvements. That includes improvements to walking tracks, to improve the safety, amenity and accessibility for local residents in these fantastic conservation reserves. These projects and others include 24 projects totalling $11.7 million that we have requested, and I look forward to updating the Council Chamber and Councillors when we receive a response from the Federal Government in the near future on those matters. 

We’ve also heard recently about State Government funding that has been provided to Brisbane City Council, and we’ve discussed some of the projects that have been put forward in those initiatives. We continue to work with other levels of government to respond to the impacts of COVID-19, to support local jobs, and these projects—and these Federal and State programs—are a great, I guess, complement and a great, I guess, addition to the work that we’re doing as part of our $800 million investment in capital works in the current financial year, Mr Chair. So, thank you for the question, through you, Mr Chair, to Councillor Sutton, and I look forward to letting you know about the results of that application as soon as they’re available. 

Chair:
Further questions?

Councillor STRUNK.

Question 2

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Chair. LORD MAYOR, I have an elderly couple in my ward who were relying upon the kerbside collection to get rid of some large bulky items. They have missed out on this service for the last financial year, and will also miss out on another two. When you cancelled kerbside collection—

Chair:
Councillor STRUNK, can I just stop you there. 

These questions have to be addressed to the LORD MAYOR through me, so you have to say, ‘I have a question for the LORD MAYOR’, and then you can’t—you have to say, ‘can the LORD MAYOR’ rather than ‘you’. 

Please proceed.

Councillor STRUNK:
Would you like me to start again?

Chair:
No, no; just for the future.

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Chair, for your guidance. When you cancelled the kerbside collection, the couple applied for the Good Neighbour Clean-up Scheme, but was knocked back because they have extended family. It turned out that the extended family couldn’t help them. They are both well over the age of 60, and one of them has a chronic back condition. The local Inala Lions Club was forced to pick up the pieces after the Council failed, and they also paid for the removal of the items to the dump. LORD MAYOR, will you apologise to the people you have let down by cancelling kerbside collection, and reinstate this critical service immediately? Thank you.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Look, the first apology I do want to make is for calling Councillor HUTTON Councillor Sutton. That is something I do want to apologise for. I know that Councillor Sutton was highly regarded by many in the Chamber when she was a Councillor—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
I know that Councillor HUTTON will be even more highly regarded as she moves forward as an active local Councillor. But, Councillor STRUNK, anyone would expect from your question that we weren’t in the middle of the greatest economic challenge that our city and our country has seen in generations. Anyone would think that there is no belt tightening or no impacts of this on the Council’s budget.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
And anyone would think that this is a service which people rely on on a daily or weekly basis. That is not the case. This is a once-a-year service that Council likes to provide when we have the funding available, and which many other councils do not provide at all. Many other councils do not provide this service. So, this is an over-and-above—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—service that Council has provided because we have responsibly managed the Council’s budget over many years. In responsibly managing the budget this year, it is something we have had to temporarily pause. Now, I understand that there are many residents who are looking forward to this service resuming, and I understand that there are some residents that may be upset by that, but unfortunately this is a case of making sure that our budget can stay strong so that we can continue to provide all of those daily and weekly ongoing essential services that people rely on.


We can keep maintaining the footpaths and investing record amounts into our roads and footpaths.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
We can keep cutting the grass in the park. We can keep doing all those essential day-to-day services that people rely on, providing the libraries and the CityCats, providing the bus services, collecting the rubbish in their red top and yellow top and green top bins. 

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Keep those essential services—

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

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
These are the essential services which we are absolutely focused on, making sure we deliver for the people of Brisbane. But I have been very clear that, as soon as we can afford to bring back the kerbside collection, we will bring it back. So, I apologise—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No more interjections. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
—for the inconvenience that is temporarily caused by COVID-19. I apologise for the fact that there has been a $180 million hit to our budget which we’ve had to find savings to meet. I apologise for that. But I do not apologise for responsible financial management, and I also do not apologise for making sure that there are schemes in place to support people who qualify through the Good Neighbour Clean-up Scheme. 


Now, there are many organisations that are more than willing and happy to assist. I would suggest that the suggestion that the Lions Club was forced to clean up is not really an appropriate one, because I know Lions Clubs that I’ve dealt with are more than happy to roll up their sleeves and help their neighbours and help their community. This is not something they begrudge. This is not something they do under duress. This is something they do because they want to help the community, and I’m sure your Lions Club really wanted to help. I think it’s fantastic that they did.


There are clear guidelines in place for the Good Neighbour Clean-up Scheme, and that has to exist for a reason. But, ultimately, we are facing unprecedented economic challenges in this city. That means unprecedented financial challenges in Council, ones that we are rising to meet head-on, but as I’ve said, our priority is to make sure we maintain those day-to-day, week-to-week essential services that people rely on. When we can, when we can afford to, we will bring back the kerbside collection. I have made that commitment before, and I will make it again. 

I want to see the kerbside collection back, just as much as anyone, and it will come back, but it will come back when we can afford to do so. So, Councillor STRUNK, through you, Mr Chair, my message to your residents is I apologise for the inconvenience. I apologise for the situation they are in, and I understand, but I am also thankful for the great work that clubs like Lions do, and the many charities that organise these pick-ups as well across the city, because they are really helping in a time of crisis, and our community organisations do a fantastic job in that respect. 

Meanwhile, Council will continue to provide the Good Neighbour Clean-up service for people that meet those eligibility criteria, because I think it’s an important way of helping those who are most vulnerable in the community. While we can’t afford to do a widespread collection at this point in time, we certainly can do it in that targeted way through the Good Neighbour Clean-up Scheme. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Councillor STRUNK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor STRUNK.

96/2020-21

At that juncture, Councillor Charles STRUNK moved, seconded by Councillor Jared CASSIDY, that the Standing Rules be suspended to allow the moving of the following motion(
That the LORD MAYOR immediately reinstates kerbside collection.
Chair:
Councillor STRUNK, you’ve got three minutes; please focus your comments on the matter of urgency. 

Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Yes, I have sent that through to you, Chair.

Chair:
Thank you. That will be distributed.

Councillor STRUNK:
Chair, this matter is urgent because the city has become a dumping ground. The same month that the LORD MAYOR scrapped kerbside collection, illegal dumping reports skyrocketed from the average of two per month to 30 per month. Chair, this is also urgent because the so-called Good Neighbour Clean-up Scheme is failing residents. Elderly residents are being told to hire a ute or a trailer and do it themselves. In one case, the Inala Lions Club felt so bad for a local elderly couple being rejected by the Council’s Good Neighbour Clean-up Scheme that they took the rubbish to the tip and paid for that to be done. In this case, both the residents were over the age of 60, and one of them had chronic back injury. 

It is urgent because the treatment of residents like this is unacceptable and can no longer be sustained. Most of these elderly residents who are being rejected can’t even physically take the items to the dump or let alone to the gutter to have them cleaned up, or put into a ute or trailer. This matter is urgent because kerbside collection is a vital community service that all Brisbane residents rely upon. In one week, an online petition calling for the LORD MAYOR to reinstate the service gained 5,434 signatures. There’s also been multiple other petitions circulating gaining of thousands of more signatures proving that this popular and dependable kerbside collection is undertaken. 

Instead of wasting money on advertising himself and cost blowouts on major projects, how about the LORD MAYOR focus on delivering the basic necessity of service of this city? This LORD MAYOR needs to reinstate kerbside collection as a matter of urgency. I so move. 

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 Steve GRIFFITHS 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:
Question Time will now proceed. Are there any further questions? 

Councillor ATWOOD. 

Question 3

Councillor ATWOOD:
Thank you, Chair; my question is to the Chair of the Infrastructure Committee, Councillor McLACHLAN. Councillor McLACHLAN, this past week we heard of the class action being lodged with the Queensland Supreme Court regarding toll administration fees. On a related note, can you please remind the Chamber of the position of the consecutive LNP Administrations in this place of our calls to implement a Queensland tolling ombudsman?

Chair:
Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and through you, to Councillor ATWOOD, for the question. Yes, some interesting stories in the media during the week about tolling disputes. Toll roads are important assets for our city. They help to reduce congestion on the un-tolled road network in the suburbs and inner city, and in turn help to make Brisbane roads safer. Toll roads can play an important role in providing the means for quicker and safer transport into, out of and through the city, and less congestion from idling cars means cleaner air.


Each day, thousands of Brisbane residents choose to use toll roads for a more convenient commute to work and to get home faster, too, at day’s end. Tradespeople and couriers know that there is value, too, in their businesses when they’re using the tolled roads. But, in regards to disputes about charges that may arise, it is Council’s position that those who use toll roads should have the right to question and dispute tolling charges through a fair and transparent process. 


This Administration does not believe that the current tolling ombudsman arrangements are the best outcome for Brisbane residents. For quite some time, the tolling customer ombudsman, based interstate, has been reviewing disputes for Brisbane tollways as well as tollways in other Australian states. With this ombudsman position being funded by the tollway operators, there is reasonable concern within the community that this process is not impartial, a concern this Administration shares and has vocalised for some several years. 


Mr Chair, this concern triggered a Queensland Parliamentary inquiry into tolling operations, the findings of which were published in September 2018. The Transport and Public Works Committee articulated a strong recommendation from this inquiry, which was that the Minister for Transport must consider the establishment of a Queensland toll road ombudsman. Two years later, nothing has changed, and the tolling customer ombudsman, based interstate, continues to review Queensland toll disputes. 


Mr Chair, as early as 2016, even before the Parliamentary inquiry, this Administration has been calling on the State Government to establish a dedicated, independent Queensland tolling ombudsman to handle tolling complaints in Brisbane and Queensland. My predecessor, as Infrastructure Chair, former Councillor Amanda Cooper and future State Member for Aspley, wrote to Minister Bailey in September 2016 and again in February 2017, calling for the State Government to establish an independent Queensland ombudsman for toll road issues and disputes.


In Minister Bailey’s first response in December 2016, he incorrectly advised that the Queensland Ombudsman who investigates complaints about a wide range of government matters, had the authority to also review tolling complaints. He corrected himself in his second response in June 2017, however, still gave no commitment or even acknowledgment that there was a need to establish an independent tolling ombudsman. 


We then witnessed a backflip by the State Government, as we often do, with a media release from the minister in December 2018 and subsequent media articles from the Labor Government, supporting, they said, a new Queensland tolling ombudsman. According to the media release, the State Government supported all five of the Transport and Public Works Committee recommendations, including that recommendation to consider establishing a Queensland-based toll road ombudsman, and was already working, they said, to implement them. 


The minister also claimed in the release that he had ‘written to Council requesting its views on the Committee’s recommendations’, despite, Mr Chair, Council calling for this action and asking for State Government cooperation two years earlier. Most recently, in January of this year, Council has again reiterated the need for an independent Queensland-based tolling ombudsman. Unfortunately, we still haven’t seen any action from the State Government, and there’s no indication from the minister that he intends to establish that independent tolling ombudsman that the Brisbane and wider community wants and deserves.


I’d like to acknowledge that there have been positive steps by Transurban Queensland over the last few years to improve the customer experience of tollways, and I do acknowledge that there’s been a reduction in the volume of complaints about tolls. But that being said, Brisbane residents deserve the right to engage in an independent, fair and transparent disputes process with an independent Queensland-based tolling ombudsman. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further questions?

Councillor SRI.

Question 4

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Chair; my question is to the LORD MAYOR. Over the past 10 years, an estimated 10,000 people—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I didn’t get a question last week, Mr Chairman, and I think it’s my turn this week for a question.

Chair:
I am sure you got a question last week. 

It’s Councillor SRI’s turn. 

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Chair. As I was saying to the LORD MAYOR, over the past 10 years, an estimated 10,000 residents have moved into The Gabba Ward, and during that time there’s been no creation of any new parkland of any significant size. Despite the economic impacts of COVID-19, over the next five years, a further 10,000 residents are predicted to move into The Gabba Ward. Now, City Plan’s desired standards of service identifies that, for every 1,000 residents in a local area, there should be at least 1.4 hectares of public parkland within that local area. 

So, my question is: having regard to the massive increase in the population of The Gabba Ward over recent years, and the projected increase over the coming five years, how many hectares of new public parkland does your Administration anticipate creating within the current boundaries of The Gabba Ward over the coming five-year period? 

Chair: 
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and through you to Councillor SRI, look, we’ve had a chat about this particular type of question before, and this idea that people judge the provision of parkland by one simple mechanism which is a square metre or a per hectare measurement is simply not the reality of how people look at parkland. We know that, yes, it is desired levels of service in the City Plan—that’s from a town planning perspective—but, having said that, the way that the average person has a look at the provision of parkland is certainly not by a square metre or hectare perspective. 


In fact, they would have very little knowledge of how many hectares of parkland there were within a certain distance of their house, but they know that there are local parks available. I think the real question is not exactly the square metreage or hectare provision but whether those parks are usable, accessible, whether they’re being invested in by Council, and whether there are new parks being created.


Now, Councillor SRI, you suggested that there had been no new parks created in—

Councillor SRI;
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Claim to be misrepresented. I said no new parks of significant size. 

Chair:
Well, I note your misrepresentation. We’ll return to you. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Well, significant size—well, that’s a very, I guess, subjective measure, because on a regular basis, I go past this fantastic new park that’s been created at Carl Street, Buranda. Is that in your ward, Councillor SRI? No?

Councillor SRI:
No.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, can I request all comments be made through the Chair, please.

LORD MAYOR:
I also was honoured to be, together with Councillor Fiona CUNNINGHAM recently, for the opening of some great improvements that have been made to Davies Park, to the West End Urban Common, and also improvements of usability of places like Riverside Drive in West End. But the reality is we are not only creating new parks but we are also upgrading public land and greenspace and parkland to make it more usable. That often is just as important as the provision of some kind of square metre measurement of parkland, whether that parkland is being invested in as usable, whether that parkland is accessible to people, and we’re definitely investing in that. 

I’m very proud to have established the Green Future Fund which is all about expanding the provision of parkland and also making existing parkland more usable. This year, we’re seeing yet another investment into that from the dividends of the City of Brisbane Investment Corporation.

We also see significant ongoing investment in the creation of new parks through our Priority Infrastructure Plan, or the Local Government Infrastructure Plans, which identify new parklands, and that is created in combination through the purchase of land from the private sector, and also the creation of parklands through the development process as well. So, there’s a whole range of mechanisms where new parkland is being created. 

I think that one of the reasons so many people are attracted to live in The Gabba Ward is not because they have a great local Councillor; it is because it is such a well-serviced and conveniently located ward that has access to fantastic parkland and community facilities and infrastructure. To suggest otherwise would be, I guess, making an inappropriate comparison with other parts of the city.

The Gabba Ward has an incredible level of infrastructure and parkland provision, and that is something that are proud of investing in. So, this idea that somehow The Gabba Ward is underserviced, I do not accept that. I think that one of the reasons so many people have been moving to The Gabba Ward is the sheer attraction of the ward as a liveable place, as a place that is easily accessible, as a place that has great infrastructure, as a place that has great parks and as a place that’s so well located to the city and other inner-city locations. 

So I certainly do not share this view that somehow The Gabba Ward is underserviced. Are you entitled to have a wish-list for more as the local Councillor? Absolutely. Every single Councillor in this meeting has a wish-list for more, and that is their job. That is their job, to be advocates for the community. But I think there would be many Councillors in this place that would be envious of the level of provision of parkland and infrastructure and facilities that exist in The Gabba Ward. So, we will continue to invest in those facilities, not only in The Gabba Ward but also widely across the city in different wards, whether it’s from Calamvale to Bracken Ridge, Pullenvale to Doboy—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired. 

Councillor SRI, you had a misrepresentation.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Chair. Just that the MAYOR appeared to suggest that I was claiming that there’d been no new parks created in The Gabba Ward. I am aware of Bunyapa Park, which is about 400 square metres of actual greenspace. That’s the only park I’m aware of that’s been created within the boundaries of The Gabba Ward.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor SRI. 

Also, to the earlier point of order, my records show that Councillor JOHNSTON had the fourth question last week, and it was regarding a lookout in Corinda. 

Further questions?

Councillor MACKAY.

Question 5

Councillor MACKAY:
Thank you, Chair; my question is to the Chair of City Planning and Economic Development Committee, Councillor ADAMS. DEPUTY MAYOR, last week you outlined for the Chamber the Council’s position on the public housing development at 33 Glen Road in Toowong. Can you please outline to the Chamber the importance of consultation when it comes to matters of city planning? 

Chair:
Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you, Councillor MACKAY, for the question. I am sure you are a very relieved Councillor of the beautiful area of Toowong. A lot can happen in 48 hours, and yesterday we found out and Mr Mick de Brenni, Minister for Housing and Public Works, confirmed that the State would not be extending the lease over 33 Glen Road in Toowong. Can I say congratulations to you and your residents for making it very, very clear what their expectations were for housing in their local area?

Councillor interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
The lease expires on 18 January 2021, and we’re very happy to see that option is not going to be exercised, because I spoke about last week the unfortunate social consequences that came as a result of that out-of-the-blue policy decision were terribly upsetting to the local residents. Poor social behaviour did lead to some significant criminal activity, and it’s just something that no one in Glen Road ever expected to happen in residences in their streets.


But, the inability even for the State Government to take responsibility of the decision leads us to what we see now, and they have thrown in the towel, or hopefully, listened to the local Councillor and the residents, and have decided that the significant social impacts, some that have never been seen in this area before, were something that were not suitable for this area as well.


I know that Councillor MACKAY was fielding daily briefs from residents giving him real time updates on what was happening, and it did seem at one stage I’m sure, Councillor MACKAY, through you, Mr Chair, to be a never-ending saga. But these are the type of impacts we see to the social fabric when we do not actually consult with the local residents. On a more technical note from a City Planning perspective, the public housing proposal didn’t stack up and it wasn’t in keeping what other expectations of what the residential area was there in City Plan or any planning scheme in this area. 

From car parking to the private open space, the infrastructure charge reductions that they got from being a student accommodation, when what we saw was a conversion to public housing, was a compliance issue on several levels. These issues are far too big to be considered as performance outcomes. It was dealt with in a totally unorthodox and unreasonable manner, one which Council hasn’t seen before, where we just flip the student accommodation straight into public housing. We hope that this experiment will not be seen again.

Council is aware of temporary use licences that the State introduced as a special COVID-19 measure, a special tool designed to give businesses a quick fix when it came to pivoting during the pandemic. On the face of it, that is an absolutely valid use for a temporary use licence. However, Glen Road in Toowong was not subject to a temporary use licence. What happened was a complete overriding of our approval we granted for student accommodation for all intents and purposes. They called it in, and changed it, after the use had already started. No one expects this type of outcome in their neighbourhood, that planning decisions are turned on its head overnight, and absolutely no support from the people that made the decision either in the first place.

As we mentioned, the change went from student accommodation to public housing, which is a City Planning change. It means it went from rooming accommodation to multi-dwelling units, and that’s a very, very different planning outcome in the City Plan scheme, a significant intensification of use without the appropriate amenities.

That is why Council has always sought to consult far and wide on matters to do with city planning. We understand how interested residents can be when building infrastructure comes to their neighbourhood, and especially when it’s something that maybe they weren’t expecting. Take Plan your Brisbane, for example, the city’s largest engagement exercise ever in 2017, over 100,000 residents had their say, with 15,000 unique ideas created, and every suburb in Brisbane took part in that exercise.

It was extremely successful, and it has gone on to see many changes and components of our city plans through amendments since that time as well. For example, townhouses in low density residential are now not compliant in our City Plan. Car parking ratios have increased. The alert system for the new buildings, which we’ll talk about in Committee today, goes live next week. We have boosted the funding for village precincts projects, because we heard loud and clearly that people want to be engaged in their suburbs and see their suburbs be enlivened so it can all happen just at the end of their streets. That is what residents asked from us, and that’s what they got.

So, when it comes to City Planning, we need to leave it to the level of government with the tools to do it properly. What we see in PDA’s (priority development areas) in Glen Road is over-development. The State Government’s records are not strong in this place. All said, we are very happy now—

Chair:
Councillor ADAMS, your time has expired.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
—with the security knowing this lease will not be renewed.

Chair:
Councillor ADAMS, your time has expired. 

Further questions? 

Councillor CASSIDY.

Question 6

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks very much, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. In a single year, you wasted $6.5 million on two feel-good advertising campaigns and glossy self-promotion, and even more on political polling. That’s an advertising budget that most large companies would be positively green with envy over. Coincidentally, that’s the exact same amount it cost to fund kerbside collection for a year. LORD MAYOR, you cancelled kerbside collection to save money, but you are still out there putting your face on every Living in Brisbane newsletter. Why do you prioritise marketing yourself over a vital community service like kerbside collection?

Chair:
The LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Councillor CASSIDY, through you, Mr Chair, this is yet another of a long list of claims that you and your colleagues continue to make that is simply not the case. It is simply not the case. Now, this figure that you claim to be the case of self-promotional material, I don’t know where you got that from, but it’s a figure that keeps changing, because it’s a figure that—
Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—in the election—no, I didn’t give you that figure. I didn’t give you that figure.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, can I please—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, no, no one speak while I’m speaking, please. 

Can I insist that all comments be made to and through the Chair, please. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
But, if you’re suggesting that Council communications with residents is somehow self-promotion, then you are—

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
—entirely—
Chair:
No, no—no, no, there will be no bickering. 

The question was heard in silence. The answer will be heard in silence. Comments will be addressed to the Chair. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
The promotion that I engage in, and this Council engages in, is the promotion of Council projects and the encouragement of people to have their say on those projects, the engagement process that is so important into delivering a good outcome. I promote local jobs. I promote local businesses. I promote local charities and community groups. These are the things that I’m focused on promoting, and I’m focused on making sure that Council engages with residents actively.


Now, I am not aware of the case where any of those Council publications that you are talking about have, for example, seven photographs of myself on them, Councillor CASSIDY, like your latest newsletter does. I think that the only one engaging in self-promotion, Mr Chair, is Councillor CASSIDY. If you look at his latest newsletter, there are no fewer than seven photographs of himself on them. I ask you, is this—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—Mr Chair, a ratepayer-funded publication? 

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Is this a ratepayer-funded publication? Yes, it is. Mr Chair, the only person who is better at self-promotion than Councillor CASSIDY I think is Councillor COOK who I think has 11 photos on one of her newsletters.

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
So, unfortunately, Councillor CASSIDY, I can see the smile on your face, and I know why you’re smiling. This is a purely political claim you are making. It is simply not factual, and it is one of many politically motivated claims that you make that, I think, mislead the people of Brisbane about the true facts. 


If you have a look at some of the examples—we’ve heard today and repeated in recent weeks that apparently Brisbane is swimming in garbage, or swimming in rubbish. Hands up anyone who has seen Brisbane swimming in garbage. Oh, your ward must be different to the rest of them, Councillor CASSIDY, because I haven’t seen Brisbane swimming in garbage.

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
No, no, no. Right, I’m going to say it again: no bickering. The answer will be heard in silence. All comments will be addressed to and through the Chair.

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you—
Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
No, no; please allow the answer to be heard in silence. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
That’s great, Mr Chair, because I was in Councillor CASSIDY’s ward just on the weekend. It is looking very spick and span, and the maintenance is done to a high level out there. In fact, this was one of the things that Councillor CASSIDY was claiming credit for in his recent newsletter, Mr Chair. He, in fact, was trumpeting that he had $11 million worth of projects happening in his ward. Is he responsible for those? Apparently, if you believe his newsletter. Never mind that it’s the LORD MAYOR’s budget; never mind that I made the decision on the allocation of those funds. But Councillor CASSIDY is apparently 100% responsible for all the great things happening in his local area.


He illustrates the point, Mr Chair, because he comes in here and he talks about a city swimming in rubbish, yet in his local area, he’s like, isn’t it fantastic, all this great maintenance is happening, all these great projects are happening. Brisbane is better than ever, and Councillor CASSIDY is apparently responsible for that. But people know the truth. People know the truth, Mr Chair. Councillor CASSIDY is playing politics. He is making hyperbolic claims that simply aren’t true. He is making statements that are purely political and don’t reflect the reality of it. 


We heard Councillor STRUNK just saying before that people were being locked out of the Good Neighbour Clean-up Scheme. According to what Councillor STRUNK said, you would think that everyone has been turned away. Well, I am aware that we have received 647 requests to be involved in the Good Neighbour Clean-up Scheme by people who want to be part of that scheme or will benefit from that scheme. Only nine requests were deemed ineligible. Some 647 requests in total, and only nine people were told that they were ineligible. Yet, according to what Labor is peddling in this meeting, you would think everyone is being turned away. Not the truth. It’s pure hyperbole. 

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired. 

Further questions?

Councillor LANDERS.

Question 7

Councillor LANDERS:
Thank you, Chair; my question is to the Chair of the Community, Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee, Councillor HOWARD. Councillor HOWARD, starting in September, Brisbane Festival will kick off with a different twist this year due to COVID-19. Can you outline what exciting events will still be available to residents and visitors at Brisbane Festival 2020?

Chair:
Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and through you, Mr Chair, thanks to Councillor LANDERS for the question. Mr Chair, at a time when many cities across the globe have cancelled swathes of festivals and events, when so many artists and creators are struggling to make ends meet, with most cultural events being cancelled, Brisbane refuses to let this pandemic get the best of us. 


Brisbane Festival has been turning the city pink every September for over 20 years, and while it may look a little different this year, nothing will stop us from continuing to celebrate our city and turn on those pink lights once again for the 21st year in a row. Brisbane Festival will once again continue this September, and in doing so will support more than 700 local artists. 


The fact that Brisbane Festival forges ahead is a testament to the spirit of Brisbane. We truly do live in a new world city. Offering a larger program than previous years, the 2020 festival will kick off next week, on 4 September, providing a range of COVIDSafe events over four very exciting weeks. This year, Brisbane Festival is all about re-awakening Brisbane and appreciating every beautiful part of what makes Brisbane the best city in the world. With almost 500 performances across 91 events, 73 of which are free—across 250 locations, this year, Brisbane—190 suburbs.


It’s all about celebrating our bold—

Chair:
Councillor HOWARD, can you hear me?

Councillor HOWARD:
—more than—

Chair:
Councillor HOWARD, can you hear me?

Councillor HOWARD:
Yes, I can. 

Chair:
Your feed—

Councillor HOWARD:
Yes.

Chair:
—is a little big buggy, and we’re just double-checking that. I’ve stopped the clock on Question Time, so that’s not an issue—for both Question Time generally and for your presentation.

Councillor HOWARD:
Sure.

Chair:
I just want to make sure that this works. 


We think that it’s working now. 

Can you please proceed?

Councillor HOWARD:
Okay, thank you, Mr Chair. Mr Chair, it is all about celebrating our bold and beautiful city, reawakening Brisbane and supporting our home-grown creators. This year Brisbane Festival will employ more local artists than ever before, and as the stars of the shows, they will fill the city with art, take art to the people, provide a personal and human connection, make a lifelong impression, invite audiences back into beloved venues, and create a citywide cleansing led by our first people, welcoming audiences to the grand opening of the iconic Metro Arts at their new home in West End, and filling the city with music and to be—as we say—proudly, boldly Brisbane, with 28 new works commissioned especially for the Brisbane Festival. Of course, this year’s program has evolved to ensure that we can all enjoy the celebrations safely.


The safety of the performers, audience members and festival staff is and always will be of paramount importance. This year’s program has been designed in a way that people can enjoy together without gathering together. Brisbane Festival will ensure all social distancing restrictions are adhered to as part of the organisation’s Queensland Health approved COVIDSafe event plan.


There really are just so many exciting things on offer this year, and I want to congratulate Brisbane Festival’s new Artistic Director, Louise Bezzina, who has gone above and beyond in delivering such an amazing offer of activities and events for us to enjoy. In her own words, Brisbane Festival is just the tonic our State needs. It is a chance for us to welcome joy and celebration back to the suburbs and streets, and reacquaint ourselves with the city, its people, artists and lifestyle. 


So, can I say once again, congratulations, Louise, and thank you to you and all of the Brisbane Festival team for the incredible work that you have done. It’s great to see so many residents excited about the festival, with some events already booked out. So, I encourage everyone to get online now and book a ticket to your favourite event to make sure that you don’t miss out. 


One of my favourite events is going to be the Street Serenades. That’s the biggest music extravaganza in Brisbane’s history, with Brisbane Festival serenading the suburbs of our glorious city. Over the four weeks of the festival, pop-up concerts will be delivered direct to Brisbane’s neighbourhoods. Inspired partially by the musical performances in Rome, which took place on balconies during COVID-19 pandemic, Street Serenades is one of the program highlights. Concerts in cul-de-sacs, symphonies for your suburb and performances in parks will arrive on bespoke stages on wheels, bring music to the streets, reaching all 190 suburbs in Brisbane.


The epic music program will feature some of Brisbane’s best contemporary musicians, DJs—

Chair:
Councillor HOWARD, your time has expired. 

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you.

Chair:
Are there any further questions? 

Councillor CASSIDY.

Question 8

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks very much, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. You’ve been doing and saying anything today to avoid giving a straight answer on kerbside collection. But I’ll give you the benefit of the doubt and ask you another one to see if you feel like giving a proper answer to the people of Brisbane. It’s a very, very simple question. You spent $6.5 million in one year on feel-good advertising campaigns for your Administration, and you cancelled kerbside collection to save $6.5 million. You clearly think it’s more important to spend $6.5 million on advertising yourself than on important services like kerbside collection. Why is your priority you, not the people of Brisbane, LORD MAYOR?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Mr Chair, there he goes again, trying to mislead the people of Brisbane with false information. It’s interesting, because I can only assume that he’s referring to the Brisbetter campaign, maybe last year. That was last year. That was pre‑COVID‑19. That was a completely different financial year, and that was a campaign which was fantastically well received and appreciated by the people of Brisbane, because it let people have a clear insight into some of the great things Council is doing on their behalf, in investing their money and making Brisbane a better place. 


For Councillor CASSIDY to somehow suggest that you can cancel a campaign that has already happened, and happened last year in a different financial year, as some kind of magic funding pudding, shows a complete lack of understanding, that we’re in a different financial year, we’re in a different economic climate. It might be easy to put up a Facebook post, Mr Chair, suggesting that you can save $6.5 million of money that’s already been spent on a great campaign supporting Brisbane and Brisbane projects—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—to somehow fund something that’s happening this financial year. But it doesn’t actually work like that, Councillor CASSIDY. You know that.


So, what we will continue to do is invest $800 million into capital works and improvements this year that will help create jobs and support the people of Brisbane—$800 million of investment injection into our city and suburbs. As I was saying, right from Calamvale to Bracken Ridge, from Deagon to Pullenvale, from Doboy right across to Jamboree, with Councillor HUTTON—not Councillor Sutton—and all across the suburbs of Brisbane. We will invest in making this city a better place, and we will do so in a financially responsible way.


But the only expert in self-promotion that I’m aware of is Councillor CASSIDY, Mr Chair, and Councillor COOK—they’re in a race for the number of photos that they produce in their ratepayer-funded newsletter which they send out to their local residents. I can only say that I’m not aware of any case where, as LORD MAYOR, I’ve sent out material with as many photos as they have. But, as I pointed out before, I’m interested in promoting the great projects that Council is doing. I’m interested in promoting local business and local jobs. I’m interested in promoting local sporting and community groups and providing support, whereas Councillor CASSIDY is interested in party politics and playing games.


But Councillor CASSIDY is not all interested in himself, I have to say, because his true allegiances are indicated clearly on the front cover of his latest newsletter. It’s a bit hard to see on Zoom—no, it’s not working—but he is interested in promoting someone else, because there’s a photo that’s even bigger than his on the front page, and that is Stirling Hinchliffe’s photo. Anyone would think, that had a cynical mind, that this was programmed to time exactly before the next State election so that he can promote his mate, Stirling Hinchliffe, in the upcoming election campaign. So, his motives are not all self-interested; they’re partially altruistic. He is a very loyal servant of the Labor Party.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

LORD MAYOR:
He will do anything possible—

Chair:
There’s a point of order to Councillor JOHNSTON. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
I have called you.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Oh, sorry, I couldn’t hear anything. The LORD MAYOR is imputing motive. The LORD MAYOR said in his own words he was deliberately imputing motive and that is contrary to the rules of procedure. 

Chair:
I didn’t see it that way.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
He said he was, clearly.

Chair:
No, no, let me—but I will once again insist that no Councillor reflects adversely upon any other Councillor or any Council officer. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Look, I was actually—I was speaking very highly of Councillor CASSIDY’s loyalty to the party and to his State colleague, Stirling Hinchliffe. He is certainly loyal to the Labor Party, and he is certainly loyal to his mate Stirling Hinchliffe. To the people of Brisbane, maybe a different story. But there is a high level of loyalty to the party there and he made that clear with his latest newsletter where Minister Hinchliffe’s photo is even bigger than his. Maybe there’s not seven photos of Minister Hinchliffe, but there is a really big giant one on the front page that will go out nicely before the next State election. So, look, I wasn’t imputing anyone’s motives. I was simply saying he’s very loyal to the party, very loyal to the Labor Party and his State Labor colleagues.


But, let’s see this for what it is—another politically motivated question, another Labor attempt to deliberately provide information that could potentially mislead the people of Brisbane. The suggestion that there’s some kind of magic pudding for funding by cancelling advertising or promotion that has already happened last year and somehow creating a magic pudding this year, in a completely different budget year, in a completely different economic circumstance. As I said, it might work for a glib political Facebook post, but it is not the reality of how the budget situation works. Councillor CASSIDY surely must know that, but—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired. 

That concludes Question Time.

CONSIDERATION OF COMMITTEE REPORTS:

Chair:
Councillors, I will now move to the reports. 

The Establishment and Coordination Committee, please.

The LORD MAYOR.

ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR (Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER), Chair of the Establishment and Coordination Committee, moved, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS), that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 17 August 2020, be adopted. 

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I just wanted to touch a little bit further on the quite obvious push by Labor Councillors, and the use of hyperbole and extreme kind of language, which just bears no reality to the situation in Brisbane at the moment. You see the claims that I mentioned before that Brisbane is swimming in rubbish are just simply not true. We see the claims that elderly residents are being turned away in their droves from the Good Neighbour Clean-up Scheme. We heard the statistics—647 applications and only nine were deemed ineligible. Once again, Labor’s claims proven to be not accurate. 


We’ve heard the claims last week about footpaths, yet we’ve never invested more, or the city has never invested more in footpaths and the condition has never been better than it is now. Is there more work to be done? Absolutely. It’s an ongoing—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—investment in the city, but no administration has ever invested more into footpaths than we are now. So, the claims of underinvestment are simply politically motivated and not true.


Then we heard the claim earlier in Question Time to suggest that somehow children across the city were at risk of being electrocuted. Now, I have four young children, from the ages of two up to seven, and I can tell you, I am not afraid for my kids to play in a local park for fear of being electrocuted. Council has clear guidelines in place to make sure that in cases where people do use electric fences, that they are positioned appropriately away from the boundary of the property and out of reach of someone that might reach through the fence. 

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Now, there was one case 

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
There was one case—

Chair:
Councillors, no interjections, please. 

LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
There was one case that we were made aware of where an electric fence was located too close to the boundary, and we immediately acted to make sure that the owner met their obligations to fix up that situation. I pay tribute to the local Councillor and to Councillor MARX for making sure that that situation was addressed.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
But to somehow suggest that there’s a citywide problem with kids being electrocuted in parks is more hyperbole. It is just a ridiculous claim to make. But this is what we hear time and time again from the Labor Party, making ridiculously outrageous claims that simply aren’t believable and don’t have the merit. But this is how Labor operates. 


Look, people can see through this, Mr Chair. They can see through these outrageous claims. They know that we continue to invest across the city in the basics. They know that we continue to manage the city’s finances responsibly and keep the budget balanced and strong. They know that we continue to invest in both the minor and the major projects across the city. We continue to build critical infrastructure, whether it’s anything from Brisbane Metro all the way through the local park upgrades—we’re continuing to do those things that are important to the people of Brisbane. 

We will continue that record going forward, because we’ve got a team that cares about Brisbane. I care about Brisbane. Brisbane is in my blood. Yet, you have an Opposition that cares about the Labor Party. They care about the State election, more than they care about the people of Brisbane. I think that’s really disappointing. 

But I did mention Metro before, and I wanted to provide a quick update on this critical project. Now, just to provide a short summary of where we are at and what has happened until now, last year Council saw that we had approved the contract for the construction of the fully electric zero tailpipe emission electric vehicles, and the prototype has been contracted and is now under construction. Certainly, I’m looking forward to seeing that prototype arrive in Brisbane for testing. So that work continues.

We’ve also geared up early works as well, and then there’s been a number of early works started, and particularly intersection upgrades. There’s been around $5 million invested into intersection upgrades to prepare the local area for the conversion of the Victoria Bridge to a green bridge, as part of Brisbane Metro. Most recently we received State Government approval, or approval from Arts Queensland, on 3 April, to gear up the Peel Street, Grey Street and Stanley Place intersection upgrade. That work has been progressing.

We’ve also had some great news about other approvals that we were waiting on as well that will help start the early works and the preparatory works for the project. There’s been some positive movement from the State Government. Just recently, Councillor MURPHY and I met again with Minister Bailey to progress further discussions on Metro and make sure that all the ducks were lining up when it comes to Council and State cooperation and approvals that are required. I do once again want to commend Minister Bailey for the work that he’s been doing with his department in working very cooperatively with us in recent times.

As we know, it’s been on the record, it hasn’t always been the case, but it is now, and I appreciate it. We’re very much looking forward to the finalisation of key approvals for Metro to start the major construction works prior to the start of the Government caretaker period. Now, we know that we are rapidly approaching a State election, and we know that in the lead-up to that State election, there is a caretaker period which prevents the government from making any major decisions. So, we are very much working towards the finalisation of key approvals for Metro in the lead-up to that caretaker period. So that, when caretaker period arrives, we have those approvals in place and we can move forward to the next stages of Metro with confidence.

What’s at stake here? At the very least, 2,600 construction jobs, but also the whole range of benefits to the public transport network that will flow as a result of Brisbane Metro—faster travel times for a turn-up-and-go service, investment in our local economy, better public transport working in combination with Cross River Rail so that we will see, in a few years’ time both Cross River Rail and Brisbane Metro opening to provide incredible benefits across the public transport network. 

This is the vision that I have for the future: those two projects working together to provide better public transport, but also in the meantime to create 2,600 jobs during construction and also to provide incredible economic benefits to the city through that process. So, thank you to Minister Bailey for the cooperative approach he has been taking. I very much look forward to finalising some of those approvals that are required prior to the caretaker period starting, including the permission to work on the busway, which is an approval required under the Transport Infrastructure Act. 

That is an approval that we are very much eagerly anticipating so that we can get the contractor on board, the special consortia of ACCIONA and Arup that have been short-listed to go ahead with this project, and we can gear up starting the creation of those 2,600 jobs. So, I’m sure all Councillors will be excited to hear the progress that is being made on those approvals. There are obviously many State approvals that are required. Just like with the Cross River Rail project, there’s countless approvals that are required at the State level and also the Council level. 

As the project progresses, those approvals flow through, and we’re looking forward to the same thing happening for Brisbane Metro, because, ultimately, Brisbane Metro not only benefits the people of Brisbane and is a great Brisbane City Council project, but it has State-wide benefits as well. When I say State wide, I mean this is a project that benefits State infrastructure, and this is a project which facilitates better public transport in South East Queensland, where so many, I guess, residents in the Queensland population make their homes or find their work. So, this is a project of State significance as well as Council significance. I look forward to getting those approvals locked in prior to the caretaker period so that we can gear up those 2,600 jobs. 


Mr Chair, today marks the Australian South Sea Islander Day of National Recognition. On this day, the Federal Government officially recognises Australian South Sea Islanders as a distinct cultural group. This day aims to increase recognition and raise awareness of the South Sea Islander culture. In recognition of this very special day, Victoria Bridge and Story Bridge, Reddacliff Place sculptures and City Hall will be lit blue, green, white and yellow this evening to mark this special day. 


On Thursday, we will celebrate Wear It Purple Day, and Wear It Purple Day is about showing LGBTIQ+ young people that they have the right to be proud of who they are. That is something that—it’s a day that strives—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.
97/2020-21
At that point, the LORD MAYOR was granted an extension of time on the motion of the DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, seconded by Councillor Sandy LANDERS.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. That is a day that strives to support a supportive, safe and inclusive community environment for young people. Obviously, that is entirely consistent with the approach that Council takes as well to an inclusive and tolerant community in Brisbane. That is one that we absolutely support. To show our support for Wear It Purple Day, the Story Bridge and Victoria Bridge will be lit up in purple.


On Friday, the Story Bridge, Victoria Bridge, Reddacliff Place sculptures, the Tropical Dome at the Mt Coot-tha Botanic Gardens will all be lit up in yellow for—you guessed it—Daffodil Day, the Cancer Council’s special day to raise funds and awareness for cancer research in the ongoing fight to eliminate cancer. Once again, a very special day, not only for so many members of the community that are touched by cancer, but also myself, having my mum diagnosed with breast cancer when I was just a teenager, and—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
Yes, good on you, Councillor STRUNK; I see that. Well done. And mum is a survivor of breast cancer and it’s something very close to my heart, and we, obviously, as a Council want to continue actively supporting Daffodil Day and cancer research.


The items in front of us, item A relates to the Indooroopilly Library. Council currently occupies leased premises inside of the Indooroopilly Shopping Centre. What we’re proposing is to provide an extension to that arrangement with a five‑year lease due to commence on 1 September 2020 and continue on for a period of five years. The premises is 1,699 square metres and will see a continuation of the provision of a fantastic public library in Indooroopilly.


Item B relates to the Toowong Library, which is located at Toowong Village. This arrangement commenced all the way back in 2001, and the lease expires on 14 February 2021, so that’s 14 February next year, Valentine’s Day next year, in fact. So, what we’re signing up for is up to a 15-year lease commencing on 15 February next year. Once again, ensuring the continuation of this essential public service for local residents. It was great to fairly recently be in the Toowong Library to see the recent upgrade that was completed out there. Maybe it was late last year, maybe it was early this year, I can’t remember. Time has flown by, but there was a great outcome with that library upgrade and something that is being well used by the community.


At item C, we have the contracts and tendering report for the month of June 2020, so June this year. I can confirm that things continue to progress with our local procurement policy and our support for local businesses. Last financial year, ending 30 June, Council spent more than $920 million with around 2,000 local businesses. So, this has a real impact. 


When you talk about stimulus programs and impacts, almost a $1 billion injection into local businesses, that makes a real difference. This is not a one-off policy. This is not just a COVID-19 response. This is our ongoing procurement approach. We want to see this level of investment happen year after year, supporting local businesses, growing local businesses, supporting local jobs, supporting local innovation, and it is a great outcome and one that we’re committed to continuing in the long term.


Equally, Council remains committed to supporting and fostering social enterprise as well through our procurement policy. Each year we have a target that we will engage a significant number of social enterprises to provide services for Council. So, there’s examples of where social enterprises are cutting grass in certain locations, they’re providing cleaning services, they’re providing a range of other services across the city, and these social enterprises are businesses that are effectively profit for purpose. 

By profit for purpose, I mean the profit is not going into some individual’s pocket or a business owner’s pocket. The profit is going back to a community group and a charity, and that community group and charity, through their social enterprise, employs people to really create this ongoing flow-on and positive benefit in the community. So, we’ll continue through our procurement to support social enterprises and I think it’s a really important thing to acknowledge.

We have in this package as well the new contract for the provision of ferry services. In September last year, we brought forward the significant contracting plan for the new ferry contract. That came to Council in September last year. Just so everyone is clear, we bring forward a significant contracting plan which says very clearly how we are going to undertake the procurement process. It also says very clearly what type of things we’re looking for in that procurement process—how the process will be run, identifying clearly how the decisions will be made, so that Councillors all know upfront how this process will run.

So, what we’re seeing today is the end of that process, with the reporting back to Council on the decision that was made in the awarding of the ferry contract. This decision is a really important one in support of our local procurement as well, because we are seeing the ferry contract going to Australian company SeaLink, and SeaLink would be a company that many of you would be familiar with. If you’ve been, for example, out to the bay islands of Brisbane or Straddie, you would have been on services provided by SeaLink. 

So, now we will see SeaLink taking over the contract for the operation of ferries. They will do so by taking on the staff that are currently employed through Transdev. There’s obviously a process under way to move those staff across. I look forward to seeing the continuation of services on 4 November when the new contract comes into place and the continuation of the high level of customer service that those staff provide, but also the great corporate benefits that can be brought into this contract by SeaLink and their experience in operating ferry and boat services around Australia, in many locations. So, this is a really important contract and one that supports local jobs, supports local business, and is a key part of our local procurement.

This contract has the potential for it to be extended up to 15 years in length, so it’s a significant contract in that scheme of things, both in the yearly spend and also the potential length. But this contract also represents the level of investment that Council makes in providing high-quality ferry services, providing a service which the people of Brisbane can be truly proud of. 

Today we had the launch of the latest and the second double-decker CityCat, Neville Bonner. It was a moment that brought tears to my eyes. That was mainly because of the smoking ceremony that we had on deck and I got a lot of smoke in my eyes. So, if I was shedding a tear, it was because of that, I swear. But it was a really special day to launch the new generation double-decker CityCat named Neville Bonner. 

I also announced today that this vessel will fly the Aboriginal flag every single day it is in service. The Aboriginal flag will be flying proudly from this vessel, as it was today, because I am so proud of the contribution of our Indigenous community and our city, and I am so proud of what Neville Bonner did when it comes to not only politics in this country, as a pioneer and a history maker, but also the work that he has done through the community and his ancestors are doing when it comes to contributing towards a better Brisbane, a better Queensland and a better Australia. 

So, keep a look out for the Neville Bonner on the river. Keep a look out for that Aboriginal flag flying proudly from the vessel. All of the other vessels will have the Australian red ensign flying, but this one will have the Aboriginal flag flying proudly.

Mr Chair, there’s a range of other contracts there which are all about our ongoing provision of services and upgrades and projects across the city.

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.

98/2020-21

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

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, 10 minutes.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Look, I won’t take the full 10 minutes and thank you very much for your patience. Item D is the Annual Operational Plan and quarterly report for June 2020. Item E is the procurement policy. Now, I know a number of the Chairs will be speaking to the operational plan and quarterly financial report for June, but I did want to actually knock on the head one important thing which I have heard the Opposition is bandying around. 


We recently made the right decision on behalf of the Brisbane residents and the safety of people on the river to pull the wooden monohull ferries off the river. We have since done a lot of work and assessment with independent experts on those ferries. As I’ve said previously, that decision I believe was absolutely the right decision. It was fully justified with almost all of those ferries, except for one, rated as a very high risk unless urgent works are done, and quite significant repair works are done. 


We have since then put one of the ferries back on the river, and that is doing the cross-river service between Bulimba and Teneriffe. That is a steel hull ferry. So, out of the nine monohull ferries, eight of them have a timber hull and one has a steel hull. The steel hull ferry is back in service providing services as we speak. We have changed the CityCat services to start servicing Kangaroo Point which had never had a CityCat before. 

But it was suggested to me earlier today that the Opposition was making a claim about one of the items in the annual report and quarterly financial plan, and that relates to provide ferry services and maintenance. The suggestion was that there was an underspend there which somehow was related to the timber monohulls or issues with maintenance of the ferries. That is absolutely not the case—absolutely not the case. 

I can tell you that that underspend was related to several things. First of all, reduced fuel costs and we have seen in recent times periods of very low fuel costs. That is a good thing. That is a saving to the ratepayers of Brisbane and also one that can be reinvested into other things. That is money that we had budgeted that we did not spend because fuel costs are down. 

We also had reduced revenue for special events and charter services. Obviously, during COVID-19, charter services and special events on the ferries and CityCats, not happening. That is a reality. We had a reduction in the production of information materials and printing, Councillor CASSIDY, through you, Mr Chair. This would be a surprise to you, but we’re actually spending less on printing related to ferry services. 

We also had the return of a contingency to Council, which had been budgeted for the new ferry contract. Now, Councillor CASSIDY has spoken a lot about contingencies in this place, particularly contingencies like Kingsford Smith Drive, and he has said it’s an outrage when a contingency is spent. Well, a contingency is designed exactly for unanticipated events, but in this case, there has been a contingency budgeted and not spent.

Yet, I predict that we will hear Councillor CASSIDY say it’s an outrage that there’s been an underspend in this particular service area. Councillor CASSIDY can’t have it both ways. You can’t say it’s an outrage when you spend the contingency and then it’s an outrage when you don’t spend the contingency. You’ve got to have a consistent position. But what I can say is that this particular item in the budget has nothing to do—zero, zip, zilch—with wooden ferries. It’s as simple as that. Thank you, Mr Chair, and I will leave my comments at that. 

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks very much, Chair. 

Seriatim - Clauses C and D
	Councillor Jared CASSIDY requested that Clause C, CONTRACTS AND TENDERING – REPORT TO COUNCIL OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR JUNE 2020, and Clause D, ANNUAL OPERATIONAL PLAN PROGRESS AND QUARTERLY FINANCIAL REPORT FOR THE YEAR ENDED JUNE 2020, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Chair. So, just to run through all of these Clauses in alphabetical order. A and B together, though, which is the lease of premises for the Indooroopilly Library and the Toowong Library, the five-year lease for the Indooroopilly Library seems to be shorter due to the plans to redevelop the centre and Toowong Library, the option for the 15‑years was taken. 

It is interesting to note, Chair, that it has been two years since the Indooroopilly Library lease was lapsed and now we’re only seeing the new lease before us today. It’s an incredibly long time to be able to get their act together, this Administration, to be able to bring a lease before us today, but I suppose better late than never to ensure this library remains open. 


Reading through the report, it was interesting to note that the Indooroopilly Library gross annual rental is almost now three times what it was previously negotiated under former Lord Mayor Jim Soorley, up from $93,779 in the old lease to $296,837 in the lease proposed by the LORD MAYOR today. Now, I only mention this, Chair, because the LORD MAYOR is often quick to refer to things that happened in Jim Soorley’s time. Well, clearly Soorley was a better negotiator than LORD MAYOR SCHRINNER. 


In the attachments to Clause A, the Indooroopilly Library lease, we were given comparisons of the gross rent with other libraries as a comparison. I was pretty gobsmacked and I’m sure other Councillors are as well to read that, at the Wynnum Library, Brisbane residents are forking out about $1 million a year in rent. Now, that’s three times what we’re paying for the Indooroopilly Library. 

But the important point and the most astounding thing here, Chair, is that the Wynnum Library is a publicly-owned building. It should be the cheapest to rent, not the most expensive to rent. It’s the money merry-go-round of CBIC (City of Brisbane Investment Corporation)—so Council owns CBIC, which then pays rent to CBIC, which then apparently sends that rent back as a dividend to be put into some so-called Green Future Fund, and of course, board members taking their clip on the way through, Chair. 


So, Council spends $1 million paying rent to itself, then pays that rent back to itself and claims that as a glorious dividend, Chair. You have to ask yourself, if that’s the case, and we know from previous Questions on Notice, Chair, that the level of rent paid to Council—paid to CBIC far outstrips the dividend that comes to Council, and here it is before us in black and white. 


Clause C, contracts and tendering report to Council, we’ve been asked to note a decision by Civic Cabinet, or Council’s delegates, on a number of contracts back in June, 21 contracts being outsourced to 37 different companies, totalling around more than $750 million, which is significantly more than what we normally see in these contracts and tendering documents. Once again, there is little or no information provided in the E&C report to us, or kept on file up on level 23 in Brisbane Square. I again went up there hoping that one day, Chair, some information might be on file, and alas, there was not. 

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
You would think that, with some significant contracts, the people of Brisbane deserve to know the details. When it comes to Council’s approach to outsourcing, we’re seeing more and more examples where contracts have been exempted from tender, which means this Council is not even going to the market to make sure that Brisbane residents are getting the very best value for money.


Out of the 21 before us today, 11 contracts have been approved without going out to competitive tender. That’s more than 50% who were stamped for approval by Civic Cabinet without seeking any other suppliers whatsoever. Now, we accept, Chair, that there are times when a single supplier may be appropriate or required on rare occasions, but you have to wonder whether Brisbane residents are getting the very best value for money when more than half the contracts aren’t even going out to competitive tender. 


So, going through some of these contracts, Chair. Contract 1 is a half a million dollar contract going to MySite Design for the provision of the consultation manager system, a software system for Council to track dealings with stakeholders, an extension of an existing contract, so it didn’t go to market. How do we know that this was the best tool for the job and whether this was good value for money for the ratepayers of Brisbane?


Contract 3 is the three quarters of a million dollar contract for auction services for vehicles, plant and equipment. Pretty run of the mill, you’d think. It has been awarded to a subsidiary of a North American company, and they have a premises here, but they’re part of a multinational organisation, so so much for buy local when other tenderers were actually locally owned and operated. The contract goes to an international company in this case. 


Contract 4, the refurbishment of the southern regional skate parks, is about a quarter of a million dollars. It did not go out to tender either and it also doesn’t say which skate parks are being done and what is being done at them. Contract 5 is another one which didn’t go out to tender. Contract to assess the proposal to integrate traffic management centre to Council’s tollways. There’s no detail when this work is going to be undertaken and when Councillors and residents will be advised of the findings of that review. We suspect never, when it comes to this Administration, Chair.


Contract 6 is a $4 million contract to upgrade the intersection of River Terrace and Main Street. This is higher than the estimated maximum expenditure for the project, allegedly due to the possible delay costs. We’d like to know what type of delays are anticipated by Council, what is the time of these possible delays, and what impact could these have on the project delivery. 


Contract 7 is just over $200,000 for nine mobile variable messaging signs. It would be great to know how and when these will be used. Contract 8 is $1.1 million for stationary gantry elements for the William Jolly Bridge, which is an 88-year-old bridge this year. Assume this is for investigation works on the bridge—how exactly they will be used, what the issues that have been uncovered that led to the need for these investigative works would be appreciated. Some investigations were done earlier this month. Is there any news coming out of those investigations that we should be aware of?


Contract 9 is another example of a construction contract where there is higher than estimated maximum expenditure for the project, again allegedly due to possible delay costs. Again, what are the delays that are anticipated and what is the time of these project delays? What impact could this have on project delivery and Council’s budget bottom line?

 
Contract 10 is a $2 million contract to the Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR) for incident management services, a sole source contract with no tenderers. What sort of services are provided as part of this contract, and was DTMR the only proponent that could have provided these services or not—we will never know.


In contract 12, it’s extraordinary. The LORD MAYOR has touched on this a little bit in his opening remarks. I understand there was a significant contracting plan that went through Council last year which set out the parameters of what we needed in terms of a CityCat and ferry service contract. But this is now a contract that has been awarded, a $633 million contract, simply for Councillors to note. This decision has been made and Councillors are expected to just note, and an unelected Council bureaucrat has been designated—delegated the decision‑making authority to do this.


This would be, Chair, the largest most significant contract about an important public transport service delivery where the Chamber has absolutely no role in awarding the contract. Now, there was an approval to go out to market, yes, but Councillors have absolutely no meaningful decision-making process over the awarding of $633 million for this contract. There will be other significant contracts that come to Council. We deal with them from time to time, but those decisions are made in the Council Chamber. So, we have been asked to note this project, and we think that’s a very poor decision-making process to expend this amount of public money. We are not talking about the merits of the contract going to a local company. That is good, but the process of—

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, your time has expired.

99/2020-21

At that point, Councillor Jared CASSIDY was granted an extension of time on the motion of Councillor Charles STRUNK, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS.

Chair:
Please continue.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Chair. So $633 million is an awful lot of money for Councillors to simply note a decision having been made about.


Contract 13 is a $300,000 contract for digital scanning services have been awarded again to a sole contractor, without undertaking a tender process. This one, apparently, has been exempted as the successful provider is a social enterprise. We, of course, support Council’s contract opportunities for social enterprises, but would like some more details about what exactly is undertaken as part of the contract. 


Contract 14, this is a $1.2 million contract for creative and digital service, and they’ve been awarded to a panel of eight businesses. It’s yet another one of the 11 out of the 21 before us today where there was no competitive tender process, though. This time, apparently, it was in the public interest not to go to tender. I don’t understand, Chair, and I’d love an explanation how it is not in the public interest to seek competitive tenders for something like creative and digital service. 

I don’t think we’re talking about, you know, an entity when it comes to relocating services. If it’s a Telstra service that Telstra needs to relocate, then fair enough, Telstra does that work. But we’re talking about something as simple as creative and digital services, and this Administration has said it’s not in the public interest to seek competitive tenders. We have no idea about what is being delivered. Maybe it’s all services, digital and creative services for the LORD MAYOR’s self‑promotion pieces that go out to the tune of $6.5 million a year.

Contract 15, another significant contract worth $24.5 million over the next 13 years. While short-listed, the previous provider, Motorola, was not successful. Instead, the contract has been awarded to Tait Electronics. We would like to see what the thinking was around this, given the 13 years of services going forward and there’s very little detail here being provided to us for a significant contract about what the thinking was around that.

Contract 16 is $8.75 million in arborist services. This is an important one for Council to get right, Chair. The most important question to be asked here is why this service continues to be contracted out, when it could be done in-house. Contract labour—and this is using the LNP’s own words when this has been raised in the past—are used for things that aren’t ongoing. Contract labour should only be used for work that is not ongoing. But tree services certainly are day-to-day bread and butter matters for this Council. They are cyclical. They are programmed in every three months. Tree trimming is done in different parts of the city and it is done each and every month of the year. 

This is a basic service and there’s no reason why these sorts of services can’t be brought in-house. There’s a lot of talk by this LORD MAYOR, Chair, about buy local. There’s nothing more local to Brisbane City Council than its employees, and there’s nothing more buy local than employing local, Chair. So, this is a contract that should be given serious consideration to be brought in-house.

Contract 17 is another sole source contract exempted under the procurement policy. This one is for $3.75 million for externally hosted geographic information system. Some information about what that is and how that information will be gathered and will be used I think is important to know.

Contract 18, another contract which didn’t go out for competitive tender, $2.8 million for quarry and asphalt mobile plant. It’s not clear why Council couldn’t seek competitive tenders for this contract and we certainly welcome an explanation for that one.

Contract 19 is a big one. It’s $40 million software licensing agreement with Microsoft Ireland. Again, exempt from competitive tendering, but I bet they’re not paying any tax dollars here in Australia either, Chair. With a cool $40 million being sent to a company in Ireland, it’s not even a buy Australian, let alone buy local, Chair, on this contract. 

Contract 20 is half a million dollars for ICT management tool which is, again, a sole contractor with the process exempt from competitive tendering. Some information on that would certainly be appreciated. 

Contract 21 is for $1.5 million in water quality testing by QUU (Queensland Urban Utilities). This is the last of the 11 contracts that didn’t get competitive tenders, or competitive tenders weren’t sought. Some information on exactly what is being tested here and how the results will be used would be appreciated. I understand that QUU know what they’re talking about when it comes to water, but I’m sure there are plenty of operators out there who could also tender for this to ensure that we have the very best value for money.

Now, moving on to Clause D, Chair, this is the end of the financial year report on the 2019-20 Council budget. There is a lot mentioned about the impacts of COVID-19 in here, but let’s get real, Chair. The impacts mainly started to hit from around April onwards, in the last financial quarter of the last financial year. Now, I can tell you what the pandemic hasn’t impacted on, Mr Chair—it’s this LORD MAYOR’s appetite for self-promotion. We can’t see anywhere in this review where the LORD MAYOR showed that he was prepared to cut his glossy self-promotion materials and advertising. 

It doesn’t matter how difficult things must get in this city, the LORD MAYOR won’t miss out on getting his face out in letterboxes across Brisbane, at the moment running at a pretty sweet $1.2 million plus each and every year, just on the Living in Brisbane brochures, let alone everything else, Chair. If he was genuine about how tough things are, he would cut this rort. 

When it comes to debt in these papers, Chair, Council’s debt levels haven’t just climbed; they’ve skyrocketed. At the end of June 2019, Council’s debt to income ratio was around 61%. Fast forward to June 2020, it’s reached an astronomical 106%, and that’s only partly due to changes in accounting standards for leases. In dollar terms, Council’s debt was $1.87 billion at the end of June 2019. Again, fast forward a year, it’s blown out to $2.61 billion, an increase of $745 million.

In 2008, the State Labor Government wiped Council’s debt clean completely. Council had no debt; 12 years later, it has ballooned under this Administration with successive Lord Mayors. What do we have to show for it, Chair? The unfinished Kingsford Smith Drive project and a phantom Metro to date. 

But revenue is up, Chair. While it is down in some areas, in grants, interest and dividends, revenue is up from June 2019 to June 2020. Rates and utility charges were up $26 million; fees and charges were up $2 million; public transport revenue was up; GST back from the Australian Tax Office was up. Compared to the 2019‑20 budget allocations and projections, revenue from Council’s car parks in King George Square and Wickham Terrace delivered an extra $1.5 million more than expected, and close to an extra $1.5 million from parking meter revenue. 

Even despite the COVID-19 impacts on Council’s budget bottom line, we can see that Council’s revenue to the end of June 2020 is up across most areas, which makes this LORD MAYOR’s fake rates freeze harder to swallow for residents, I think, Chair, when the rates increases just kick down the road until January and then residents will be faced with another rates increase in June of the same year.

Now, on to Brisbane Metro in this document, Chair, the LORD MAYOR’s bendy bus project continues to deliver bad news for his Administration, bad news for his budget. The LORD MAYOR has been in charge of the so-called Metro from the beginning. Back in 2016, it was going to be a high-frequency subway system. We all saw the glossy advertising and artists’ impressions of red brick stations underground, but what we see here is revenue down by $30 million for the Brisbane Metro. Because of this LORD MAYOR’s poor planning, it has held up funding once again.

We heard the LORD MAYOR just before talk about the progress that is being made, or the so-called progress that is being made. He’s trying to cover his incompetence, Chair, through an approval process, but I don’t think it takes five years to get a very small short and simple busway extension approved. We know this is all on the LORD MAYOR’s head. I would be very wary of even getting him to organise a chook raffle, Chair. 

So, through you, Mr Chair, to the LORD MAYOR, I think this is coming close to his chance to perhaps call it a day on the Brisbane Metro. Clearly for him it’s all too hard. It seems to be beyond this LORD MAYOR to get this Metro right, and perhaps it’s time for him to admit that he got it wrong and pack up his kitbag—

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, your time has expired.

100/2020-21

At that point, Councillor Jared CASSIDY was granted an extension of time on the motion of Councillor Charles STRUNK, seconded by Councillor Peter CUMMING.

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, 10 minutes.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Chair. So, I think the time is probably coming near when this LORD MAYOR is going to have to start seriously considering walking away from this white elephant and starting all over again.


The rest of this budget document is a story of cuts, delays and blowouts. The LORD MAYOR touched on this item and he said some interesting things, particularly the $3.42 million underspend, which is the latest in a long series of chronic underspends when it comes to ferry maintenance on this Administration’s watch. It, of course, coincides with the end of this ferry contract that we see and if we believe the LORD MAYOR’S words—the ferries were left in a pretty poor state. When the budget line item says that there was a significant underspend in maintaining ferry services, what are we to think? 


Well, the LORD MAYOR says that there were lower fuel costs and a couple fewer chartered events, is how he explained that away in his remarks. Fuel costs haven’t fluctuated all that much from when the budget was handed down in June 2019 to the end of June 2020. We haven’t seen wild variations in fuel and, if anything, Chair, fuel has been the cheapest it has been consistently for a long time. So, you would think that an Administration that is able to properly budget for fuel costs would have taken that into account. But he didn’t say how much was accounted for in fuel costs being lower, Chair. 


In chartered events, Chair, like, come on, be serious; we know those things, people pay to charter those events. They pay for themselves. We don’t have to outlay all this money to have people pay us to use CityCats on the river for special events. That’s not happening every night of the week. So, how the LORD MAYOR can explain a $3.42 million underspend on ferry maintenance by saying they used a little less fuel or fuel was a couple of cents a litre cheaper, and a few people didn’t charter CityCats is beyond any reason, Chair. 

So, I think a more detailed and a proper explanation needs to be given, because it is no coincidence—it’s no coincidence that successive budget reviews show that there’s been underspend on ferry maintenance. We get to the end of the line on a ferry contract and all of a sudden apparently these boats are kaput. I think we need to have a deeper look at this, Chair.

 
Essential fundamental Council services, like footpath reconstruction and safer paths to schools, is down by $9.42 million, but at the same time revenue is up by $1.8 million for infrastructure charges, as well as footpath and bikeway contributed assets. So, when our streets are lined with broken and busted footpaths, we shouldn’t be seeing delays in these projects being rolled out; we should be seeing these fast-tracked, particularly in the context of so-called shovel‑ready projects in our community that need to be fast-tracked to support a COVID-19 response. There’s been talk, but there’s very little action, Chair.

The infrastructure program revenue is up by 41%, but capital spending is down by over 10% across the board. The report shows delays to bikeway upgrades, pedestrian safety improvements, LATMs (local area traffic management), road corridor works, Story Bridge restoration—you name it, Chair, there is a delay on it. In the Clean, Green and Sustainable City program, revenue is up by nearly $14 million, but spending on the environment is down by $18 million. More dollars in from environmental programs, but through you to the LORD MAYOR, Chair, you haven’t spent what was promised in the 2019-20 budget. 

The LORD MAYOR talks a big game about the Green Fund from CBIC profits, but half a dozen of those projects have been pushed out, delayed and potentially never delivered, Chair. There are delays to flood gauges, koala research projects, park upgrades across various Brisbane suburbs, delays in plantings in six suburbs, stormwater drainage and land remediation. We know some of the issues were due to supply chain difficulties, due to COVID-19, with products being sourced for local playgrounds from overseas suppliers by this LNP Administration. Even grass cuts in Brisbane were cut, Chair.

Green waste initially looked like there was an increase in uptake, but the reality is it was down. The last review downgraded the number of households expected to take the service from 12,000 down to 9,000. The report has it at 10,390. So, you would expect going from one quarter to the next that looks okay, but going from the start of the budget to the end of the budget, it’s actually a very, very poor outcome. Imagine if this service was extended to become a fully blown food organics, garden organics (FOGO) service, Chair, just like Labor and thousands of Brisbane residents are calling for. The Gold Coast has just signed up for it. Surely Brisbane can go fully FOGO as well, Chair. It’s not that hard. It’s just that the LORD MAYOR’s heart just doesn’t seem to be in it.

In the Lifestyle and Community Services program, capital funding was underspent by 20%. That’s a fifth of the capital budget for that program simply not done. You might expect that expenses would be down a bit with events being postponed or cancelled, but capital expenditure being down by this Administration is absolutely alarming, particularly in the context that these projects should have been carried out during the COVID-19 lockdown.

The Administration talks big about supporting the community during COVID‑19, Chair, but when we see the delays to the implementation of Brisbane’s access and inclusion plan, sports field rehabilitation, clubs and community centre structural repairs and maintenance, as well as Brisbane Powerhouse works and cemetery works—how heartless—not to mention the disastrous mess that is left to the School of Arts refurbishment project. Now, after calls from Labor, the Administration finally announced works two years ago, but they have been delayed again with no end in sight, Chair. Absolutely extraordinary.

This should have been, and this should have showed us that, at the end of that financial year, the Administration had a nimble response to COVID-19 and was ramping up infrastructure spends, not only what was allocated in the budget, but getting ready for a significant boost to our community to deal with the aftermath of COVID-19, but what it shows in black and white hear today, Chair, is just a business as usual approach from this Administration. 

Finally, Chair, Clause E, the procurement policy and contracting plan for 2020‑21. As we raised, as I raised in contracts and tendering in Clause C, there are more and more reports where contracts are not put out to competitive tender. We have concerns what that means in terms of value for money for Brisbane residents. We see more services being contracted out, and when they’re contracted out, they’re not even put out to competitive tender after the first round, Chair. 

We have concerns about the delegations. For example, how does a $633 million contract get delegated to a Council bureaucrat for decision and not to mention the so-called buy local policy that the LORD MAYOR talks a big game about, but we know it is not all that it seems. Time and time again we see contracts supposedly going to local businesses when, in reality, they’re often going to companies that have just have an administration office here in Brisbane, and the main part of their business is overseas or interstate. 

We see how this has impacted on Council’s ability to deliver projects on time and on budget during COVID-19 when the supply chain was affected and important projects had to be held up. We’ve seen playground upgrades delayed because equipment was held up in Europe, yet allegedly these are local companies. The LORD MAYOR needs to do better, Chair, and support local businesses by making sure Council is not just awarding contracts to businesses with an office here, a shopfront, but actually sources locally and supports local industry as well. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor LANDERS.

ADJOURNMENT:

	101/2020-21

At that time, 4.05pm, 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 4.06pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Welcome back, Councillors. 

Are there any further speakers? 

Councillor TOOMEY.

Councillor TOOMEY:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on item C and specifically, contract 53442, which is the Beech Street bridge connection. This is a great outcome for the community. The genesis of this bridge actually started at the Ferny Grove State School P&C, where we put it to the community to identify areas of active travel that had gaps in them. This bridge was one of those that came up. I went out to the site, had a look around, and the kids from the Ferny Grove State High School had actually engineered their own crossing. To their credit, it was absolutely fantastic. They had engineered it out of stepping stones and an old diff from an old Holden HQ. So, all credit to the high school kids. They have done a fantastic job to create a creek crossing here.


When the LORD MAYOR was the Chairman of Active Travel, the school P&C and myself worked together to actually put forward a submission to create a creek crossing here at this bridge. We put the submission to the LORD MAYOR and last year we received funding to do the engineering for the bridge. This year we have received funding for the construction of the bridge. 


So, at the last Ferny Grove P&C that I went to, which was last week, I announced to the P&C that we would be starting construction on this bridge this week. They actually asked me to pass on their thanks to the LORD MAYOR for the consideration of the funding, but also for the consideration of the submission when he was the Active Travel Chair.


This bridge connection is going to facilitate a creek crossing where there currently is not a serviceable creek crossing for anybody who has a bicycle or a scooter. This creek crossing is actually going to connect the shopping centre around the Ferny Grove Coles, the high school and the primary school, with Upper Kedron, along Cedar Creek. There is an existing bike path there, and this is the only gap that is actually left in that connection. It is going to be a great asset for the community. 

It closes an active travel gap in the creek network, in the bike creek network, and it will be a well-used and much-loved connection between Ferny Grove and Upper Kedron for anybody who is on a bike or a scooter or a pedestrian. The bridge connection also has the benefit of connecting the residents of Ferny Grove to one of their parks that’s in Julatten Place Park. Councillor WINES would know Julatten Place Park very well. He put the last playground upgrade there. 

It’s a great little park, not far from Ferny Grove. However, the only area that stops the movement of pedestrians is the creek. This will remove that and kids from Ferny Grove will be able to head off on their cycles or on their scooters, ride along the creek, get off at Julatten Place Park and kick a football around. This is a fantastic outcome for the whole community.


So, I’d like to thank the LORD MAYOR, firstly, for considering the submission when he was the Chair of Active Travel, and also as Mayor for providing the funding for this connection. This is going to be an absolutely wonderful outcome for the community and I wish to pass on my thanks from my community to the LORD MAYOR, the Chair for Infrastructure, Councillor McLACHLAN, as well, and Councillor Ryan MURPHY as the current Active Chair for this great outcome for my community. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you, Mr Chairman; I rise to speak on all five items if I have time. 

Seriatim – Clause E
	Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON requested that Clause E, SP103 PROCUREMENT POLICY AND PLAN 2020-21, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor JOHNSTON:
Firstly, can I say I was quite shocked by what Councillor CASSIDY had said before, and I’d really appreciate it, perhaps, if the Finance Chairman is going to speak if he confirms it, that the cost of the Wynnum Library—and I think there’s a community centre there too—is $1 million versus the cost for the Indooroopilly Library that we’ve got here before us today, which I think is an extraordinary amount of money in a major commercial shopping centre. 


I was very surprised to hear that the Wynnum Library, which yes, our company, i.e. Brisbane City Council, the ratepayers, own through the CBIC, is paying a huge, phenomenal rent. So, I’d certainly like that confirmed and I’d certainly like to know why there’s such a big price differential, because I can tell you now, Indooroopilly Shoppingtown aren’t cheap when it comes to the rents. So, obviously, they’re both important libraries and we need them, but again, value for money in the current market is an issue. 


With respect to the contracts and tendering report, I’m a little bit concerned that this report is for June and it’s now 25 August. I don’t know why there’s been such a delay in bringing this matter forward for consideration by Council. There are a number of things of concern in here to me. Like Councillor CASSIDY, Council’s failure to undertake tenders where appropriate and, in my view, necessary, it’s not happening, and I will address that more fully when I speak on item E. But this Council has stopped—this Council has really stopped seeking value for money for ratepayers’ funds in my view and is avoiding scrutiny by testing the market. That is problematic.


Not only is there no tender being done; this matter is being decided by Stores Board, so there’s no independent oversight of the process. Unnamed Council officers have decided that this is what will happen, and unnamed Council officers have approved it. So, again—and I’ve said this for the past decade—I don’t believe that this is an appropriate course of action. We are accountable to ratepayers for the expenditure of funds in Brisbane City Council.


The one that sticks out, though, is the $1.2 million for creative and digital services. Again, contracts are being entered into without competitive tenders and there are a number of organisations that are being awarded, I presume a panel‑type scenario, with no explanation whatsoever about what $1.2 million in marketing is going to be for. Do I think it is reasonable that I, as the Councillor for Tennyson, representing 30,000 people who pay some of the highest rates in the city, ask the question: what is Council spending $1.2 million on, in a sweetheart deal with one, two, three, four, five, six, seven, eight marketing companies? I’d like to know. I’m pretty sure the people of Brisbane would like to know.


There’s just no description of the services. There is no explanation of what it’s for, and it is a huge amount of money. I think this Council needs to be accountable. The LNP have forgotten what the word means—absolutely forgotten what the word means. To the Finance Chairman, through you, Mr Chair, perhaps he can tell us these eight PR (public relations) companies, what are they going to spend $1.2 million on in 12 months? Twelve months, $1.2 million. I don’t think that’s good enough.


But it’s item E that I particularly want to address. I’ll just say this: I do not support the way in which Council is going about its procurement processes and I won’t be voting for this item before us today. I’ve said this every single time. I say it when all of these contracts come up. Council has delegated too much power away from Councillors and the public accountability we have for the expenditure of ratepayers’ funds. I do not believe this is the right course of action. I do not believe that Council officers behind closed doors should be allowed to make multimillion‑dollar decisions, often hundreds of millions of dollars in decisions, without any oversight by the elected officials. 


So many contracts in this city are going wrong. They are going wrong because they are not getting proper oversight and scrutiny, and I firmly believe that we should be approaching this in a different way. We are elected to make decisions on behalf of the people of Brisbane and that’s what we should be doing. 


So, again I put on the record my concern, which is increasing. This morning—this is what LNP Councillors think governance is, and this is why I’m concerned, and if anybody in Brisbane is asking, well, hang on a minute, they’re all trustworthy people—in Committee this morning, we had a discussion about an amendment to the minutes, and the Chairperson of the Committee said to me: I’ve been told I can’t make an amendment to the minutes of the Committee. This is a statutory Committee of elected Councillors who attended the meeting last year, and all agreed that something was discussed that wasn’t—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
My question is relevance for Councillor JOHNSTON on this item.

Chair:
Yes, no, I appreciate that. Thanks, DEPUTY MAYOR. 

Councillor JOHNSTON, I appreciate that you’re talking about matters regarding the Council, but can I please bring you back to the matters in the report.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you. I’m drawing the comparison that the Chairman of that Committee had no understanding of her rights and responsibilities with respect to the Minutes. That’s what this—somebody, presumably a Council officer, told her she could not do this.

Chair:
No, I appreciate—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
So, the issue here is that Council officers should not be making these decisions without proper oversight of Councillors. We are elected and we are responsible for the actions of this city. These issues need to be discussed in public. They need to be oversighted transparently, and there needs to be rigorous procurement processes applied. 


The process we’ve got now is even major projects are not coming up to Council for decision by tenderer. They’re being made by Stores Board and then signed off by the CEO. That’s just not acceptable in my view. So, I don’t support item E. I believe there should be more transparency and scrutiny. These matters should be coming to full Council. There should be tenders. There should be competitive markets. This idea that Council is going to delegate its powers for procurement away even further is not acceptable in my view and I don’t support it.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor MACKAY.

Councillor MACKAY:
Thank you, Chair; I rise to speak on items A and B, the leasing of the premises for the Indooroopilly Library and the Toowong Library. I’d like to begin with a history lesson as to why these important facilities should remain as a cornerstone of our community. 


Now, Chair, you might know that the Toowong Library was opened all the way back in 1961 after it was designed by Birrell. It was built on Coronation Drive in a modernist style, and it created a lot of controversy in its day. We think we have a lot of controversy now. But it was designed and built to service all the suburbs around that area—Toowong, Taringa, St Lucia, all the way out to Kenmore, believe it or not. 

Then they realised back in the day when I was only four years old that, hey, maybe we need to have more libraries in this area. So, they opened the Indooroopilly library in 1982, and they thought, the Indooroopilly library is so good and so big that we can shut down the Toowong Library, and they did. Council shut down the Toowong Library in 1982. Guess what. The community was up in arms, Chair.


So, they reopened it back in 1983 after public pressure. That was a very short closure. It just shows how important these libraries are for our local area. It was altered again in 1983 to be a ward office, and then it was heritage-listed in 1998. Then, in 2001, it was shifted from that building up to its current location in Toowong Village. Last year, on 3 August, there was the grand re-opening and the LORD MAYOR came along and he was with my favourite author, local constituent here, Nick Earls, who’s written many books about Brisbane. 

We should be very happy with the facilities that this Brisbane City Council Administration provides for our community because libraries just aren’t about books anymore, Chair. They provide meeting rooms, Wi-Fi for people who don’t have that at home, all sorts of different facilities, and the Indooroopilly Library is a seven-day-a-week service. It is next to one of the busiest movie cinemas in Brisbane. So it does get a big crowd going through it. The Toowong Library has a lot of students with its proximity to UQ. That means that both of these facilities are essential to the fabric and the make-up of the Walter Taylor community.

I will just point out that both are located on very impressive transport hubs, including bus interchanges and train stations. Obviously, the Toowong Village Library is right above the Toowong station. Indooroopilly has 4,700 car parks, if you don’t want to catch public transport. There are bike facilities. The Toowong Library is right on the end of the Bicentennial Bikeway, so these are essential to the people of Walter Taylor. To continue, the facilities in our area would just mean so much, and I’m so glad to see that these lease renewals are coming before Council, and I commend the motions.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK, can you please turn on your microphone?

Councillor STRUNK:
Yes, thank you. I just want to speak briefly on item D and one item in Clause E. So, Mr Chair, I was looking at the explanation for variances, right, page 57 in Clause D, and came across a management services system in organisational services, which was not a lot of money, $340,000, but I was a bit curious, and maybe the Finance Chair, if he’s going to address some of our queries, if his voice holds out. The item here says lower than anticipated re-measurement of the defined benefit plan and rates revenue, the variances is partly offset by higher than anticipated grant revenue. 


There’s really three items there that stand out for me in regards to three words, actually, and that is defined, and rates revenue—I think we know what that means—and grants revenue. But I just don’t see how they all end up in the one explanation. So, maybe the Finance Chair could explain that one for me. I would appreciate that. It’s unfavourable and it’s permanent, but again, not a lot of money, $340,000. 


The second item is just directly below, which is the management of financial systems, and it’s lower than anticipated expenditure in the management of financial systems and process services. The variance is also due to a higher anticipated imputted—sorry, inputted—or I-M-P-U-T-E-D—income tax, and lower than anticipated bank charges. So, if he could sort of demystify that one for me, too, I would be much appreciated. 


On the following page, page 58, there is another one which is unfavourable and permanent, higher than anticipated expenditure due to corporate adjustments. Now, I understand all those words, but what corporate adjustments are we talking about? Was there one corporate adjustment or a series of corporate adjustments? This was in regards to management of financial systems and processes. So, again, I’m just asking the question on that one. 


If we move to one item that popped up for me when I was going through Clause E in regards to the goods and services significance, the schedules, I was reading the explanation at the top of those which says, detailed below are anticipated significant contracts in relation to goods and services against which major procurement activity is scheduled to occur during the 2020-21 financial year and later.


One of the items that, as I say, popped up for me was on page 19. It is under refuse collection and disposal. Now, that item is the kerbside large item collection service, earmarked for $4 million, to happen in the second quarter of this financial year. Now, through you, Mr Chair, LORD MAYOR, is there some news that you’re going to impart in the second quarter of this year in regards to kerbside collection? Have you been holding out on us, through you, Mr Chair? Will there be a really good announcement coming up on the fourth—or in the second quarter, LORD MAYOR? I’ll leave my comments there. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? I see no further speakers— 

Excuse me, Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Look, I’m going to just enter the debate on items C, D and E and in particular I think I’ll just start with item D. The annual operating progress plan and quarterly report reflects Council’s financial results for the year ended 30 June 2020, in relation to Council’s budget. It records the variances and the delivery of the Annual Plan. This shows the budget position for the year ended June 2020, taking into account any changes that were made in the third budget review. 


In addition, this report gives an overview of the commercial operations and financial wellbeing of Council’s business activities. Any financial changes reported that are permanent and require a change in the budget are dealt with through the budget review process. All differences in the final report are considered permanent. In the context of this report, I would note that Council continues to meet its key financial ratios and targets. Council’s total equity since June 2019 has increased, mainly due to comprehensive revaluations of infrastructure assets, undertaken by independent consultants. This was undertaken in the 2019-20 year. 


Comprehensive revaluations are undertaken at regular intervals of no more than five years, in accordance with requirements under the accounting standards. The asset revaluation process is predominantly undertaken by independent external valuers, as I indicated, this is seeing Council’s net assets and community equity grow from $20.89 billion to $23.72 billion. In a number of cases, we’ve seen delays to some projects across Council, as a result of the COVID-19 pandemic. This obviously remains an issue outside of our control. 


The reports also show other items of interest, including an increase of $16.5 million in Council’s accumulated surplus, due to an increase in operating capability for the year and it ended up at $164.5 million. For those of you who record, or recall the budget process in June 2019, we’d targeted a surplus of $300 million. Obviously, during the course of the 2019-20 year, we saw a dilution in that operating capability. This is partly offset by an increase to the opening accumulated surplus, mainly as a result of the application of new lease and revenue, or accounting standards. 


I would note that Councillor CASSIDY is fairly quick to jump on the debt figures, but every time he does that, irrespective of the fact that it’s a result of accounting standard changes, he conveniently forgets to mention the assets that have come across onto the balance sheet. What we have found, as we’ve gone through this process of adopting the accounting standards, is that those assets that have come on to the balance sheet far outweigh the debt that’s appeared there. 


In the context of the Program 8, we’ve seen a bit of an increase in actual revenue during the full year of $7.9 million, not a lot of money, but all the same, it’s good to be able to get a little bit of a tick up on this environment. In terms of the questions that Councillor STRUNK raised, I will take those on notice and see if I can come back to him. I think that there was a number of fairly pointed questions there. 


Moving on to item E, which is SP103, the Procurement Policy and Plan for 2020‑21. Council, under the City of Brisbane Regulation, is required to prepare and adopt the Procurement Policy and Plan each year. Council is required to adopt a contracting plan each financial year that outlines the delegations and market assessment for contracts, as well as the key contracts and significant contracts Council proposes to enter during the year. 


The contracting plan and associated contracts can be found towards the back of SP103, the Procurement Policy and Plan, and includes an estimation of the value of the proposed contracts. Obviously, as the LORD MAYOR mentioned earlier, the aggregate of those contracts is quite large. It’s important to note that the cost estimations, especially for new significant contracts, are just that, they are just estimations at a point in time. Procurement and contract costs are refined during the pre- and post-market stages when procuring services. 


With reference to the 2020-21 Procurement Policy and Plan, there are some key changes. Firstly, there has been a general improvement of content structure to clearly identify the three elements required by the regulation, namely the procurement policy, the contracting plan and the contract manual. We’ve also updated the overview section, to provide context from the regulation. 


We’ve broadened and retitled the section on sustainable procurement to ethical procurement, incorporating a wider range of Council objectives, such as ongoing support for local and small businesses. Already Council has a good history of spending locally, but we recognise the importance of local business to our economy, especially during and post-COVID-19. We already have 80% of Council’s contractual spend with local suppliers. We’re also streamlining the Better Brisbane Proposal process. We’re supporting the intent of the Commonwealth’s Modern Slavery Act 2018. 


Additionally, we’ve introduced our obligations under the Human Rights Act 2019, which commenced in January 2020. The availability of budget has been clarified to remain consistent with the regulation. As many people know, funds must be available in the approved Council Budget for tenders, proposals, or quotes assort, except where the lack of funding is disclosed in the publicly available documents and strategy is approved by the Chief Executive Officer.


We are dedicated to finding new ways to improve our procurement process and policy. Again, this year, I’m pleased to note that we continue our commitment to social enterprises, with $6 million of procurement from social enterprises. I have a couple in the Northgate Ward who are very happy recipients of those particular procurement tenders. 


Councillor CASSIDY raised a number of points on contracts. In the time I’ve got left I’ll try and address those. Contract 13 and this contract is for the provision of digital scanning services. Digital services allows for the digitisation of public on‑demand requests for building applications, planning and development assessment files and other ad hoc documents and records. By digitising records, Council can meet its legislative requirements to provide digital, public, on‑demand file requests, reduce physical storage space and the cost of storage and administration and improve preservation of records, to comply with legislative retention periods. 


The contract is for scanning and electronic filing of building applications, development assessment files and other scanning requirements, as detailed by Council. The tenderer, Jigsaw Group, is a social enterprise, with extensive digital scanning experience. All work will be performed locally in Brisbane.


Moving on to contract 14, creative and digital services. Council requires the ongoing provision of creative and digital services. A specification and schedule of rates review commenced in late 2019, in preparation for tendering Council’s requirements. During the review process, a strategy to incorporate signage requirements into the tender as a separate category was adopted, requiring a specification to be formulated.


Council’s approached the Queensland Government regarding its purchasing arrangements for creative solutions, however, Council’s digital services requirements weren’t covered sufficiently, making the option unviable. Corporate Communication has continued reviewing and drafting specifications. Delays have been experienced from COVID-19 and the 12-month extension to the current CPA will allow sufficient time to develop a full scope. 


Moving on to contract 15, provision of field communications. This contract was awarded to Tait Electronics and is for the provision of a digital mobile or radio network for Council’s field-based staff that ensures reliable, safe and efficient field operations. Initial term of six years, with a maximum term of 13, Council’s current mobile radio network and related infrastructure and services contract was awarded to Motorola Australia in September 2007. 


Motorola is closing the current network, which underpins this service and is no longer investing in the network, which has performance issues and is increasingly becoming undesirable. Tait Electronics’ head office is based in Brisbane and the infrastructure provided by Tait Electronics is also Brisbane‑based and employs local labour.


Quickly moving on to contract 16, the arborist advisory services. Arborist advisory services including species survey reporting, investigation analysis advice and remediation are used to monitor and maintain the—

Chair:
Councillor ALLAN, your time has expired.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor MARX.

Councillor MARX:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. Sorry, I missed the call earlier. Councillor STRUNK’s mic was dropping in and out and then I had a sign saying my internet was unstable. So, I think you all froze there for a few minutes. So, look, I'm going to speak on item C, with the contracts that come under my portfolio. The woodchippers, parts and maintenance contract there, the particular company who got this was a VFM (value for money) of 62.32, which was pretty good. 


This was about purchasing of not only some new equipment, which is branch and hedge chipping and tree trunk chipping machinery, but also maintenance as well on some new machinery. It’s coming forward now because there was not—it was scheduled replacements due until this financial year, which have now come to fruition. 


The other contract provision of auction services for vehicles, plants and equipment, obviously we hire a company to do all of that, when we have vehicles that require disposal at the end of their life by public auction. We have a company who had a very good VFM of 107.98, versus 76.65, which was their closest competitor. They continue to work with us to dispose of our vehicles that were no longer required. We get that income back into our budget again.


The other one was the fabrication and installation of a stationary gantry elements for William Jolly Bridge. This is not necessarily as Councillor CASSIDY suggested, through you, Mr Chair, that the bridge was falling down. This was just us taking the precaution that we need to do for ongoing maintenance. So, the gantry will be installed and that, upon completion, will provide access for visual inspections and will act as a working platform for ongoing maintenance when required. So, this is about us being proactively working and making sure that the bridge is safe and stable and our workers are able to get to it safely.


The contract 16 that Councillor ALLAN was actually cut short on to talk about, that's actually got 10 local companies in there, all providing different services regarding our trees. I noticed, through you, Chair, that Councillor CASSIDY thought that we should perhaps cancel all those service contracts and why do we not do it inhouse as opposed to outsourcing to local business and workers. 


Well, there's actually 10 local companies that are listed there that have got contracts over $8 million. They would employ any number of local people. So, the suggestion that we would then put 10 local companies and their accompanying employees out of work is just not one that we would contemplate. So, we’re happy to work with all of those different companies to provide the good service for the residents of Brisbane.


The last one is the dry hire of specialist mobile plant and quarries and asphalt plants. This is again about the hiring of specialist mobile equipment and its servicing, repairs and maintenance. Dry hire means equipment is provided without an operator, because obviously we have our inhouse staff who operate that machinery. That’s it. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Thanks very much, Chair. I rise to speak to Item C and D. Firstly, to contracts and tendering, I just want to note the contract for the operation and maintenance of our CityCat and ferry fleet which came through in the June 2020 contracts and tendering report. We all know that we are well known as the river city. We have a 22-kilometre long network. We have 25 terminals stretching from the University of Queensland at St Lucia all the way to Northshore Hamilton. 


So, this is a very significant contract for our city. Our CityCat fleet, as well as our city ferry fleet, play an integral part of the wider public transport network. It was great to be out with the LORD MAYOR this morning launching CityCat 23, named after Neville Bonner, Australia’s first Indigenous Parliamentarian. It was fantastic to be joined by his family out there as well. 


Now, this contract has come through after a very extensive procurement process that we have undertaken. The recommendation from the officers was to award this contract to SeaLink, who will trade here from 4 November this year as River City Ferries. As was highlighted in the information briefing, offered to all Councillors last month on 1 July, this contract extends potentially as long as 15 years. The contract terms are five plus five years, with Council reserving the right to extend the contract for another five years, subject to conditions being met by the operator.


The procurement process undertaken by Council officers was extensive, with the significant contracting plan coming to Council in September last year and then going to the market. The pre-market engagement included major public transport operators and has resulted in a more innovative and robust contract for Council and for ratepayers. 


Under the new contract, SeaLink will be responsible for the employment and management of staff, the operation of all Council’s ferry services, the collection of public transport fares, on behalf of TransLink, the scheduling of timetables and rostering of staff for all ferry services, the provision of fuel for all Council ferries. This is important, because we’ll talk a little bit about that later, but at the moment Council provisions for that fuel. 


The cleaning and maintenance of all of Council’s fleet and the 25 ferry terminals, ensuring Council’s vessels are maintained in accordance with the relevant legalisation including the Federal Government's Maritime Legislation, administered by AMSA, or the Australian Maritime Safety Authority, and providing customer information and communications, including responding to customer feedback, onboard announcements and signage.


In addition, through this contract and ultimately subject to Council’s approval, there is also the opportunity to conduct activities, such as private CityCat charters, with the gross revenue to be shared with Council, as well as to trial changing technologies and new ways to deliver ferry services.


One of the innovations for SeaLink is to cost and to develop and implement a new Brisbane River commentary app. So, as people use our CityCats and go down the river, they’ll be able to listen to commentary about various pause points and city landmarks as they go past. That app will provide geo-based interactive mapping, audio and commentary. So, that will be quite an exciting innovation that we’ll be able to deliver as part of this contract. 


Now, it’s important to note that the employment conditions and job security for existing ferry staff was a really important consideration for Council in its assessment of the tenders. SeaLink made it very clear in their submission that the ferry staff were a priority and essential for continuity of services. This new contract obligates the operator to provide industrial stability. SeaLink’s proposal demonstrated a history of strong workforce management, particularly during transition of contracts. That's really important what we're going through this morning. 


We were actually out on the CityCat, speaking to some of the ferry masters and CityCat operators this morning and they had only fantastic things to say about the process that SeaLink has engaged in during this contract transition process. There have been expressions of interest, there's been information briefings for staff. From what we can tell, staff very much feel that that transition process is well and truly underway and on track. It's important that they feel comfortable at this time. 


So, the new contract obliges— oh, sorry, I should say, while Council can’t interfere in employment arrangements, SeaLink committed to making every effort to offer employment to as many of the existing employees of Transdev as possible, as well as honouring the conditions currently enjoyed by ferry staff, under their enterprise agreements with Transdev. So, these agreements cover not only the masters, but the crew and the workshop staff on shore, as well. 


In evaluating the proposals, Council officers conducted a comprehensive set of evaluation in assessing the tenders, non-prior valuation criteria included public transport expertise and experience, local content, operations, asset management, innovation and partnering and, of course, commercial experience, as well. Price was part of the evaluation, using Council's stand value-for-money methodology. 


Council's commitment to supporting local businesses and delivering local benefits was a key consideration. Tenderers were all requested to show the local benefits offered through their proposal. A detailed local content plan was provided by SeaLink, that demonstrated local benefits, including a local supply chain for equipment and components, that almost entirely comprises the use of local businesses in Brisbane and South East Queensland, supporting and encouraging the local manufacture of spares and sourcing of parts, to develop local industry, to reduce reliance on imports. 


A Brisbane head office, that's a big tick there. Recruitment and employment of local crew, maintenance and management and support staff and a commitment to engage at least one apprenticeship at a time to progress trainee development opportunities wherever possible. SeaLink has developed a comprehensive transition to work plan, including an experienced transition team to oversee and manage the transition, which is really key for passenger experience and the network operations. 


I'd just like to take this moment to acknowledge Sue Phillips and her team, for their hard work and efforts, as well as Geoff Beck and his team in Transport for Brisbane, for all the work that was done to get the contract to this point that we’re now in a transition phase. Like the LORD MAYOR, I’d like to welcome River City Ferries to the river city. I look forward to the next 10, and potentially 15 years of their service on our river network. 


Now, quickly just on item D, the annual operations plan. In terms of the annual operational plan and the quarterly variance report, which we’ve heard some debate on, there's a report in the 2019-20 financial year, including for the April to June quarter, where there are some variances around the ferry contract. So, in Item 1.2.1.2 provide ferry services and maintenance, there’s a variance of $3.422 million. 


I'd just like to go into some of the reasons behind that, because there’s been some misleading commentary around some of the root causes there. So, firstly, this was a result of reduced fuel costs, so the difference between what is estimated and what is spent each year for fuel. So, we budgeted $2.3 million for fuel this year. We’ve only spent $1.7 million, leaving $600,000 unspent. 


I heard Councillor CASSIDY say before that there’s been no real fluctuations in fuel prices. Well, I think he should check with Councillor CUMMING, Councillor CUMMING, the famed investor on the Labor side of the Chamber, because he will be able to tell you that the price of crude oil has fluctuated in the last year, from a low of $37 a barrel to a high of $62 a barrel. So, that’s a pretty significant fluctuation in my accounting. But I think Councillor CASSIDY should defer to Councillor CUMMING on that. He is experienced in all matters of investing. 


Secondly, there’s been reduced revenue for special events and charter services. Obviously, due to COVID-19, there are no charters. We budgeted $500,000 for that, we’ve spent none of that. So, there’s $500,000 unspent. Of course, then there’s a return of contingency, related to the tender process for the ferry contract. We build contingency in, to budget for unplanned events in relation to the contract. 


We had a budget of $1 million there. We didn’t need that contingency, so we only spent $100,000 there, leaving $900,000 available. So, because the contract process was actually quite easy to move through. So, I think that’s a good thing. We shouldn’t be wanting to spend more money on contract contingency. Then of course reduced information materials and printing. So, this is funding for handing out passenger communications like for seniors’ off-peak travel and other bits and pieces. 


Items for updating of timetables, we budgeted $400,000 for that and we only spent $100,000, primarily because people don’t want to receive communications given to them by hand in these COVID-19 times. So, that’s another good reason for that underspend there. Then finally, Transdev budgeted for $4.5 million on maintenance—

Chair:
—time. 

Are there further speakers? 

Councillor HOWARD, I think. Councillor HOWARD. Yes.

Councillor HOWARD:
It is, yes. Thank you, Chair, yes. Chair, I enter the debate to speak to item D and particularly to the quarterly financial report. In Committee this morning, Councillor COOK raised questions regarding some variances in the community sport, recreation and cultural facilities service, on page 46 of the quarterly financial report. The variances in the community facilities planning and development service were due to carryovers from last financial year, required to align with project delivery timeframes. 


As we are all aware, there are a number of projects that have been impacted by COVID-19, with the pandemic not only affecting supply chains for certain materials, but also many working practices needed to be adapted, as a result of the State Government coronavirus restrictions. Specifically, to the lines that Councillor COOK raised this morning, the first three that were raised were with regards to community sport, recreation and cultural facilities, community facilities, planning and development. 


Firstly, the $350,000 variance was due to this service line receiving additional revenue from infrastructure charges than what was originally budgeted. Secondly, the $477,000 variance is due to a delay in the finalisation of the various contracts required for the planning and design works for the Rochedale, Windsor and Mitchelton community facilities that are being delivered as part of the Local Government Infrastructure Plan. Council continues to progress these projects and it will be great to see the future delivery of these new facilities for the local communities to enjoy for generations to come.


Thirdly, Councillor COOK raised the $567,000 variance, this is due to a carryover in funding for maintenance and repairs works that were delayed, due to supply‑chain impacts. This specifically relates to the work that Council had planned to deliver for Souths United Football Club, Lions Club of Enoggera and Mt Gravatt Junior Rugby League. Whist these works have been delayed, they are all underway now and due to be completed soon.


Finally, the fourth line that was raised was with regards to sports and recreation facilities, community facilities, planning and development. The $219,000 variance was due to a transfer of funds between expense and capital for the synthetic sports field project, which has now been completed. This variance also accounts for the delayed investigation works for Bradbury Park, which had been impacted by the coronavirus restrictions. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on a couple of items in item C, to respond to issues raised earlier in the debate. I heard Councillor CASSIDY lament that there are contracts that are entered into by Council without going into tender. But when you look at those, like the examples that you were raising, they are examples of contracts where there are no other potential contractors. So, for example, contract 10 relates to our arrangement with TMR, Transport and Main Roads, for the provision of Traffic Response Unit Vehicles. 


Well, Councillor CASSIDY, who else is there? It’s a contract that’s entered into by Council with TMR, who’s the roads authority for the whole of the State. It’s a contract that’s managed by TMR and we’re a party to that contract and the notes say so. So, you’re attempting to excite the people who are listening to this debate about Council entering into contracts without going out to tender. Well, the example is there to show that you have either no idea, or your only interest is in playing politics on these issues. 


The other one, Mr Chair, was in relation to item contract 11, the Montague Road and Victoria Street upgrade, a contract with, guess what, the only supplier of gas services in the city, APA. The works are for a road widening. APA are the monopoly supplier of gas services in this city. Who else can we enter into a contract with if we have to do work on their gas main as part of those roadworks, other than the monopoly supplier? That’s the circumstance. Those are those contracts that have been entered into without tender, for very good reason. 


Mr Chair, Councillor CASSIDY also found an asterisk note on a couple of items, comparative prices that are normalised for possible delay costs. Well, this is a standard contract note that’s entered into in these contracts and for good reason. Contractors who are doing work for Council factor in or price potential delays that may be caused by a variety of reasons, including weather or other disruptions. They’re sensible to do so. 


They’re sensible to do so because if their plant and equipment is left on site for a Council contract, they are losing the advantage of moving that equipment on to another job if need be, if the contract extends beyond the expected completion date. For good reason, that's a standard clause in every contract that’s entered into. So, nothing to see here. This is a standard contract item. 


I give thanks every Tuesday that we are on this side, responsible for the administration of contracts and tendering and that has never—and in my time in Council, hope it never becomes a responsibility of the Labor Party, because they clearly have no idea. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? I see no hands. 

The LORD MAYOR's not on the screen. 
All right. 
Look, I'll just move straight to a vote. 
Items A and B. 

Clauses A and B put

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

Chair:
Okay. This is Item C. 
Clause C put

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

Thereupon, Councillors Jonathan SRI 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 -
DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and Nicole JOHNSTON.
NOES: 1 -
Councillor Jonathan SRI.

ABSTENTIONS: 5 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS and Charles STRUNK.

Chair:
Now, on Item D. 

Clause D put

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

Thereupon, Councillors Jared CASSIDY and Steve GRIFFITHS immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

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

ABSTENTIONS: 1 -
Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON.

Chair:
Now on Item E. 

Clause E put

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

Thereupon, Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Steve GRIFFITHS immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 24 -
DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Steven TOOMEY Andrew WINES, and the Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS and Charles STRUNK
NOES: 1 -
Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON.

ABSTENTIONS: 1 -
Councillor Jonathan SRI.

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

A
LEASE OF PREMISES FOR THE INDOOROOPILLY LIBRARY

112/445/444/667-002

102/2020-21
1.
The Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the information below.

2.
Council’s lease for the Indooroopilly Library, located at Indooroopilly Shopping Centre (the centre), 322 Moggill Road, Indooroopilly, commenced on 1 September 1998 and expired on 31 August 2018. Council has remained in occupation of the premises under the holdover provisions of the lease pending a new lease being granted (refer Attachment D, submitted on file).

3.
Due to redevelopment plans for the centre, it had previously been proposed for the library to be offered alternate premises in the centre. However, the lessors, AMP Capital Funds Management Limited as Trustee and Commonwealth Superannuation Corporation, have now proposed a new five-year lease from 1 September 2020 in the existing location as planning for the future development of the centre continues. The existing premises is 1,699 square metres.

4.
The current base rental is $61,942.35 (excluding GST) per annum or $36.46 (excluding GST) per square metre. Outgoings are also payable and in the current financial year are estimated at $31,837.55 (excluding GST) per annum, being $18.74 (excluding GST) per square metre. This takes the current gross annual rental for the site to $93,779.90 (excluding GST) per annum or $55.20 (excluding GST) per square metre.

5.
The lessors’ proposed base annual rental is $265,000 (excluding GST) per annum or $155.97 (excluding GST) per square metre. Outgoings are also payable at the amount stated above taking the lessors’ proposed gross annual rental to $296,837.55 (excluding GST) or $174.71 (excluding GST) per square metre (refer Attachment B, submitted on file).

6.
The base rental is subject to annual Consumer Price Index increases on each anniversary of the commencement date, however, the increases are to be not less than three per cent and not more than seven per cent, as per the previous lease. Council is also responsible for the servicing, maintenance and any necessary replacement of the air conditioning plant for the premises, which is also in accordance with Council’s obligations under the previous lease. The lease is otherwise to be generally in accordance with the terms of the previous lease.

7.
The lessors’ offered rental is below the range of gross market rentals for this type of property, which range from $435.02 (excluding GST) per square metre to $467.73 (excluding GST) per square metre (refer Attachment C, submitted on file).

8.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

9.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVES IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION FOR COUNCIL TO ENTER INTO A LEASE OVER EXISTING PREMISES FOR THE INDOOROOPILLY LIBRARY LOCATED AT INDOOROOPILLY SHOPPING CENTRE, 322 MOGGILL ROAD, INDOOROOPILLY
As:

(i)
Council’s lease over the current Indooroopilly Library premises expired on 31 August 2018

(ii)
Council has remained in the existing premises on a monthly holdover basis pending a new lease being granted by the lessor, who had previously proposed alternate premises for the library within Indooroopilly Shopping Centre (the centre)

(iii)
the lessor has now advised they are prepared to grant Council a new five-year lease over the existing premises while they continue their planning for the future development of the centre,

then Council:

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

ADOPTED
B
LEASE OF PREMISES FOR THE TOOWONG LIBRARY


112/445/444/577-002

103/2020-21
10.
The Divisional Manager, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the information below.

11.
Council’s lease for the Toowong Library, located at Tenancy F18/18A/19, Toowong Village, 603 Coronation Drive, Toowong (refer Attachment D, submitted on file), commenced on 15 February 2001 and expires on 14 February 2021, with an option for a further fifteen‑year term. Council is required to exercise the option term no later than 14 November 2020.

12.
The current annual gross rental is $235,877.92 (excluding GST) per annum or $236.59 (excluding GST) per square metre. Under the conditions of the current lease, the fifteen-year option term is subject to a fixed five per cent review on the commencement date of 15 February 2021. The commencing gross rental is $247,671.82 (excluding GST) per annum or $248.42 (excluding GST) per square metre. The rental is subject to a fixed increase of five per cent biennially in even years and a Consumer Price Index review biennially in odd years on each anniversary of the commencement date (refer Attachment B, submitted on file).

13.
The commencing gross rental of $247,671.82 (excluding GST) or $248.42 (excluding GST) per square metre is below the range of rentals for this type of property, which range from $418.27 (excluding GST) per square metre to $497.35 (excluding GST) per square metre (refer Attachment C, submitted on file).

14.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

15.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVES IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION FOR COUNCIL TO EXERCISE THE FIFTEEN-YEAR OPTION TERM OVER EXISTING PREMISES FOR THE TOOWONG LIBRARY, LOCATED AT F18/18A/19, TOOWONG VILLAGE, 603 CORONATION DRIVE, TOOWONG
As:

(i)
Council’s lease over the Toowong Library premises expires on 14 February 2021

(ii)
the lease includes a fifteen-year option term commencing on 15 February 2021 

(iii)
there is approved budget for the Toowong Library,

then Council:

(i)
resolves to exercise the fifteen-year option term over existing premises for the Toowong Library at Toowong Village in accordance with the terms and conditions set out in Attachment B (submitted on file), and otherwise on terms and conditions that are satisfactory to the Asset Portfolio Management Manager, Asset Management, Brisbane Infrastructure, and the Chief Legal Counsel, City Legal, City Administration and Governance.
ADOPTED
C
CONTRACTS AND TENDERING – REPORT TO COUNCIL OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR JUNE 2020


109/695/586/2-005

104/2020-21
16.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the information below.

17.
Sections 238 and 239 of City of Brisbane Act 2010 (the Act) provide that Council may delegate some of its powers. Those powers include the power to enter into contracts under section 242 of the Act.

18.
Council has previously delegated some powers to make, vary or discharge contracts for the procurement of goods, services or works. Council made these delegations to the Establishment and Coordination Committee and Chief Executive Officer.

19.
The City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 (the Regulation) was made pursuant to the Act. Chapter 6, Part 4, section 227 of the Regulation provides that: (1) Council must, as soon as practicable after entering into a contract under this chapter worth $200,000 or more (exclusive of GST), publish relevant details of the contract on Council’s website; (2) the relevant details must be published under subsection (1) for a period of at least 12 months; and (3) also, if a person asks Council to give relevant details of a contract, Council must allow the person to inspect the relevant details at Council’s public office. ‘Relevant details’ is defined in Chapter 6, Part 4, section 227 as including: (a) the person with whom Council has entered into the contract; (b) the value of the contract; and (c) the purpose of the contract (e.g. the particular goods or services to be supplied under the contract).

20.
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

21.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL NOTES THE REPORT OF CONTRACTS ACCEPTED BY DELEGATES FOR JUNE 2020, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

	Details of Contracts Accepted by Delegates of Council for June 2020

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

approval date/start date/term

	BRISBANE INFRASTRUCTURE

	1. Contract No. 511014
PROVISION OF THE CONSULTATION MANAGER SYSTEM
MySite Design Pty Ltd
	Lump sum
$491,600

(over the potential maximum three‑year term)


	Contract extension is exempt from tendering under Exemption 11 of Schedule A of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2019-20, which allows for the extension of Information and Communications Technology contracts where the product can continue to meet business requirements beyond the originally envisioned term.
	Not applicable

(N/A)

	Delegate

CPO

Approved

10.06.2020

Start

30.11.2020

Term

Initial term of two years with a maximum term of three years.

	2. Contract No. 511263
WOODCHIPPERS, PARTS AND MAINTENANCE 

RDO Australia Group Pty Ltd trading as Vermeer Equipment Holdings Pty Ltd – $132,781
Achieved the highest VFM of 62.32

	Corporate Procurement Arrangement (CPA) (Preferred Supplier Arrangement)

Lump sum and schedule of rates
$1,330,000

(over the potential maximum five‑year term)
	Marriott Tree Equipment Pty Ltd trading as Bandit Tree Equipment 

Achieved VFM of 59.88
Postville Pty Ltd trading as Allclass 

Achieved VFM of 53.81


	$130,889
$130,328

	Delegate

CPO

Approved

11.06.2020

Start

10.07.2020

Term

Initial term of three years with a maximum term of five years.

	3. Contract No. 511274

PROVISION OF AUCTION SERVICES FOR VEHICLES, PLANT AND EQUIPMENT

Manheim Pty Ltd – $81,865

Achieved the highest VFM of 107.98
	CPA (Preferred Supplier Arrangement)

Schedule of rates

$750,000

(over the potential maximum five‑year term)
	Pickles Auctions Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 76.65

National Auctions & Solutions Company Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 67.48


	$109,451

$72,900


	Delegate

CPO

Approved

04.06.2020

Start

10.06.2020

Term

Initial term of three years with a maximum term of five years.

	4. Contract No. 520637

REFURBISHMENT OF SOUTH REGIONAL SKATE PARKS

Dynami (QLD) Pty Ltd as trustee for the Trinity Skateparks Unit Trust trading as Trinity Skateparks – $243,554
Achieved the highest VFM of 34.5

	Lump sum
$243,554
	Probuild Industries Australia Pty Ltd 

Achieved VFM of 33.8 
The Trustee for VFG Trust 

Achieved VFM of 20

Stocksoft Australia Pty Ltd 

Achieved VFM of 18.4 
The Landscape Construction Company Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 14.5 
	$115,495

$410,465

$412,100

$372,411
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

10.06.2020

Start

17.06.2020 

Term

15 weeks

	5. Contract No.  520655
ASSESS THE PROPOSAL FOR AN INTEGRATED TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT CENTRE FOR COUNCIL’S TOLLWAYS 

Bish Corporation Pty Ltd as trustee for the M I Barnham Family Trust
	Schedule of rates 

$200,000
	Contract entered into without seeking competitive tenders from industry in accordance with section 3.3 of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2019-20 which allows a contract to be entered into where it is in the public interest.  


	N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

03.06.2020

Start

01.07.2020

Term

30 months

	6. Contract No. 532099

RIVER TERRACE AND MAIN STREET INTERSECTION UPGRADE 

Doval Constructions (Qld) Ltd – $3,923,777*

Achieved the highest VFM of 20.9
*Comparative price normalised for possible delay costs claimable by the contractor.
	Schedule of rates
$3,845,277
	Allroads Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 18.8


	$3,982,561*
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

01.06.2020

Start
04.06.2020

Term

22 weeks



	7. Contract No. 532326

SUPPLY AND DELIVERY OF NINE VARIABLE MESSAGE SIGN TRAILERS 

J1-LED Intelligent Transport Systems Pty Ltd – $202,580

Achieved the highest VFM of 41.65
	Lump sum

$202,580
	Bartco Traffic Equipment Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 32.98


	$206,570
	Delegate

EM

Approved

25.06.2020

Start

29.06.2020

Term

12 months

	8. Contract No. 532320
FABRICATION AND INSTALLATION OF STATIONARY GANTRY ELEMENTS FOR WILLIAM JOLLY BRIDGE

Ace Materials Handling Pty Ltd – $1,084,025

Achieved the highest VFM of 7.24
	Lump sum

$1,084,025
	Sun Engineering Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 5.95

Sam Technology Engineers Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 5.61


	$1,426,060

$1,147,185
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

25.06.2020

Start

27.07.2020 

Term

24 weeks

	9. Contract No. 532442

CONSTRUCTION OF THE BEECH STREET PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE

Epoca Constructions Pty Ltd – $835,943*

Achieved the highest VFM of 100.5
*Comparative price normalised for possible delay costs claimable by the contractor. 


	Schedule of rates
$806,543
	Shortlisted offer not recommended
Ark Construction Group Pty Ltd 

Achieved VFM of 84.4
Offers not recommended

Doval Constructions (Qld) Ltd

Achieved VFM of 85.6
AllenCon Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 74.6

Abergeldie Contractors Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 71
BMD Urban Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 69.5
	$924,520

$1,045,090

$992,076

$1,105,541

$1,136,310


	Delegate

CPO

Approved

03.06.2020

Start
16.07.2020 

Term
12 weeks



	10. Contract No. N/A

INCIDENT MANAGEMENT SERVICES – TRAFFIC RESPONSE UNITS 

Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads
	Lump sum

$1,939,200
	Contract is exempt from tendering under Exemption 4 of Schedule A of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2019-20, which allows for exemption under a contract made with, or a purchase from a contract made by, another government entity, government owned entity or Local Buy.
	N/A
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

23.06.2020

Start

01.02.2019

Term

17 months

	11. Contract No. RWA 784752-18

MONTAGUE ROAD AND VICTORIA STREET INTERSECTION UPGRADE – APA GAS RELOCATION WORKS

APA Group


	Lump sum

$257,000
	Contract is exempt from tendering and quoting under Exemption 3 of Schedule A of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2019‑20, which allows for exemption from tendering when the goods, services or works can only be supplied by a single supplier or a restricted group due to third‑party ownership of a public utility plant asset.
	N/A
	Delegate

CPO

Approved

03.06.2020

Start

09.06.2020

Term

Five weeks



	LIFESTYLE AND COMMUNITY SERVICES

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	TRANSPORT FOR BRISBANE

	12. Contract No. 511056

FERRY AND FERRY INFRASTRUCTURE OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE SERVICES

SeaLink TC Pty Ltd trading as RiverCity Ferries – $417,000,000*

Achieved the highest VFM of 193

*Comparative price normalised over 11 years.
	Lump sum
$633,000,000

(over the potential maximum 15‑year term)
	Shortlisted offer not recommended

Transdev Brisbane Ferries Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 155

Offer not recommended

National Roads and Motorists Association

Achieved VFM of 105


	$420,000,000*

$477,000,000*
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

26.06.2020

Start

04.11.2020

Term

Initial term of five years with a maximum term of 15 years.

	CITY PLANNING AND SUSTAINABILITY

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	CITY GOVERNANCE AND ADMINISTRATION

	Nil
	
	
	
	

	ORGANISATIONAL SERVICES
	
	
	
	

	13. Contract No. 510240

PROVISION OF DIGITAL SCANNING SERVICES
Jigsaw Group (Aus) Limited

	Schedule of rates
$300,000

(over the potential maximum three‑year term)
	Contract entered into without seeking competitive tenders from industry in accordance with Exemption 5 of Schedule A of SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2019-20 which allows for exemption from tendering for procurement from social enterprises.
	N/A


	Delegate

CPO

Approved

24.06.2020

Start

01.07.2020

Term

Initial term of one year with a maximum term of three years.

	14. Contract No. 510373

CREATIVE AND DIGITAL SERVICES

JMJB Pty Ltd trading as JSA Creative

GrowthOps Khemistry Pty Ltd
ILiquid Pty Ltd trading as Liquid Interactive
PreviousNext Pty Ltd
Creative Design & Print Pty Ltd
Webbism Pty Ltd
Tactical Directions Pty Ltd
Publicis Communications Australia Pty Ltd
Flipnet Pty Ltd
	CPA (Panel Arrangement)

Schedule of rates

$1,200,000


	Contract entered into without seeking competitive tenders from industry in accordance with section 3.3 of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2019-20 which allows a contract to be entered into where it is in the public interest.
	N/A
	Delegate

E&C

Approved

01.06.2020

Start

01.12.2020

Term

12 months

	15. Contract No. 510764

PROVISION OF FIELD COMMUNICATIONS
Tait Electronics (Aust) Pty Limited – $23,164,671

Achieved the highest VFM of 34


	CPA (Preferred Supplier Arrangement) 

Lump sum and schedule of rates
$24,374,769 (over the potential maximum 13‑year term)


	Offer shortlisted in second shortlist not recommended

Motorola Solutions Australia Pty Limited

Achieved VFM of 30

Offers shortlisted in first shortlist not recommended

Metwide Communications Pty Ltd*

Trans Communications Pty Limited*

Telstra Corporation Limited*

*VFM not applicable as tenderer did not meet minimum quality requirements.
	$24,242,924

$19,734,859

$35,373,491

$32,197,643


	Delegate

CEO

Approved

26.06.2020

Start

13.07.2020

Term

Initial term of six years with a maximum term of 13 years.

	16. Contract No. 511210

ARBORIST ADVISORY SERVICES
Heritage Tree Services Pty Ltd as trustee for the Rowan Family Trust – $251,460
Achieved the highest VFM of 34.24

ENSPEC Pty Ltd – $224,970
Achieved VFM of 31.03
Arbor Australis Consulting Pty Ltd as trustee for the Benjamin Young Family Trust – $314,244

Achieved VFM of 27.88
Rankine Trading Pty Ltd as trustee for the Rankine Fixed Trust trading as Independent Arboricultural Services – $296,785

Achieved VFM of 26.24
Pinnacle ArborPro Pty Ltd – $307,329

Achieved VFM of 23.68

Active Tree Services Pty Ltd – $250,720
Achieved VFM of 23.53
Tree Science Pty Ltd as trustee for the Tree Science Trust – $360,275
Achieved VFM of 22.15
Treescape Australasia Pty Limited – $318,603

Achieved VFM of 21.56

The Tree Doctor (Qld) Pty Ltd as trustee for the Tom Family Trust – $333,665
Achieved VFM of 21.17
Frenkenscapes Pty Ltd – $293,695
Achieved VFM of 21.09
	CPA (Panel Arrangement)

Lump sum and schedule of rates
$8,750,000 (over the potential maximum five‑year term)
	Shortlisted to round two but not recommended

Holistic Tree Management Pty Ltd

Achieved VFM of 15.53
Shortlisted to round one but not recommended

River City Garden and Lawn Pty Ltd
Offers not recommended

Arboricultural Matters Pty Ltd*

Arbortrack Australasia Pty Ltd*

Tree Dimensions Pty Ltd*

*VFM not applicable as tenderers were shortlisted on non-price score.

**Price is not comparative being a part offer submitted for tree survey/inventory component only.
	$410,729

$21,418**

N/A*

N/A*

N/A*
	Delegate

CEO

Approved

01.06.2020

Start

08.08.2020

Term

Three years with a maximum term of five years.

	17. Contract No. 520070

EXTERNALLY HOSTED GEOGRAPHIC INFORMATION SYSTEM

AAM Pty Ltd

	CPA (Preferred Supplier)

Schedule of rates

$3,750,000 (over the potential maximum three‑year term)
	Contract entered into without seeking competitive tenders from industry in accordance with section 3.3 of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2019-20 which allows a contract to be entered into where it is in the public interest.  


	N/A


	Delegate

E&C

Approved

08.06.2020

Start

01.07.2020

Term

Initial term of two years with a maximum term of three years.

	18. Contract No. 520587

DRY HIRE OF SPECIALIST MOBILE PLANT AT QUARRIES AND ASPHALT PLANTS
Hastings Deering (Australia) Limited

	CPA (Preferred Supplier Arrangement) 

Schedule of rates
$2,800,000
	Contract entered into without seeking competitive tenders from industry in accordance with section 3.3 of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2019-20 which allows a contract to be entered into where it is in the public interest.
	N/A


	Delegate

E&C

Approved

23.06.2020

Start

04.07.2020

Term

Nine months

	19. Contract No. 510143

MICROSOFT ENTERPRISE LICENSING AGREEMENT
Microsoft Ireland Operations Ltd

	CPA (Preferred Supplier Arrangement) 

Schedule of rates
$40,000,000
(over the potential maximum four‑year term)
	Contract is exempt from tendering under Exemption 4 of Schedule A of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2019-20, which allows for exemption under a contract made with, or a purchase from a contract made by, another government entity, government owned entity or Local Buy.


	N/A


	Delegate

E&C

Approved

15.06.2020

Start

01.07.2020

Term

Initial term of three years with a maximum term of four years.

	20. Contract No. 510230

ICT TEST MANAGEMENT TOOL
Planit Test Management Solutions Pty Ltd
	Lump sum 

$500,000

	Contract is exempt from tendering under Exemption 6 of Schedule A of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2019-20, which allows for exemption for low value contracts.
	N/A


	Delegate

CPO

Approved

03.06.2020

Start

01.07.2020

Term

Three years

	21. Contract No. 511323–000

WATER AND AIR QUALITY TESTING SERVICES
Urban Utilities

	CPA (Preferred Supplier Arrangement) 

Schedule of rates
$1,513,276
	Contract is exempt from tendering under Exemption 4 of Schedule A of Council’s SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2019-20, which allows for exemption under a contract made with, or a purchase from a contract made by, another government entity, government owned entity or Local Buy.
	N/A


	Delegate

CPO

Approved

24.06.2020

Start

02.08.2020

Term

Three years


ADOPTED
D
ANNUAL OPERATIONAL PLAN PROGRESS AND QUARTERLY FINANCIAL REPORT FOR THE YEAR ENDED JUNE 2020


134/695/317/1056

105/2020-21
22.
The Divisional Manager, Organisational Services, provided the information below.

23.
Sections 196(2) and (3) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 state that the Chief Executive Officer (CEO) must present financial reports to Council at least quarterly. The reports are to state the progress that has been made in relation to Council’s budget.

24.
The Annual Operational Plan Progress and Quarterly Financial Report June 2020 (refer Attachment B, submitted on file) separately identifies and reports the financial results of Council’s Program Services (i.e. Council excluding Business Activities) and Business Activities. The written commentaries provide explanation of the figures.

25.
Section 166(3) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 states that the CEO must present a written assessment of Council’s progress towards implementing the Annual Operational Plan to Council at regular intervals of not more than three months.

26.
The previous financial report for the period ended 27 March 2020 was presented to Council on 26 May 2020. The current report relates to the year ended 30 June 2020.

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

28.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO ADOPT THE ANNUAL OPERATIONAL PLAN PROGRESS AND QUARTERLY FINANCIAL REPORT FOR THE YEAR ENDED JUNE 2020
As:

(i)
sections 196(2) and (3) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 require that the Chief Executive Officer (CEO) present financial reports to Council at least quarterly

(ii)
section 166(3) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 states that the CEO must present a written assessment of Council’s progress towards implementing the Annual Operational Plan to Council at regular intervals of not more than three months,

then:

(i)
Council directs that the Annual Operational Plan Progress and Quarterly Financial Report for the year ended June 2020, as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file), be noted.

ADOPTED
E
SP103 PROCUREMENT POLICY AND PLAN 2020-21


165/590/785/40

106/2020-21
29.
The Divisional Manager, Organisational Services, provided the information below.

30.
Section 190 of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 (the Regulation) requires that Council makes and adopts a Procurement Policy for each financial year.

31.
Section 210 of the Regulation requires that Council make and adopt a Contracting Plan for each financial year. The Contracting Plan must not be adopted before the adoption of Council’s budget for the same financial year.

32.
Section 212 of the Regulation requires that Council make and adopt a contract manual that sets out the procedures for how Council is to carry out all contracts.

33.
Council officers have prepared SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2020-21 (PPAP) (refer Attachment B, submitted on file) to address the above requirements. The PPAP sets out Council’s strategic approach to its contracting activities at sections:

-
C.4 – Forward Contracting Schedule for Goods, Services 2020-21

-
C.5 – Forward Contracting Schedule for Major Construction 2020-21

-
C.6 – Forward Disposal Schedule 2020-21.

34.
Key changes from SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2019-20 (refer Attachment C, submitted on file) are:
-
improvement of content structure to clearly identify the sections required by the Regulation (Policy, Contract Manual and Contracting Plan)

-
paragraph numbering and style updates to be more consistent with Council’s Corporate Style Guide

-
updating the Overview to provide context from the Regulation

-
refining the Better Brisbane Proposals section

-
renaming Sustainable Procurement Approach as Ethical Procurement Approach to include broader considerations 

-
adding Council’s continued support for small businesses through improved payment terms, creating opportunities for involvement in Council procurement activities, and making it easier to do business with Council

-
amending the tendering threshold from $250,000 to $200,000 to better align with legislative reporting requirements

-
inclusion of Council’s commitment to dealing with modern slavery

-
clarifying availability of budget in line with the Regulation

-
a new exemption 14 for advisory board members

-
a new exemption 15 for when the marketplace is restricted by statement of licence or third‑party ownership of an asset (excluding public utility plant)

-
a new human rights clause.

35.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

36.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVES IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE DRAFT RESOLUTION, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, TO ADOPT SP103 PROCUREMENT POLICY AND PLAN 2020-21.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO ADOPT SP103 PROCUREMENT POLICY AND PLAN 2020-21
As:

(i) Council has adopted the Strategic Contracting Procedures under Part 2 of Chapter 6 of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 (the Regulation)

(ii) Council is required by section 190 of the Regulation to adopt a Procurement Policy

(iii) Council is required by section 210 of the Regulation to adopt a Contracting Plan

(iv) Council is required by section 212 of the Regulation to adopt a Contract Manual

(v) SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2020-21, complying with the requirements of the Regulation, has been prepared and is set out in Attachment B (submitted on file),

then Council:

(i) resolves to adopt SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2020-21, as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file)

(ii)
resolves that SP103 Procurement Policy and Plan 2020-21 will apply from 25 August 2020.
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 18 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

The DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Our Committee presentation last week was on Development.i and the City Plan online. So, off the back of our Brisbane’s Future Blueprint, one of our outcomes was to deliver a far more intuitive and helpful PD Online. We’re all very familiar with PD Online, which has been going for well over a decade now, but it is getting a little bit clunky and difficult. We clearly heard from that feedback that we got from so many people, that they’d like that to be easier and, as I said, more intuitive and easier to use. 


So, we are implementing the system called Development.i. It’s something that was developed by the Sunshine Coast and we are buying the licence from them. There are a couple of other councils in the South East region that will be also stepping up to use Development.i as well. It’s map-based, it is a very intuitive interface. Residents will be able to get notifications based on their saved services. It really will empower residents to stay up to date with what’s happening in the building and construction industry in their local area. 


More importantly though, to remember that the PD Online will remain available as we wait for this basically to take over and make sure that everything is done smoothly. So, we will have all of the information that has been in PD Online back to 2004 also put into the Development.i process, as well. I think we will find that residents and Council officers—Councillors, I should say, and their officers will find it much easier to use as a use for looking at that.


In particular, as I said, you can see superseded versions of the City Plan online, you can view amendments to any plans as they come up as well. You can make submissions, you can filter the scheme information you're looking for. There’s a whole lot of issues, you can view any of the code compliance documents they have as well and you can share links on the same screen through to the next segue, the City Plan online home page, which is also been updated, as well. 


So, again, a much easier to use, panel format, predictive text searches, direct access to planning schemes and map views, as well and shortcut links then through to other Council systems and webpages. So, the officers have done some amazing work to deliver this over the last 12 months of implementation, to make sure that all of the back end is actually operating as well. 


Hopefully all Councillors have booked in a time for the team to come out and visit them within the next week or so, so their ward office staff and themselves can get training on how to use these two new systems, because it will make everything much, much easier. If you haven’t, please make sure you contact Greg Elphinston and the team, so they can come out and show you the fantastic new systems that we’ll have available as well.


We also had a petition last week. It was about an upgrade of a telecommunications tower in Ashgrove. Many Councillors would be aware of the running upgrades that Telstra are doing at towers in their wards in the moment. They are able to happen without notification or consultation under the Commonwealth Telecommunications Act 1997. So, they have been given the mandate to get the job done. The Killawarra Road one in Ashgrove that's in this petition today, is an existing one that has been there for many years, back as far as 1963 our records show, on site, in some form. 


I note in this one, Councillor TOOMEY has gone the extra mile to ask Telstra to move some of the redundant antennas to reduce the physical impact of the tower. Telstra were good enough to do so in this case as well. So, I will leave the debate to the Chambers. 

Chair:
Further speakers? 
Further speakers? 
I see no further speakers. 

Councillor ADAMS. 
Councillor ADAMS? No? 

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

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

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – DEVELOPMENT.I AND CITY PLAN ONLINE

107/2020-21
1.
The Customer Strategy and Innovation Manager, Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, and the Strategic Planning Manager, City Planning and Economic Development, attended the meeting to provide an update on Development.i and City Plan online. They provided the information below.

2.
Council is implementing a system called Development.i which is an intuitive, map-based interface featuring overnight notifications based on saved searches. This will empower and engage residents to stay up-to-date with development. PD Online will remain available to the public pending the successful launch and take up of Development.i.

3. 
The Committee was shown a demonstration of three scenarios where Development.i could be used. 

4.
The first scenario was a location search by address. Users can save an address search to allow them to find it quickly in future, and receive weekly or daily notifications for a specified radius around the address. Users can also search for development applications surrounding their property and can have a satellite view of their neighbourhood while viewing application details.

5.
The second scenario was a location search by suburb. Users can search for development applications in their suburb and filter by assessment level while viewing a map of all applications. Once a development application is selected, users can view more details of the application, including application documents such as approved and proposed plans, which are available for download. Users can also make a submission in support of or objecting to the application.

6. 
The final scenario was a location search by ward. Users can search for development applications in their ward. The search can be saved in order to track new applications and updates to existing applications. Users who save a search will receive an email with weekly updates on their search. 

7.
The homepage of the system was shown to the Committee, and it was noted that the system meets AA (acceptable compliance) accessibility requirements for users who have a disability. 

8.
City Plan online provides an opportunity to integrate multiple systems, improve customer experience, create business efficiencies and replace an unsupported platform. It allows users to view, draft and consult on Brisbane City Plan 2014.

9.
Changes for customers, mean they can now:

-
view and compare superseded versions of City Plan online 

-
view amendments and make a submission in one system

-
filter planning scheme information for a property

-
view a code compliance document to assist with development assessment

- 
share links to view same screen.

10. 
A demonstration of the City Plan online home page was shown to the Committee. The home page includes a news and updates panel, predictive text searches, direct access to the planning scheme and map view. There is also a menu which brings up shortcut links to other Council systems and webpages, and links to previous adopted amendments.

11. 
A demonstration of searching for a property was provided to the Committee, which showed the property outlined in red, with a panel allowing the user to see all layers specific to the property including zone, neighbourhood plan, overlays and the Local Government Infrastructure Plan. Users can also view chapters of City Plan which are relevant for the property, while also comparing versions of City Plan.

12.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Managers for their informative presentation.
13.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED
B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL SUPPORT THE OBJECTION TO AN UPGRADE OF AN EXISTING TELECOMMUNICATION TOWER AT 16 KILLAWARRA ROAD, ASHGROVE
CA20/554734

108/2020-21
14.
A petition from residents, requesting Council support the objection to an upgrade of an existing telecommunication tower at 16 Killawarra Road, Ashgrove, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 26 May 2020, by Councillor Steven Toomey, and was received.

15.
The petition contains 26 signatures.
16.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

17.
The petitioners’ concerns include the following.

-
The tower’s size and location within a Character zoned residential area under Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan).

-
The tower’s visual dominance within a residential landscape.

-
Telstra should have decommissioned the existing facility and use other less impactful technology to provide the same coverage.

-
The potential increase of unknown impacts of radiation generated so close to residential areas if the facility is upgraded.

18.
Council records indicate that the site has been utilised for a telephone exchange from 1963, and the 1987 Town Plan lists the site as having a ‘special use’ (SU057 - Commonwealth Government) designation which is set aside for non-residential uses such as telecommunication infrastructure. The establishment of a telephone exchange and associated infrastructure was not subject to Council assessment at the time of construction.

19.
Telecommunications carriers, such as Telstra, have rights under the Commonwealth Telecommunications Act 1997 to enter Council or privately owned land to install and maintain certain facilities and infrastructure. However, they must do so in accordance with the Telecommunications Code of Practice 2018 and any applicable Queensland Government laws, including planning and local government regulation, unless an exemption applies.

20.
Under Commonwealth legislation, Council cannot withhold consent for Telstra to prevent the works from occurring. Furthermore, the land in question is not owned or maintained by Council, therefore Council cannot refuse access to construct the upgrade. 

21.
Council was notified of the proposed works as part of the same consultation process conducted by Downer EDI. Council may provide comments under this process, however, has no legislative ability to withhold consent for Telstra to place infrastructure on the site. Additionally, Council has no objections in relation to requirements under the City Plan or the Queensland Government’s Planning Act 2016.

22.
Council cannot force Telstra to decommission the existing tower and it is noted that other small cell technology would also be subject to the same public notification and reporting processes under Telecommunications Code of Practice 2018. However, after discussions with Councillor Steven Toomey, Councillor for The Gap Ward, Telstra has recently removed redundant antenna arrays at 16 Killawarra Road, Ashgrove, in an effort to improve visual amenity for residents.

23.
Commonwealth legislation required the notification from Downer EDI to contain an Environmental Electromagnetic Energy Report using methodology developed by the Australian Radiation Protection and Nuclear Safety Agency. Council does not regulate either the methodology of the report or the maximum exposure rates contained in that report.

Consultation

24.
Councillor Steven Toomey, Councillor for The Gap Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

25.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

26.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/554734

Thank you for your petition requesting Council support your objection to an upgrade of an existing telecommunication tower at 16 Killawarra Road, Ashgrove.

Council notes the concerns raised in the petition, including the following.
-
The tower’s size and location within a Character zoned residential area under Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan).

-
The tower’s visual dominance within a residential landscape.

-
Telstra should have decommissioned the existing facility and use other less impactful technology to provide the same coverage.

-
The potential increase of unknown impacts of radiation generated so close to residential areas if the facility is upgraded.

Council records indicate that the site has been utilised for a telephone exchange from at least 1963, and the 1987 Town Plan lists the site as having a ‘special use’ (SU057 - Commonwealth Government) designation which is set aside for non-residential uses, such as telecommunication infrastructure. The establishment of a telephone exchange and associated infrastructure was not subject to Council assessment at the time of construction.

Telecommunications carriers, such as Telstra, have rights under the Commonwealth Telecommunications Act 1997 to enter Council or privately owned land to install and maintain certain facilities and infrastructure. However, they must do so in accordance with the Telecommunications Code of Practice 2018 and any applicable Queensland Government laws, including planning and local government regulation, unless an exemption applies.

Under Commonwealth legislation, Council cannot withhold consent for Telstra to prevent the works from occurring. Furthermore, the land in question is not owned or maintained by Council, therefore Council cannot refuse access to construct the upgrade. 

Council was notified of the proposed works as part of the same consultation process conducted by Downer EDI. Council may provide comments under this process, however, has no legislative ability to withhold consent for Telstra to place infrastructure on the site. Additionally, Council has no objections in relation to requirements under the City Plan or the Queensland Government’s Planning Act 2016.

Council cannot force Telstra to decommission the existing tower and it is noted that other small cell technology would also be subject to the same public notification and reporting processes under the Telecommunications Code of Practice 2018. However, after discussions with Councillor Steven Toomey, Councillor for The Gap Ward, Telstra has recently removed redundant antenna arrays at 16 Killawarra Road in an effort to improve visual amenity for residents.

Commonwealth legislation required the notification from Downer EDI to contain an Environmental Electromagnetic Energy report using methodology developed by the Australian Radiation Protection and Nuclear Safety Agency. Council does not regulate either the methodology of the report or the maximum exposure rates contained in that report.

Should you wish to discuss Council’s position further, please contact Mr Joe McShane, Principal Urban Planner, Planning Services South, Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, on (07) 3407 1306.

ADOPTED
PUBLIC AND ACTIVE TRANSPORT COMMITTEE

Councillor Ryan MURPHY, Chair of the Public and Active Transport Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Steven HUANG, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 18 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes, thanks very much, Chair. Look, just briefly, last week the Public and Active Transport Committee received a presentation on Council’s bikeway enhancement. So, this is all the things that we do to our bikeways that are not actually building the bikeways themselves. So, we know that encouraging active transport is a lot more than just building high-quality infrastructure. So, that’s why Council delivers many initiatives that enhance our growing network of pathways, bikeways and river walks. 


Citywide we’ve seen a 33% increase in cyclists and pedestrians enjoying Brisbane's bikeways and pathways for the first half of this year. Team Schrinner’s delivery of new lighting, monitors, way-finding signage, bicycle parking installations and behaviour change programs are all about encouraging and supporting this momentum that we've got. Council has a rolling program to install lighting on existing pathways and bikeways. This increases the hours of practical use of pathways, particularly through the winter months when daylight hours are shorter.


Lighting projects consider environmental impacts, a range of mitigation measure are available, include warmer colour lights to reduce the impact on fauna, which is especially important in our koala habitat areas. Recent bikeway lighting projects include the Southern Bikeway, also known as the Tarragindi Bikeway, the Norman Creek Bikeway and both of these were completed this month. Six hundred and fifty metres of lighting has been installed on the Southern Bikeway and when completed, the 660 metres of lighting in total will be installed on the Norman Creek Bikeway. So, a great outcome.


In terms of when it comes to safety on our bikeways, sometimes it's the simplest things that can make the biggest difference. High volumes of pedestrians, cyclists and e-scooters means that we have to be extra vigilant when we’re using bikeways and footpaths. Council has installed bright, new share-the-path markings on five popular Brisbane bikeways, in response to the pedestrian cyclist increases, due to coronavirus. Way-finding signage is a critical element of any transport system and additional signage is planned for installation on the River Loop soon.


When it comes to banana bars, following consultation with the cycling community which revealed that the bars had become conflict points on busy bikeways, Council is undertaking a rolling program of peeling back the banana bars to enhance safety. There were initially 1,100 sets of banana bars installed across Brisbane throughout the 1990s, one of Labor’s contributions to the cycling community. We’ve heard feedback from cyclists loud and clear that Council should remove these banana bars to enhance safety. So, that is exactly what we’re doing.


We also have a rolling program of bicycle parking installation, with 200 bicycle racks in place. In 2019-20 bicycle parking facilities were installed across 35 locations citywide. Where possible, bicycle racks have been installed adjacent to shops and services, such as Council libraries, sports and recreation locations and nearby to public transport. Council has installed 14 green heart bike racks across the CBD, South Brisbane and Milton, adding to the 200 bike racks already installed. Great heart bike racks provide parking for two bikes, with one locked on either side of the rack. 


Council also has a number of counters around the city that tally people walking, cycling and using personal mobility devices on our bikeways. We have eight live bikeway monitors that have a digital number display and 20 are non-display monitors, but they do do counting. Locations include the Bicentennial Bikeway, Milton, the Go Between Bridge, South Brisbane and the Kedron Brook Bikeway at Nundah. 


We also have a number of behaviour change programs that support active transport. Active School Travel provides Brisbane primary schools with the support and resources that they need to change travel behaviours. Each participating school receives support from the AST program for three years, from the time that they join. We currently have 41 schools participating in the program. 


We also have Cycling Brisbane, which is Council’s free membership program, established in 2014 to encourage people of all ages and abilities to ride a bike more often and to promote our city's bikeways. Currently we have 26,500 members, so an extraordinary amount of people sign up to Cycling Brisbane. Both programs provide the community with the information and tools that they need to influence travel behaviours, to reduce congestion and to promote bikeway infrastructure. 


Of course, the safety of all road users is extremely important to Council, through the delivery of new bikeways, new bikeway lighting projects, boardwalk rehabilitation, bikeway enhancements. This Administration is improving safety and connectivity for people travelling around our city in an active and healthy way. I will leave further debate to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, thanks, Chair. I just wish to speak on the Committee presentation bikeway enhancements. We support all the upgrades mentioned in the presentation, in the report, in the presentation that was given in the Committee. Any upgrade to active transport infrastructure is a tick in Labor’s books. What we don’t support, however, is project blowouts and delays. While new lighting and more places to lock your bike up are key to encouraging residents to ride instead of drive, even more crucial than that is having a physical bikeway for them to ride on, Chair.


The suburbs and the CBD are riddled with dangerous stretches of road that cyclists are forced to use if they want to connect between bikeways. We need to fill in these gaps, we need to build these cycle links. That should be the absolute priority. Particularly at the moment, there are a lot of these projects that are shovel-ready, job-creating projects, that should be Council’s priority 100%. People simply won’t ride—and this is the feedback that the Administration will be receiving, as will local Councillors and every advisory Committee—people won’t ride unless they feel safe, Chair. 


If they feel like they may get hit by a car or a truck or a bus, they won’t ride. It’s as simple as that. This especially applies to new cyclists who lack experience and confidence at riding in traffic. They will, more often than not, choose to stay in the comfort of their car, instead of riding to work for a change, if they have to share roads with very large and very fast metal objects. 


Labor and cycling groups have been pushing for a decent cycle and pedestrian grid in the city for years now. This is something we first called for many years ago, one that separates cars, pedestrians and cyclists and gives each mode of transport their own lane. Particularly, this weekend, Road Safety week, that’s so important to ensure the safety of all users, car users, pedestrians and cyclists. The Administration—

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, I’m going to have stop you there for a second. 

I appreciate you’re making general comments about bikeways, but the subject of the report is actually quite specific about enhancements to bikeways. It’s actually a number that are addressed inside there. 

So, can I ask you to draw your comments back to the report, please?

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, Chair. I was simply talking about the enhancements that should have happened, like the pop-up bikeways that were promised in May this year. We, I think, need to get more serious about building the infrastructure and the missing links. What is talked about is great, but what would be much better, Chair, is to build the infrastructure that is required to make genuine mode-shift. 


So, we see in the infrastructure that is built and big shiny infrastructure like the Indooroopilly Riverwalk, for instance, would be a shot in the arm for cycling in that particular location, in that one particular location. We see that when bikeway infrastructure is built, like those items that are listed in the report there, Chair, but until we get serious and fill in those missing links around the city, we’re not going to offer people a genuine mode-shift, Chair.

Chair:
Councillor CASSIDY, the topics are quite specific and your comments are quite general.

Can I ask you again to please come back to the substance of the report?

Councillor CASSIDY:
That’s fine, thanks, Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

There being none.

Councillor MURPHY?

I'll now put the report. 

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 – BIKEWAY ENHANCEMENTS

109/2020-21
1.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on bikeway enhancements. She provided the information below.

2.
Council has a rolling program to install lighting on existing pathways and bikeways. Recent bikeway lighting projects include the Southern Bikeway, also known as the Tarragindi Bikeway, and the Norman Creek Bikeway. Six hundred and eighty metres of lighting has been installed on the Southern Bikeway and, when completed, 660 metres of lighting will be installed on the Norman Creek Bikeway.

3.
Wayfinding signage is a critical element of any transport system. The Brisbane City Council Bicycle Signage Manual was introduced in 2014, to guide the delivery of wayfinding signage. Additional signage is planned for installation on the River Loop.

4.
A rolling program of banana bar removals is being undertaken throughout Brisbane, initially at the sites with the highest safety risks to riders. There were 1,100 sets of banana bars installed across Brisbane. Where possible, banana bars have been removed entirely and, if required, they are replaced with bollards as an alternative to restrict vehicle access.

5.
Council has a rolling program of bicycle parking installations, with 200 bicycles racks in place. In 2019-20, bicycle parking facilities were installed across 35 locations citywide. Where possible, bicycle racks have been installed adjacent to shops and services.

6.
Council has installed 14 Green Heart bike racks across the CBD, South Brisbane and Milton. Green Heart bike racks provide parking for two bikes when one is locked on either side of the rack.

7.
Council has a network of live bikeway monitors across the city to capture information about bikeway use and behaviour. Eight live bikeway monitors have a digital number display and 20 are non-display monitors. Locations include the Bicentennial Bikeway, Milton; the Go Between Bridge, South Brisbane; and the Kedron Brook Bikeway, Nundah.

8.
Council has two behaviour change programs that support active transport: Active School Travel and Cycling Brisbane. Both programs provide the community with the information and tools needed to influence travel behaviours, reduce congestion and promote bikeway infrastructure. Cycling Brisbane has more than 26,500 members.

9.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Manager for her informative presentation.

10.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

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 18 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Before I get to the items before us, I’d just like again, as I had in the last couple of weeks, to commend the State Government for its current road safety campaign, known as Street Smarts and in particular, as this is Road Safety Week in Queensland, the campaign strikes a chord with what we are trying to do here on Council. It tackles a variety of poor driver behaviours, the risks associated with speeding, driver distraction, mobile phone use, drink driving, drug driving, seat belt use and driving whilst tired. 


So, it goes to the issues that we, at the end of the day, quite often have to deal with, with speeding. I note also the Queensland Police Service in the media this week, ahead of Road Safety Week, lamenting the increase in the road toll and calling on the public to assist them in coming up with slogans or campaigns that might assist in this, because there are quite clearly issues with poor driver behaviour that is contributing significantly to the road toll. 


Part of that campaign is to highlight the fact that even travelling five kilometres above the speed limit is enough to double the risk of casualty crashes and a stat which is worrying that 48% of Queensland drivers speed on more on half of their road trips. Mr Chair, that does go to one of the issues that we’ve been dealing with in the Infrastructure Committee over the past few weeks. Our speed limit review was the issue that we went to last week, as we’ve been looking at, or going into a deeper dive into parts of the State Government's Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD). We had a comprehensive presentation on the process for changing speed limits on our roads.


As was pointed out by the presenter, speed limit reviews are an eight-step process. It sounds cumbersome, but that's the process that's mandated for the provision of engineering services to include and to be initiated on the basis of reasons, including traffic behaviour, surrounding land use, safety concerns, road upgrades and general community feedback, before there can be a change to a posted speed limit. 


So, this was what we talked about in the Committee. Highlighted in the presentation, there were two aspects of a speed limit that are assessed, crash risk, infrastructure risk and the road classification and the analysis of speed data to determine what motorists perceive as a reasonable travel speed. An engineer will then overlay a professional judgement and consider other factors, such as the adjacent speed limits on adjoining roads, the length that a speed zone will have, routes that are consistent and route consistency and other safety measures.


So, Mr Chair, this information is available to all members of Council, if you’d like to have a look at the Committee report. I recommend it for everyone to have a look at. I think the bottom line is that we are always concerned about road safety and in particular the speed on our roads. But I need to continue to point out that there's a process that is gone through for any changes to speed limits. It is governed and controlled by the State Government's Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices. 


Mr Chair, there was a petition last week in relation to the perceived risk of road safety in and around Yeerongpilly Green. I’ll leave it at that point to any debate from other Councillors.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. I rise to speak on the petition response on the Yeerongpilly Green. I’d like to start by putting on the record my views to Council, so they are very clear. This is what I have written in my formal submission back to Council about the petition: “It’s been almost one year since this petition was lodged with Council about what is now a Council road and has been for some time. The failure to act on the petitioners’ response after an extensive investigation period is unacceptable. Promises were also made back in 2014, following the last petition, to enhance pedestrian facilities outside the Tennis Centre, which have never eventuated. 


In January 2020 the LORD MAYOR promised, in writing, to a resident to undertake a traffic survey and a speed review in the precinct. Was that done? If not, why not? Is Council in the habit of ignoring the LORD MAYOR’s commitments to residents? Why is Council now in mid-July promising to do another speed review if one was done in January? What were those results? Why aren’t they part of this response? Council has had over a year to investigate responses to the petitioners’ requests and is still failing to act. Council agreed to upgrade King Arthur Terrace to a district access road against my advice.

Council fully supported and fast-tracked the State Government’s master plan, road arrangements, development approvals and neighbourhood plan for Yeerongpilly Green Precinct against my objections.

Blaming the State Labor Government for something Council has fully supported for many, many years, is counterproductive. Residents want action, not blame.” 

Then it goes on to say: “Make sure you get my reply right so Councillor McLACHLAN can publicly attack me as usual for what is a failure of Council to act on serious road issues raised by many years for Tennyson residents.”
Let me be clear. This petition was lodged a year ago and Council has done nothing. In a year. Not even a traffic survey promised by the LORD MAYOR because I’ve also done a file request and I know that that’s not been done. In fact, the black tube counters are out on King Arthur Terrace now.

This has been a problem since day one. I went back and had a look at just some of the correspondence, as back as far as March 2009, I was asking for the shared pedestrian zone outside the tennis centre. Council said no.

I’ve moved motions in this Chamber to have shared pedestrian zones created in 2015. This Council has done nothing to address the serious traffic concerns on King Arthur Terrace. A couple of years ago, they refused to lower the speed on King Arthur Terrace to 50 kilometres an hour. 

The residents are angry. I was at a big public meeting on Thursday night. They are furious with this Council for failing to act on road safety concerns.

Now, let me get a couple of other things right about Council’s response here. Council is going to do a speed review. Whoop-de-do. You could have done that a year ago when the residents asked and you did not do so.

Council has fully supported, fully supported every single thing the State Government has done here and trying to blame them for not doing the right thing and fixing the problems, which you should have done at the time, is unacceptable. 

The neighbourhood plan that was endorsed by this Council a few years ago had no public consultation. I am the only one that voted against it, along with Councillor SRI, and we voted against it. It’s the only neighbourhood plan that has never had any consultation. Council accepted the State Government’s master plan, including all the road issues and said, yep, we’ll just endorse it.

The response here is to take away a zebra crossing and refuse to put in a new zebra crossing where the residents want it. The crossing that’s being taken away is the crossing that Council forced on the State Government because I’ve seen the files. It is unacceptable what you are doing.

The whole section should be 50. All of it and there’s a section around the shared area outside the tennis centre that should be converted to a slow shared zone like outside Griffith University at South Bank.

Someone will be killed here. It is a massive area. This development is going to be the size of a new suburb and Council has not got the road safety arrangements properly in place.

This response is inadequate. It does nothing practical to address the petitioners’ concerns. It is the wrong response and after a year of waiting, this is the best that Council come up with? I just think it is absolutely appalling. It shows a level of inaction and neglect by this Council that is unacceptable.

It is just not right that this Council refuses to act on the concerns of residents. The response before us today says that this—the response we’re going to send out to them will respond to the petitioners’ concerns. I can tell you that it does not. I have spoken to the chief petitioner about the response by Council. He is unhappy. I’m unhappy and the residents aren’t getting any improvements.

It is unacceptable that Council continues to ignore road safety issues when they are raised by residents legitimately and it is—the promises happened in 2015. The promises happened in 2012. The promises happened in 2009 and the only thing this Council has done is back the State Government’s over-development of this complex and put lives at risk.

This Council needs to act now. A hundred-and-seventy-five residents signed a petition. It’s only a few years ago that we had hundreds that signed the petition asking for the old section of King Arthur Terrace to be reduced to 50. It’s just not acceptable that Council refuses to act on residents’ concerns.

I am so disappointed. So disappointed that Council has done nothing and I had a call from the divisional manager—sorry, not the divisional manager but the Manager of TNO (Transport Network Operations) last week, asking me how things were going and I told her exactly this. You’re not doing anything. You are letting Brisbane residents down.

We have hundreds of residents living in high rise apartments immediately on a district access road without safe crossing points. The speed of through-traffic is too high. It needs to be reduced down.

We need to be planning properly for pedestrian and bike access around this precinct. None of that is happening and the only thing this Administration is interested in doing is playing a pathetic and juvenile blame game with the State Government. 

That’s ridiculous because Council actively pursued and requested a number of the actual road treatments that are in place. For example, the zebra crossing. Council actively supported and endorsed the arrangements for the precinct through its neighbourhood planning process.

These things do not demonstrate that Council is willing to take responsibility and ensure that the right things are being done in this area.

Let me be clear. We need safer pedestrian options. We need to reduce the speed along this section of the road and we need to make sure that pedestrians and cyclists have safe access and crossing points in an incredibly busy major sporting facility. They just do not have them.

This problem is only going to get a lot worse when another 3,000 people move into a seven-hectare area. It just is going to be diabolical and I urge Council to fix the problems. Not just say we’ll do a review and then do nothing because that’s gone on now for over a decade. We need action. 

If someone is hurt here, Council is fully aware of all of the concerns about this precinct and it is incredibly disappointing that this Council refuses to take action.

So I’ll just say to the residents out there, I’m sorry that your Council is not listening to you. I am sorry that we have, for over a decade now, asked for pedestrian safety changes and improvements as this site has developed.

Certainly, it is clear that this Council is not prepared to take responsibility for its road network. This is a Council road and has been for over a year and it is just not good enough. It is just not good enough.

You should be ashamed to send this response out to residents who have waited a year for such a pathetic response. I do not support what you are doing. I will be calling for a division and I flag that I would like a seconder. I absolutely am not voting for such a pathetic response that does not—

Chair:
Councillor, your time—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—respond to residents.

Chair:
Are there any further speakers? 

Further—Councillor SRI?

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Chair. I’ll keep it brief. Just in response to the item on speed limit review processes. I think one thing that the report omits is, the level of discretion that individual Council officers and engineers have and are able to exercise when making some of these calls. 


I don’t disagree with Councillor McLACHLAN that ultimately this is a State Government process that sets out the steps Council has to follow but, particularly at the early stages, in terms of looking at whether a particular road corridor might meet one of the criteria-based speed limit options, there’s a lot of discretion that individual Council officers can exercise. I have noticed, depending on which traffic engineer in Council you ask or put the request to—

Councillor interjecting.
Councillor SRI:
—you can get very, very different responses. I think it’s important that we acknowledge that Council officers are exercising discretion in that way and that all Councillors understand that, although this process has the appearance of objectivity, it is in fact quite a subjective and somewhat inconsistent process.


So I do think it’s important that particularly senior Council officers and department heads are aware that there’s a lot of inconsistency in terms of how TPO (Transport Planning and Operations) and Council officers within the hierarchy actually engage with this—these processes.


Certainly, I’ve had times when I’ve been asking for a couple of years for a speed limit review process on a particular corridor and feeling like the officers aren’t even interested in it. Then there’s a change of officer and I put the request through again and—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Councillor SRI:
—I get a very different answer.

Chair: 
Point of order to you, Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
This again is a debate on a process, not what we have before us today. Relevance, please.

Chair:
Yes. No, I appreciate—yes. Yes, thank you, DEPUTY MAYOR. 

I appreciate the points your making, Councillor SRI but they are once again something we were discussing earlier, the general comments about the general process but this presentation is about a specific process and can I just—

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Chair. I just totally disagree with your point. I’m speaking specifically about the speed limit review process. It’s definitely relevant.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you—there was a point of order called. 

Who was that?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Mr Chairman, I’d just like to clarify the issue here. I was understanding Councillor SRI was speaking about the speed limit review process.

Chair:
Yes.

Councillor JOHNSTON: 
Which involves the actions of Council officers in assessing changes to speed limits. Are you saying that’s irrelevant to the Committee presentation on speed limit reviews?

Chair:
No. No, I’m not. 

Councillor SRI?

Councillor SRI:
Thanks. Yes. No, I didn’t have much more to add other than I just do want Council officers and Councillors—and particularly the LORD MAYOR, to understand and be aware that there is a lot of discretion being exercised around this stuff.


That’s important, because the MAYOR for example, or one of the Chairs, might refer a question back down to the Council officers and ask for their feedback and say, well we need to draft a Mayoral response to this question. Depending on which traffic engineer looks at the road in question, you can get very different outcomes and results.


Certainly, in my ward, I advocate strongly for pedestrian safety and cycling safety outcomes and argue strongly for much lower speed limits. I wish the Administration in general was more supportive of being a little bit ambitious and enacting some of the trials which the MUTCD that Councillor McLACHLAN referred to does allow a bit of scope for trials and the non-standard speed limits, depending on specific circumstances.


But either way, my point really in response to this report is that while it has the veneer of an objective and neutral process, there’s a lot of wiggle room and a lot of scope for discretion in there.

The Council Administration needs to acknowledge that and grapple with that, and in particular when the Infrastructure Chair’s team is working closely with the Public and Active Transport Chair’s team, it’s really important to be mindful of that because, sometimes for example, the bikeways guys or Council officers who are looking at pedestrian safety, might have a view that dropping the speed limit makes sense but if the traffic engineer that they happen to be talking to doesn’t want to lower speed limits, then it won’t go any further than that.

So it is important that we’re really mindful of that and that we look to be guided a little more strongly by those concerns of—about pedestrian safety and by the views of local Councillors, I think.

Because, at the end of the day, if someone is exercising discretion, you would think that that exercise of discretion needs to be accountable in some way and it needs to be clear and transparent as to why a certain officer is making a certain decision rather than pretending that it’s a neutral or objective enquiry when in fact there’s quite a bit of power that’s being exercised behind the scenes.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Further speakers?

Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Look, I’ll be brief in wrapping up. I’ll go to Councillor SRI’s remarks about his claim if anyone was listening to that, though you may conclude that in his opinion and therefore conclude that Council officers have the discretion to make these decisions about speeds on roads. 

They can have an opinion but it’s—the process is, as was outlined in the Committee report, it goes to a Speed Management Committee that consists of Council, Queensland Police Service and the State Government’s Transport—Department of Transport and Main Roads.

So, whilst there may be an opinion of a Council officer, it is a Committee response and it is a response made up of everybody who is involved in road safety, starting with the police, Department of Transport and Main Roads, and Council.

So if anybody is listening and believe as a consequence of listening to Councillor SRI, that Council officers can manipulate the outcome of that process of a request from a Councillor to have a reduction in the speed limit, that’s not correct. It does go through the process. It is outlined in the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices and it is mandated by the State Government and it is under the control of the State Minister for Transport.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you Councillor SRI?

Councillor SRI:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Well I don’t think you were but all right, I’ll note it. 

Councillor McLACHLAN, continue.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you.

Councillor SRI:
I’m just seeking a ruling as to whether you’re able to express an opinion as to my claim to be misrepresented before I’ve even explained the claim?

Chair:
Of course I’m allowed to have an opinion.

Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN?

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Sorry, I think we had a slight freeze there. In relation to Councillor JOHNSTON’s remarks, well look, Councillor JOHNSTON loves process until the process delivers an outcome she doesn’t agree with. This is a road network, as she mentioned, has come to Council as a contributed asset from Economic Development Queensland, EDQ, who are responsible for the development of the area to which she refers, Yeerongpilly Green.


There are issues with the road network that have been inherited and I’m happy to look at those issues that we’ve inherited. They do include, for example, the installation of a zebra crossing on a road that has 60 kilometre an hour road speed. That is against and contrary to the State’s Manual—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
—so that’s an issue—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
—that we will attend to as we look at the issue—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
—as we maintain this road network.

Chair:
Councillor—
Councillor interjecting.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Now, it is in Council control.

Chair:
No.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
All right, Councillor SRI, your claim to be misrepresented?

Councillor SRI:
Yes, Councillor McLACHLAN suggested that I was claiming that Council officers are manipulating the process. That is certainly not what I was saying. I was simply saying that there is some discretion exercised because some of the criteria are qualitative rather than quantitative.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillor SRI. 

All right, I will now put the resolution. 

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

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 – SPEED LIMIT REVIEWS

110/2020-21
1.
The Transport Network Operations Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on speed limit reviews. She provided the information below.

2.
A Speed Limit Review (SLR) describes the process by which speed zones on existing Queensland roads are reviewed and set. The process is detailed in Part 4 of the Queensland Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD). A SLR is considered a professional engineering service under the Professional Engineers Act 2002, which can only be undertaken by a Registered Professional Engineer of Queensland (RPEQ).

3.
A SLR involves an eight-step staged technical assessment which is used to determine appropriate speed limits for existing roads. The SLR process provides consistent methodology across all of Queensland. The SLR process was revised in 2019, with the current SLR process coming into effect in November 2019.

4.
The first step in the SLR process involves the identification of a need for review. Council can undertake a SLR when there is an identified need including:


-
traffic behaviour/land use


-
reported crashes/near misses


-
road upgrades


-
community feedback.

5.
The second step involves the identification of any Criteria Based Speed Limits (CBSL) that may apply. CBSL are speed limits that can automatically be applied to roads with a particular design or function, including shared zones, high active transport user areas, car parks or local urban streets. If a given criteria is met, a recommendation for a speed limit can be made immediately. 

6.
If no CBSL is applicable, the Risk Assessed Speed Limit (RASL) and Speed Data Speed Limit (SDSL) must be considered. Steps three, four and five involve the determination of RASL and SDSL. RASL is determined using a combination of crash risk, infrastructure risk and road classification. SDSL is determined by using the existing speed data to determine what motorists perceive as reasonable travel speed. The recommended speed limit is the lower of the RASL and SDSL.

7.
The sixth step of the SLR process is the RPEQ’s recommendation. The SLR process recommends a speed limit based on the CBSL, RASL and SDSL. Engineering judgement is required to consider whether recommendation is suitable. Engineers may consider:


-
adjacent speed limits


-
length of speed zones


-
route consistency


-
road infrastructure elements not identified in the SLR process


-
specific safety risks not fully accounted for in the SLR process. 

8.
The seventh step involves the approval and implementation of the SLR. SLRs must be submitted to the Speed Management Committee (SMC) for endorsement. SMC includes representatives from Council, the Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR) and the Queensland Police Service. Once the SLR has been endorsed, a change to speed limits can proceed to implementation. If a consensus cannot be achieved, the SLR can be referred to a Speed Limit Review Panel (SLRP) for further review, which is comprised of a senior TMR representative.

9.
The final step in the SLR process is the monitoring and evaluation of the modified speed limit. Speed limits should be programmed for review on a regular basis to identify changes in traffic conditions, speed environment, land uses and crash rates. When speed limits are modified, the outcome should be monitored to ensure compliance. 

10.
The SLR process does not apply to the following scenarios:

-
temporary speed zones for roadworks

-
advisory speeds

-
school zones.

11.
The SLR process is not used when designing new roads. Design speed is adopted based on the desired form and function of road.

12.
The Committee was shown a list of recent SLRs processed and the outcomes.

13.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Transport Network Operations Manager, for her informative presentation.

14.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED
B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL MAKE CHANGES TO REDUCE THE RISK OF ROAD SAFETY INCIDENTS IN AND AROUND YEERONGPILLY GREEN
CA19/938637
111/2020-21
15.
A petition from residents, requesting that Council make changes to reduce the risk of road safety incidents in and around Yeerongpilly Green, was received during the Spring Recess 2019.
16.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

17.
The petition contains 175 signatures. 

18.
Yeerongpilly Green is a transit-oriented development undertaken by the Queensland Government. The development is planned to accommodate a mix of commercial and residential uses and is situated on approximately 14 hectares in Brisbane’s southern suburb of Yeerongpilly. The Queensland Tennis Centre is located directly adjacent to the development site. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map.
19.
Council has inherited this new road network within the Yeerongpilly Green precinct from Economic Development Queensland, a division of the Queensland Government’s Department of State Development, Infrastructure and Planning (DSDIP). It is noted that the speed limits within this precinct between Fairfield Road and Softstone Street are inconsistent. Therefore, Council has flagged this area for a speed limit review so that the posted speed limits are appropriate for the road environment.

20.
In relation to the petitioners’ request for the removal of the zebra crossing at the merge point on King Arthur Terrace, Council supports the removal of the pavement marking so that this crossing is no longer a zebra crossing.

21.
It is noted that the petitioners have requested the installation of a new pedestrian crossing facility at the western end of King Arthur Terrace on the southern side. When considering a location for a pedestrian facility, Council’s primary focus is for the safety of pedestrians while maintaining efficient traffic movement on the road network. Council will investigate the possibility of a crossing facility at this location in accordance with the guidelines outlined by the Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR). 

22.
Should this location meet TMR’s requirements, funding to design and construct a new pedestrian facility will be considered in a future Council budget prioritised against competing citywide priorities. Council will also consider installing a pedestrian pathway sign to direct pedestrians towards the Queensland Tennis Centre (QTC) as part of the investigation into providing a crossing facility near this location.

23.
The petitioners’ request about the existing crossing facility located on the western end of Godiva Avenue has been noted. Pedestrian zebra crossings are installed in locations where there is constant pedestrian movement throughout the day and the road speed limit is not more than 50 km/h. While it is acknowledged that the QTC is a significant trip generator at peak times and events, this only occurs during short periods. At all other times and days this crossing location is used sparingly. Therefore, Council does not support the installation of a zebra crossing at this location. 

24.
As the changes to the road network in Yeerongpilly Green were undertaken by the Queensland Government, Council is continuing negotiations with the DSDIP to rectify the outstanding matters raised by the petitioners. 

Consultation

25.
Councillor Nicole Johnston, Councillor for Tennyson Ward, has been consulted and neither agrees nor disagrees with the recommendation.


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

27.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Steve Griffiths and Charles Strunk abstaining.

28.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Petition Reference: CA19/938637

Thank you for your petition requesting Council make changes to reduce the risk of road safety incidents in and around Yeerongpilly Green. 
Council has inherited the new road network within the Yeerongpilly Green precinct from Economic Development Queensland, a division of the Queensland Government’s Department of State Development, Infrastructure and Planning (DSDIP). The speed limits within this precinct between Fairfield Road and Softstone Street are inconsistent. Therefore, Council has flagged the area for a speed limit review so that the posted speed limits are appropriate for the road environment. 

In relation to the petitioners’ request for the removal of the zebra crossing at the merge point on King Arthur Terrace, Council supports the removal of the pavement marking so that this crossing is no longer a zebra crossing. 

The request for the installation of a new pedestrian crossing facility at the western end of King Arthur Terrace has been noted. When considering a location for a pedestrian facility, Council’s primary focus is for the safety of pedestrians while maintaining efficient traffic movement on the road network. Council will investigate the possibility of a crossing facility at this location in accordance with the guidelines outlined by the Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR). 

Should this location meet TMR’s requirements, funding to design and construct a new pedestrian facility will be considered in a future Council budget prioritised against competing citywide priorities. Council will also consider installing a pedestrian pathway sign to direct pedestrians towards the Queensland Tennis Centre (QTC) as part of the investigation into providing a crossing facility near this location. 

The request about the existing crossing facility located on the western end of Godiva Avenue has been noted. Pedestrian zebra crossings are installed in locations where there is constant pedestrian movement throughout the day and the road speed limit is not more than 50 km/h. While it is acknowledged that the QTC is a significant trip generator at peak times and events, this only occurs during short periods. At all other times and days this crossing location is used sparingly. Therefore, Council does not support the installation of a zebra crossing at this location. 

As the changes to the road network in Yeerongpilly Green were undertaken by the Queensland Government, Council is continuing negotiations with the DSDIP to rectify the outstanding matters you have raised. 

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Kiran Sreedharan, Senior Transport Network Officer, Transport Network Operations South, Investigations Unit, Transport Network Operations, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3178 1178.

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 18 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Yes, thanks, Mr Chair. Our presentation last week was an update on Council’s street trees. Our city supports more than 450,000 urban street trees and millions of trees in our urban parks.

Brisbane street trees provide a broad range of values and functions with benefits including economic, such as increased property values and reduced energy costs. Environmental such as wildlife habitat, reduced water pollution, reduced air pollution and stored carbon. Social and cultural values such as providing shade and cooling, creative attractive landscapes and improved sense of space and encouraging outdoor activity.

As lovely as our trees are, there are some challenges to maintain the health of urban street trees and these include tree diseases and pests, like funguses and borers, weather events, increasingly contested space in our suburbs and adjacent residents refusing to support new street trees being planted.

We have undertaken an inventory of all street trees and have recorded more than 500 species and their relevant height, canopy width and age class.

Following on from the citywide street tree audit, Council officers have also undertaken a review of the 36 approved tree species for streets in Brisbane City. The review selected tree species with the following characteristics: good performing, low maintenance needs, climate resilience, small to medium size, ability to grow under powerlines and enhancing a sense of place within each precinct. The review has seen nine of the current species retired with the new list containing 64 approved street tree species. 

We are also working with Energex to find approved trees that can be planted under powerlines. Currently, there is only a list of six. During the review, an additional seven were identified and the list is currently sitting with Energex for approval.

We also had two petitions in our Committee last week. First petition was requesting that Council install a gazebo and seating in Elanora Park at Wynnum, a dog off‑leash area or consider planting more trees in that park. A shelter with seats was installed within the small dog off-leash area and was completed in early July 2020. 

The second petition was requesting to not relocate the shelter in the dog off-leash area in Merri Merri Park at Chapel Hill. I understand that the shelter was close to resident’s homes when the requests were made by neighbouring homeowners. The shelter was proposed to be moved further into the park and that, unfortunately, has a flood overlay. So the users of the dog park and the head petitioner met with Councillor ADERMANN and worked out a compromise to move the shelter away from the house but not into the flood overlay area.

Both local residents and dog park users seem happy with this outcome and I understand that Councillor ADERMANN is going to talk further about this, but I wanted to clarify as both Councillor CASSIDY and Councillor GRIFFITHS abstained from voting during the Committee. I will leave debate to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor ADERMANN.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Sorry, who was it?

Chair:
Councillor ADERMANN.

Councillor ADERMANN:
Thank you, Chair. I rise to speak about item C, the petition about the shelter at Merri Merri Dog Off-Leash Park at Chapel Hill. I am pleased to report that this is a story with a happy ending but it could have easily gone the other way.


This is democracy at its best and shows how Council’s petition system is meant to work. It has been a win for people power, but to get the outcome, it ultimately needed Council to listen and respond and I thank the Schrinner Administration for doing exactly that and acting in the best interests of those we represent.


Let me start by painting a brief picture about this particular dog off-leash park. Because of its location, Merri Merri is arguably the most popular dog off-leash park in the Pullenvale Ward. It’s that good, that even my son’s very particular French bulldog, Basil, loves it.


It is one of those wonderful community meeting places where locals congregate in numbers and make it a social occasion while their dogs do what dogs do in an off-leash park.

But not everyone will ever be happy. Enter a local resident who lives close to the park who I will call—or refer to as X. Despite the fact that he purchased his property after the dog park was established, it is fair to assume that X doesn’t like dogs, nor does it appear that he likes seeing people enjoying themselves. So X went out of his way to make life as uncomfortable as he could for the Chapel Hill dog-loving community.

It started with loud heavy metal music, but when that didn’t deter them, it was replaced with a different type of metal, that being the sound of a chainsaw being pumped out through an amplifier. 

Enter the candidate. Early into the election campaign, I was invited to attend a meeting of the disgruntled dog owners at the park. They had been told that X was pressuring Council to have the dog shelter relocated to another part of the park where, when it rained ever so slightly, became a creek. 

As a candidate, there was nothing I could do to intervene but I promised that if elected, we would sort this out. But we needed to buy time and the only way we could do that was to encourage people power and submit a petition to Council. That the residents did, and in numbers, and the rest was history.

Upon being elected as the Pullenvale Ward Councillor, I contacted the chief petitioner, Rob Murdoch, and told him that I would deliver on my commitment.

Mr Chair, I want to acknowledge our western suburbs assets team and in particular, the Park’s Manager, Shane Klepper, who was fantastic in helping me achieve an outcome that the majority supported.

We looked at the existing decaying shelter and it came down to a choice of upgrading that, building a new one in its place or building a new one in another section of the park.

I consulted the local community but, before we made a final decision, I door knocked X to let him know what we were thinking. While he conceded what we had in mind was better than where the shelter was currently located, his preference was still out of sight, out of mind in the path of the creek.

The happy ending I mentioned earlier is that the dog lovers of Chapel Hill love their new shelter, which is further away from X’s residence.

At their invitation, I joined them one Friday afternoon recently to celebrate the end of the journey. What I didn’t expect was to be ambushed by X and have a spotlight in my face and a lot of abusive language. As local representatives, we’ve all been there but the reward is achieving the right outcome and one that the community knows was made in their best interests.

Mr Chair, it goes without saying that this outcome is pawfect for the dogs and the local residents are no longer up the creek. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS, can you just turn your microphone on, please?
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, it’s on now. I’m sorry. Thank you. Thank you, for the call.
Seriatim - Clause C
	Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS requested that Clause C, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL NOT RELOCATE THE SHELTER IN THE DOG OFF-LEASH AREA, IN MERRI MERRI PARK, CHAPEL HILL, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Chair:
For voting. Yes.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, that’s it. So, where will I start? I’ll start first with—first on the presentation. Last week, we did have a very interesting presentation and I think Councillor CUNNINGHAM mentioned there were 450,000 trees in the city that we’ve found and that they have realised, or they’ve found, that they can fit another 100,000 trees or street trees into our city.


So we welcome that. I also noted that they could do that, they could do analysis of street trees or a map of street trees but they couldn’t do a map of broken footpaths. So that might be something the Administration wants to work on, that we’re good with street trees but we failed with footpaths. 


In relation—and each of those trees, as I understand it, is—has a GPS location so they’re very easy to track. The difficulty with this, or some of the benefits of our street trees, as Councillor CUNNINGHAM said, is there is economic, environmental and social. That all makes sense to most of us but I think what was interesting for me was, what came out in the presentation, was that wealthier suburbs have more trees and wealthier suburbs have more street trees.


Lower socio-economic areas or poorer areas have less tree cover and less money to put into street trees and other trees. So it was a very interesting divide and it seems to be one that we haven’t grappled with in our city. 

We seem to be very good at providing street trees to people who are more affluent and not necessarily good at greening our suburbs that aren’t as affordable or aren’t—not looking after our citizens in areas that aren’t as affordable.

I thought that was a very telling indictment on the Administration and very telling indictment on our city. I think it’s really disappointing that we aren’t actually focusing on the areas of our city that actually need street trees because they don’t have enough cover but we’re sort of going, we’ll plant more street trees in suburbs that already have lots of street trees.

One of the examples that I thought of was our industrial areas. Now, we’ve said as a goal that we’re going to have 50% tree cover in our residential areas in our residential areas, but residents who live near industrial areas, what are they getting? They’re actually getting zero. Nothing, and there is no plan for our industrial areas.

I asked in the presentation for a copy of the heat map. Strangely enough, it wasn’t with the presentation but the heat map, when you’ve seen this presentation several times, as I have over my time in Council, consistently shows that the hottest areas of the city are our industrial areas.

These are the areas we forget. We fail. We miss out on. I wasn’t surprised that it wasn’t in the presentation because I think it’s too telling and I don’t think it fits the story that the Administration wants to tell. 

So, from my perspective, I really think those heat maps belong with this presentation. Belong with the plan for what we’re going to do with the hottest areas of our city. It was noted, when an area is shaded, we actually—we make it seven per cent cooler so why don’t we want to shade the hottest areas of our city? Wouldn’t that be something simple and effective that we can do?

I think so. The party—the Labor Party thinks so. I call out to the Administration to actually come up with a plan that will see street trees planted in our hottest areas.

So that aside, I think we should be the leader with this program. We shouldn’t be just patting ourselves on the back here saying we’ve done a great job. There is so much more we can do and we need to be doing that so that we can led nationally but also internationally and show what can be done with a city that looks after tree planting across the whole city and for everyone.

Finally, I just go back to that petition that Councillor ADERMANN was talking about. I understand that was raised by the previous Councillor, Councillor Kate Richards. I notice that Councillor Kate Richards, well it certainly says it in the petition, wasn’t acknowledged. I think that’s really sad, given that Kate Richards performed so well in the Chamber and was so loyal to the LNP. Even right to the end. Even to the end, after she had been knifed, she was loyal. 

No one, no one there, even her old mate, the LORD MAYOR and the DEPUTY MAYOR, can say her name. I just think that’s a sad indictment of the Administration and a sad indictment on Councillor Richards, who I actually thought did a pretty good job and I thought was a pretty effective operator in her community. So we won’t be supporting—

Councillor MACKAY:
Point of order, Chair. Relevance?
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Oh, I’ve touched a nerve somewhere. We won’t be supporting that petition. Okay, thank you, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor CUMMING?

Councillor CUMMING:
Yes, thanks, Mr Chair. Mr Chair, I refer to the petition in relation to item B. The petition sought shade and seating on trees—or trees, over the small dog off-leash area at Elanora Park, which has a—which is a major park on the Esplanade and at the northern end of Wynnum. The park includes a large dog off-leash area, one of the largest in Brisbane. It’s about 200 metres long and 100 metres wide. It also includes the Wynnum Rugby Club and the Wynnum Softball Club.


But a couple of years ago, in response to public demand, we established a small dog off-leash area, adjoining the large area. The two areas have a common fence. A nice little shelter was constructed which included some seats. It was decided that this was a better option than planting trees, which have, in the past, reached a certain root depth and then the trees have curled up their toes. This is because the Elanora Park is on an old dump site.


I believe the seats under the shelter were made up of recycled plastic and I thought that’s a good use of plastic. I inspected the shelter several months ago and it’s well built and it appears to have achieved the objectives it intended. It will be particularly appreciated during the hot summer months.


Also, I should mention the project was paid for out of the Ward Suburban Enhancement Fund. 

I’d like to thank the Council officers for working with me to come up with a solution to this problem. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Further speakers?


Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Yes, thanks, Mr Chair, and I’d first like to address the comments from Councillor GRIFFITHS. It is categorically untrue what he said about where our street trees are planted and he knows that it is untrue. The comment from the Council officer was that community attitudes towards street trees are different. That is reflected in research and we have that research to back that up.


Councillor GRIFFITHS knows that the comment from the Council officer was around community attitudes towards street trees are different in different suburbs. It is completely untrue what he said.


As he also said, through you, Mr Chair, he referred to the heat map. As I explained to Councillor GRIFFITHS, the heat map is with the State Government. When I have permission to release that, I will be more than happy to share it with Councillor GRIFFITHS. I will leave the rest. Thanks, Mr Chair.

Chair:
 I will now put items A and B. 

Clauses A and B put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clauses A and B of the report of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability 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 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 – STREET TREE UPDATE

112/2020-21
1.
The Parks and Natural Resources Manager, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide an update on Council’s street trees. He provided the information below.

2.
Brisbane’s urban forest comprises the vegetation on private and public lands in Council’s urban areas. The Committee was shown an image outlining Brisbane’s urban and rural living areas.

3.
Brisbane’s urban forest provides a broad range of values and functions, with benefits including:

-
economic ​– increased property values, reduced energy costs, deceased health costs, reduced property damage due to wind attenuation, avoided costs of infrastructure renewal

-
environmental – providing wildlife habitat, reduced stormwater flows, reduced water pollution, reduced air pollution, stored carbon

-
social/cultural – providing shade and cooling, creating attractive landscapes, improved sense of place, encouraging outdoor activity, reduced exposure to sun, improved physical and mental wellbeing.

4.
The city supports more than 450,000 urban street trees and millions of trees in urban parks. Challenges in maintaining the health of urban street trees include:


-
tree diseases and pests (e.g. fungus, borers)

-
weather events (e.g. droughts, storms, flooding)

-
increasingly contested space (i.e. inadequate growing conditions for canopy and roots)

-
adjacent residents refusing to support new street trees being planted.

5.
Council has undertaken an inventory of all street trees and has recorded more than 500 species and their relevant height, canopy width and age class. Council endeavours to deliver tree planting events across the community, as well as prioritising shade-hungry locations for future tree planting under the Greener Suburbs program and other street tree planting activities. 

6.
To increase the ‘sense of place’ as people move around Brisbane, Council is introducing Landscape Character Precincts with a different palette of trees in each precinct (e.g. coastal, wetlands, riparian, arterial roads, etc.). Council is reviewing the street and park trees with a view to reducing maintenance and including more climate-resilient species to ensure that trees planted today are capable of surviving and thriving under future climate conditions.

7.
The long-standing Free Native Plants Program is being reviewed to streamline its delivery to key customers, namely residential ratepayers and schools for Arbor Day planting.

8.
Council has undertaken a review of the 36 approved tree species for streets in Brisbane City. Nine of the current species were retired with the new list containing 64 approved tree species.


The review selected tree species with the following characteristics:

-
good performing

-
low maintenance needs

-
climate resilient and hardy

-
small to medium size 

-
ability to grow under powerlines

-
enhancing ‘sense of place’ within each precinct.

9.
The Committee was shown an image outlining the city’s landscape character precincts. 

10.
The Committee was shown images of the retained and new approved street trees.

11.
The proposed tree species for retirement are:

-
Auranticarpa rhombifolia (Queensland pittosporum)

-
Callistemon salignus (White bottlebrush)

-
Cassia siamea (Cassod tree)

-
Flindersia brayleyana (Queensland maple)
-
Grevillea baileyana (White oak)

-
Lagerstroemia speciose (Queen’s crepe myrtle)

-
Peltophorum pterocarpum (Yellow poinciana)
-
Schotia brachypetala (Kaffir bean)

-
Xanthostemon chrysanthus (Golden penda). 
12.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Parks and Natural Resources Manager for his informative presentation.

13.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED
B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INSTALL A GAZEBO AND SEATING IN ELANORA PARK, WYNNUM, DOG OFF-LEASH AREA OR CONSIDER PLANTING MORE TREES



CA20/254200
113/2020-21
14.
A petition from residents, requesting that Council install a gazebo and seating in Elanora Park, Wynnum, dog off-leash area or consider planting more trees, was received during the Election Recess 2020.
15.
The Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

16.
The petition contains 42 signatures.

17.
The small dog off-leash area was first established at Elanora Park, Wynnum, when a request was received to separate the large and small dog off-leash areas by installing a fence. Concerns were raised with possible entrapment issues at entry points and as a result, a small dog off-leash area was constructed on the outside of the existing large dog off-leash area.

18.
Council officers from East Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, have had discussions with Councillor Peter Cumming, Councillor for Wynnum Manly Ward, regarding the lack of shade within the small dog off-leash area. A decision was made to install a 4 x 4 metre shelter with seats within the small dog off-leash area (refer Attachment B, submitted on file) and funding was obtained from the Wynnum Manly Ward, 2019-20 Suburban Enhancement Fund. The scheduled works commenced on 25 May 2020 and were completed in early July 2020. 

19.
Council’s Land Remediation Unit investigated the option of planting trees throughout the dog off-leash area and found this option could not be accommodated due to the constraints associated with the site being a former landfill site. Further investigation, planning and stakeholder consultation would need to be undertaken before any consideration can be determined. This investigation would need to be listed for consideration as part of Council’s future capital works program.


Funding

20.
Funding of the shelter with seating was obtained from the Wynnum Manly Ward Suburban Enhancement Fund.

Consultation

21.
Councillor Peter Cumming, Councillor for Wynnum Manly Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation. 


Customer impact
22.
The installation of a shelter with seating will improve the visitor experience for the patrons of the small dog off-leash area within Elanora Park.

23.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed. 

24.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/254200
Thank you for your petition requesting that Council install a gazebo and seating in Elanora Park, Wynnum, dog off-leash area or consider planting more trees.

Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

The request for the possibility of planting more trees in the dog off-leash area was undertaken and it was determined that the area was not suitable due to constraints from the former use as a landfill site. 

Council has already scheduled to install a shelter with seating within the small dog off-leash area, in Elanora Park, Wynnum. Councillor Peter Cumming, Councillor for Wynnum Manly, allocated funding from the 2019-20 Suburban Enhancement Fund. These works commenced on 25 May 2020 and were completed in early July 2020.

Please advise the other petitioners of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact 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 NOT RELOCATE THE SHELTER IN THE DOG OFF-LEASH AREA, IN MERRI MERRI PARK, CHAPEL HILL



CA20/325337

114/2020-21
25.
A petition from residents, requesting to not relocate the shelter in the dog off-leash area, in Merri Merri Park, Chapel Hill, was received during the Election Recess 2020.
26.
The Executive Manager, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

27.
The petition contains 38 signatures.

28.
Council received a request from the former Councillor for Pullenvale Ward, on behalf of a local resident, requesting the shelter be relocated within the dog off-leash area in Merri Merri Park. Council was advised the current location of the shelter was disrupting the liveability of adjoining residential properties.

29.
The existing shelter is currently situated in the highest part of the dog off-leash area and close to neighbouring properties. Council received a request to move the shelter to mitigate the disruption to surrounding residents. However, the area originally chosen for the relocated shelter has a flood overlay. 

30.
Councillor Greg Adermann, Councillor for Pullenvale Ward, conducted consultation with local residents and park users and has come to an agreement to move the shelter closer to the footpath and away from neighbouring residential properties. The relocation of the shelter is now completed. An aerial image of the dog off-leash area can be found in Attachment B (submitted on file).

Consultation

31.
Councillor Greg Adermann, Councillor for Pullenvale Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation. 


Customer impact
32.
The park users of this dog off-leash area will continue to have the shelter in a new location for use and it will not impact adjoining residents.

33.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Jared Cassidy and Steve Griffiths abstaining. 

34.
RECOMMENDATION:


THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/325337

Thank you for your petition requesting Council not relocate the shelter in the dog off-leash area, in Merri Merri Park, Chapel Hill.

Council has completed an onsite investigation and considered your request.

The existing shelter was situated in the highest part of the dog off-leash area but close to neighbouring properties. The location originally chosen to relocate the shelter to is in a flood overlay zone and was not supported by the local user group. 

Councillor Greg Adermann, Councillor for Pullenvale Ward, conducted consultation with local residents and park users and has come to an agreement to move the shelter closer to the footpath and away from neighbouring residential properties. The relocation of the shelter has now been completed.

Please advise the other petitioners of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Shane Klepper, Regional Coordinator Parks, West Region, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3407 0013.

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 18 August 2020, be adopted.

Is there any debate?

Councillor MARX.

Councillor MARX:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. Just briefly, the Committee presentation was on Habitat Brisbane group, some wonderful work they do and there was two petitions which I’m happy to leave to the Chamber for debate.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. I rise to speak on item A. Sorry, I was just having a biccie. I am very happy to speak on the Habitat Brisbane program and acknowledge the very hard work of the wonderful bushcare groups that work in Tennyson Ward.
At that time, 6.16pm, the Deputy Chair, Councillor Steven TOOMEY, assumed the Chair.

It is a remarkable group of people who go out, rain or shine, to assist to care for Council’s bushland. I’m very lucky in Tennyson Ward, that we have quite a lot of really active bushcare groups, many of whom have been going for the whole term of the program and many for 20 years as well.


So we’ve got some newer ones like at Yeronga but particularly, down the Oxley Creek corridor, most of the bushcare groups in my area have been very long serving bushcare groups.


There are two things that I want to put on the record today. Firstly, in paragraph 8, Council chose to focus on the work of the Cliveden Avenue Reserve Bushcare Group and in particular, Carole Bristow.
At that time, 6.18pm, the Chair, Councillor Andrew WINES, resumed the Chair.

Anybody who knows Brisbane City Council and the habitat group, will know Carole. She is one of the most extraordinary volunteers. We all have them in our ward. She not only leads this bushcare group, she works on pretty much all the other bushcare groups as well and I had the privilege of seeing her on Friday afternoon at another community event and letting her know that we’d been talking about her in Council.


So it’s great to see her recognised and the hard work of the team she works with being recognised as well. I want to just say though that it’s disappointing that Council has not supported this group in the way that they have requested.


I raised this matter in Committee last week and I emailed Councillor MARX about it last week as well. One of the bushcarers was hurt in a boggy section of track in this area and both Carole and another one of the bushcarers have been requesting Council to undertake some repairs on this section of the track.


Despite repeated requests, Council has failed to do so. I was hoping that Councillor MARX would address that issue in her opening remarks tonight in this matter.


These are volunteers who do a wonderful job for us and have asked for some minor repairs to an area that would make it a lot easier for them to work in and would also have enormous public benefit because there is a walking track in this area.


So I hope that Councillor MARX will address this issue when she sums up today because they don’t often ask for things but they have certainly asked for action on this problem section of the track in the reserve they work in.


I really don’t think it is unreasonable that we take action to support them and provide a safe working environment for them as well as improve public facilities. The fact that multiple requests have been denied, I think makes a mockery of the fact that this Council wants to celebrate their work but won’t support them when they ask for things to be done to make it that little bit easier and safer for them to work.


So I just say that that information was sent to Councillor MARX last week. I certainly hope that I’m going to get a reply and certainly, I’d hope she’d confirm today that this section of the track will have some repairs. Presumably, it’s a fairly simple fix.


The second issue, which again should not have been a difficult one, was that our bushcare officer for South Region, Julia Blumhardt has stepped down and I received a request—it was really interesting time, just a few days before the petition, I received a—sorry, our presentation to Committee, I received a request from the three bushcare groups. 

The Cliveden Avenue Bushcare Group, the Nosworthy Park Bushcare Group—actually, four. Nosworthy Park Bushcare Group, the Lawson and Kendall Street Bushcare Group and then Noel’s chimed in from the Benarrawa Bushcare Group, asking me to place on the record, their thanks to Julia for her assistance with bushcare activities over the past few months while she’d been leading a specific project for them.

I was very happy to do that and I asked that that be recorded in the Minutes. Unfortunately, that did not occur and I feel quite disappointed again that we had to have an argument about it in Committee this morning, to ensure that the hard work of a Council officer, requested by the bushcare groups, was acknowledged.

So, Mr Chairman, through you to Julia and all the bushcarers out there, it’s my great pleasure to let you know that the bushcare groups, the volunteers who work with you, are so very thankful for your support. They acknowledge and respect the work that you are doing and they particularly wanted me to place on the record their thanks to Julia for her hard work over the past months for supporting their work along the Oxley Creek corridor.

We do have a new Bushcare Coordinator coming on for our region and certainly, I’m sure the groups look forward to working with him but to Julia, the groups thank you very much and certainly, I would like to see that reflected when we make requests on behalf of these groups, it’s—it doesn’t sit well with me that Council wants to use them for its own purposes but then won’t support them when they make requests and that’s something that needs to be corrected.

So a big thank you to the Lawson and Kendall Street Bushcare Group, the Nosworthy Park Bushcare Group, the Benarrawa Bushcare Group and the Cliveden Avenue Bushcare Group, all of whom are passing on their thanks to Julia for her hard work in assisting them.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Further speakers?

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Yes.

Chair:
Councillor ADAMS, excuse me.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I just will speak briefly on item B. This is one of those tricky petitions where obviously there are some very large trees that are causing enormous damage to a building. A brick apartment building but they are enormous, large trees so they are extremely important to the biodiversity of the local area in Mt Gravatt here, Mt Gravatt East.


But I thank the Council officers who will be working with the residents to talk about the options they have to minimise the impact of the roots of those trees so hopefully we can get an outcome for the trees to stay and be there as the important biodiversity that they are but the residents and the body corporate be able to deal with the roots and the issues that they have.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor MARX.

Councillor MARX:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Look, I just want to wrap up briefly. Can I just make mention of the email that was mentioned to me from the Councillor for the Tennyson Ward, through you, Mr Chair?


The email was sent last week, yes, but Friday 21st at 12.25. I got it on my desk on Monday at—24 August at 4.11p.m. So yesterday afternoon was when it was brought to my attention that there was an issue. The email says that they are getting more information about—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor MARX:
—the bushcarer getting hurt.

Chair:
No, no.

Councillor MARX:
We are not aware—can I just reiterate, Councillor—through you, Mr Chair, that the email here is dated Friday 21 August at 12:25 from the Tennyson Ward. It was cc’d to Tom McHugh in Brisbane area. 

So, as I was saying, that the email is now at my attention, which is on Tuesday afternoon, five minutes before we go to Chambers and I am seeking information on that email request and as I was going to say, we are getting more information about the bushcarer getting hurt because my understanding is that no one was aware of the particular incident. 

So I am waiting to hear back more information on that and once that comes to hand, I will seek to send an answering email to Councillor JOHNSTON, through you, Mr Chair as—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor MARX:
—I do all the Councillors’ response that are requested from me. Thank you.

Chair:
I will now put the item. 

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 – HABITAT BRISBANE

115/2020-21
1.
The Business Delivery Manager, Greenspace, Asset Services, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on Habitat Brisbane. He provided the information below.

2.
As part of Council’s Brisbane Vision 2031, Habitat Brisbane’s target is 40% natural habitat cover on mainland Brisbane.

3.
An image of the team was shown to the Committee.

4.
Habitat Brisbane’s vision is for the local community to actively participate with Council to restore, protect and create bushland, wetland and waterway habitats across Brisbane. The objectives are biodiversity, community awareness and a sense of community.

5.
The Habitat Brisbane program commenced in 1990 as a collaboration between Greening Australia (operating from Downfall Creek Bushland Centre) and Council’s Bush Rehabilitation Unit. By the end of the first year 12 groups were operating. After 30 years, five of the original 12 groups remain with some of the original volunteers.

6.
Habitat Brisbane supports the groups through:

-
training and best practice restoration advice

-
environmental management/compliance

-
risk management/WHS compliance

-
tools, equipment and materials

-
contractor support

-
signage and promotion

-
Council liaison. 

7.
Achievements in 2019-20 include:


- 
responding to approximately 5,500 volunteer requests and 1,300 internal requests


-
approximately 1,200 site inspections and meetings


-
756 ha of bushland maintained under restoration


-
44,000 plants in ground, with 29,817 sourced by groups


-
3,824 participating volunteers


-
39,500 hours of volunteer work.


It was noted that due to COVID-19, these achievements were affected by approximately 17%.

8.
A map of the Cliveden Avenue Reserve bushcare site, Corinda, was shown to the Committee. The Cliveden Avenue Reserve Bushcare Group was established in 1995 and looks after 2.6 ha of bushland along Oxley Creek. The group focuses on natural regeneration. Carol Bristow has been the group leader for 16 years. Images of the group were shown to the Committee, including their work with gradual replacement of natural vegetation through natural regeneration between 2005 and 2010.

9.
A map of the Benelong Park bushcare site, Wavell Heights, was shown to the Committee. The Benelong Park Bushcare Group was established in 1990 and looks after 7.5 ha of bushland, including tributaries to Kedron Brook. Images of the transformation area between 1995 and 2019 and images of the group were shown to the Committee.
10.
Habitat Brisbane suspended activities on 24 March 2020 due to COVID-19 restrictions. Bushcare Group sites were supported by contractor maintenance during the eight-week shutdown. COVID-19 restrictions eased between 16 May and 3 July 2020, allowing 100 volunteers to recommence bushcare activities on 3 July 2020. COVID-safe procedures, signage and kits were distributed to all 166 groups.

11.
Habitat Brisbane’s future plans include maintaining a successful program, celebrating the 30th anniversary with a late celebration in 2021, increasing community interest and adjusting volunteering conditions to meet the change in demand. The challenges include attracting young volunteers to the groups and working with drought conditions.

12. 
A video was shown to the Committee of volunteers explaining why they volunteer, along with a slide showing testimonials.

13.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Business Delivery Manager, Greenspace, for his informative presentation.

14.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED
B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL APPROVE AN APPLICATION TO CARRY OUT WORKS ON PROTECTED VEGETATION AT 70 CREST STREET, MOUNT GRAVATT EAST

CA19/1050000

116/2020-21
15.
A petition requesting Council approve an application to carry out works on protected vegetation at 70 Crest Street, Mount Gravatt East, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 29 October 2019, by Deputy Mayor, Krista Adams and was received.

16. 
The petition contains 12 signatures.

17. 
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.

18.
As part of the ongoing commitment to keeping Brisbane green and sustainable, Council introduced the Natural Assets Local Law 2003 (NALL) to protect natural assets, including bushland areas, wetlands, waterway corridors and trees in urban areas. In accordance with the NALL, no person may interfere with or remove protected vegetation unless it is strictly in accordance with a permit issued by Council.

19.
Two applications were received from the property owners of 70 Crest Street on 3 September 2018 and 28 May 2019, requesting the removal of two Hills weeping figs (Ficus macrocarpa varhillii) for the purpose of landscaping and mitigation of potential infrastructure damage.

20. 
On both occasions, the applications were refused as the supporting information supplied by the applicant did not demonstrate an obvious or predictable structural defect that would indicate a higher potential for failure of the tree, or parts of the tree.

21.
In relation to the removal of the trees based on desirable landscaping, as indicated in the submitted landscape plan, Council did not consider the replacement of two mature, healthy fig trees with landscape species such as Cupaniopsis and Harpulia to be reasonable at the time.

22.
An arborist report submitted by the applicant noted that the two trees were in good health and structurally sound. Further, Council does grant permits to carry out work on protected vegetation based on potential hazards. As part of the application process, on both occasions, the applicant was provided a letter of reasons explaining Council's decision.

23.
Prudent and feasible alternatives exist that may mitigate the issues the petitioners have raised. These alternatives could include the reinforcement of existing retaining wall structures, installing chemical root growth inhibiting walls, and implementing a program of regular monitoring and maintenance, incorporating pruning. These options can be discussed with a qualified professional, such as an arborist or builder.

24.
In addition, officers from Council's Environmental Management Team will contact the property owners to discuss the options available to them to manage the fig trees.

Consultation

25.
Councillor Krista Adams, Councillor for Holland Park Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


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

27.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/1050000

Thank you for your petition requesting Council approve an application to carry out works on protected vegetation at 70 Crest Street, Mount Gravatt East.

As part of the ongoing commitment to keeping Brisbane green and sustainable, Council introduced the Natural Assets Local Law 2003 (NALL) to protect natural assets, including bush land areas, wetlands, waterway corridors and trees in urban areas. In accordance with the NALL, no person may interfere with or remove protected vegetation unless it is strictly in accordance with a permit issued by Council.

Two applications were received from the property owners of 70 Crest Street on 3 September 2018 and 28 May 2019, requesting the removal of two Hills weeping figs (Ficus macrocarpa varhillii) for the purpose of landscaping and mitigation of potential infrastructure damage. On both occasions, the applications were refused as the supporting information supplied by the applicant did not demonstrate an obvious or predictable structural defect that would indicate a higher potential for failure of the tree, or parts of the tree.

In relation to the removal of the trees based on desirable landscaping, as indicated in the submitted landscape plan, Council did not consider the replacement of two mature, healthy fig trees with landscape species such as Cupaniopsis and Harpulia to be reasonable at the time.

An arborist report submitted by the applicant noted that the two trees were in good health and structurally sound. Further, Council does grant permits to carry out work on protected vegetation based on potential hazards. As part of the application process, on both occasions, the applicant was provided a letter of reasons explaining Council's decision.

Prudent and feasible alternatives exist that may mitigate the issues the petitioners have raised. These alternatives could include the reinforcement of existing retaining wall structures, installing chemical root growth inhibiting walls, and implementing a program of regular monitoring and maintenance, incorporating pruning. These options can be discussed with a qualified professional, such as an arborist or builder.

Officers from Council's Environmental Management Team would be happy to discuss the potential management options available to the property owners regarding the fig trees.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Renee Silvester, A/Senior Environmental Management Officer, Environmental Management Team, Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3178 2124.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED
C
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL INVESTIGATE MOTOR NOISE COMING FROM THE ROOFTOP OF WESTFIELD CARINDALE, IMPACTING RESIDENTS OF MODRED STREET AND CADWALLON COURT, CARINDALE

CA20/343257

117/2020-21
28.
A petition from residents, requesting Council investigate motor noise coming from the rooftop of Westfield Carindale, impacting residents of Modred Street and Cadwallon Court, Carindale, was received during the Election Recess 2020.

29.
The petition contains 16 signatures.

30. 
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.
31. 
Council investigates alleged noise nuisance from rooftop plant and equipment under the provisions of the Queensland Government's Environmental Protection Act 1994 (the Act). Officers from Council's Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, have been investigating this matter since it was initially reported on 26 August 2019.

32.
Noise measurements undertaken by Council in late 2019 resulted in an authorised officer forming the belief that there is a breach of the Act. However, Council has been unable to secure a long-term reduction in the noise. This has been due in part to the complexity of complaints involving multiple rooftop plant and equipment, identifying the specific offending equipment, and Westfield Carindale being unable to schedule the time required to arrange shutdown and repair of equipment.

33.
Further, in this case where the matter is complicated by multiple noise sources, it is very difficult for Council to conduct reliable noise testing. Therefore, Council served an Investigation Notice on 1 April 2020 to Scentre Shopping Centre Management (Qld) Pty Ltd, requiring they conduct an Environmental Investigation (El) into the noise. The El requires that noise levels are assessed, and mitigation measures recommended where standards are exceeded.

34.
The required submission for the El was received by Council on 4 May 2020. The submission identified equipment relevant to the noise complaint and provided recommendations for bringing noise levels into compliance.

35.
On 13 May 2020, Council issued a Direction Notice to Westfield Carindale. The notice required noise levels from the equipment to be brought into compliance with requirements of the Act, and for certification by a suitably qualified person to be provided to Council upon completion of all upgrades. The due date for compliance with the notice was set for 14 August 2020.

36.
On 30 July 2020, Council was advised that upgrades to the site were progressing, with all site-specific design work completed, fabrication on acoustic attenuating structures commenced, replacement fans ordered, and work teams planned for installation, commissioning and certification. Council is advised that once the fans arrive onsite, Westfield Carindale have committed to a double shift incorporating day and night teams working to install the system as fast as safely and logistically possible. Following this, the system will undergo commissioning and final certification.

37.
To accommodate transit delays that have impacted the delivery of the fans, an extension to the notice due date has been granted to 4 September 2020.

Consultation

38.
Councillor Ryan Murphy, Councillor for Chandler Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


39.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

40.
RECOMMENDATION:


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

Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/343257

Thank you for your petition requesting Council address the issue of motor noise from the rooftop at Westfield Carindale, located at 1151 Creek Road, Carindale, impacting residents of Modred Street and Cadwallon Court, Carindale.

Council investigates alleged noise nuisance from rooftop plant and equipment under the provisions of the Queensland Government's Environmental Protection Act 1994 (the Act). Officers from Council's Compliance and Regulatory Services have been investigating this matter since it was initially reported on 26 August 2019.

Noise measurements undertaken by Council in late 2019 resulted in an authorised officer forming the belief that there is a breach of the Act. However, Council has been unable to secure a long-term reduction in the noise. This has been due in part to the complexity of complaints involving multiple rooftop plant and equipment, identifying the specific offending equipment, and Westfield Carindale being unable to schedule the time required to arrange shutdown and repair of equipment.

Further, in this case where the matter is complicated by multiple noise sources, it is very difficult for Council to conduct reliable noise testing. Therefore, Council served an Investigation Notice on 1 April 2020 to Scentre Shopping Centre Management (Qld) Pty Ltd, requiring they conduct an Environmental Investigation (EI) into the noise. The EI requires that noise levels are assessed, and mitigation measures recommended where standards are exceeded.

The required submission for the El was received by Council on 4 May 2020. The submission identified equipment relevant to the noise complaint and provided recommendations for bringing noise levels into compliance.

On 13 May 2020, Council issued a Direction Notice to Westfield Carindale. The notice required noise levels from the equipment to be brought into compliance with requirements of the Act, and for certification by a suitably qualified person to be provided to Council upon completion of all upgrades. The due date for compliance with the notice was set for 14 August 2020.

On 30 July 2020, Council was advised that upgrades to the site were progressing, with all site-specific design work completed, fabrication on acoustic attenuating structures commenced, replacement fans ordered, and work teams planned for installation, commissioning and certification. Council is advised that once fans arrive onsite, Westfield Carindale have committed to a double shift incorporating day and night teams working to install the system as fast as safely and logistically possible. Following this, the system will undergo commissioning and final certification.

To accommodate transit delays that have impacted the delivery of the fans, an extension to the notice due date has been granted to 4 September 2020.

Please let other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Chris Vojtisek, Environmental Health Officer, Environmental Health, Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3178 1458.

Thank you for raising this matter.
ADOPTED
COMMUNITY, ARTS AND NIGHTTIME ECONOMY COMMITTEE 

Councillor Vicki HOWARD, Chair of the Community, Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Sandy LANDERS, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 18 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate?

Councillor HOWARD?

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Chair. We had a—just very briefly, we had a presentation from the manager of Inclusive Communities in—about their response to COVID-19, last week. Connected Communities have done an incredible amount of work supporting our communities throughout the pandemic, and I do want to take this opportunity to thank them for their tireless hard work and their dedication to Brisbane.


There is so much work that goes on behind the scenes to support our community organisations. As soon as the pandemic hit, our Council officers went straight to the phones, contacting more than the 400 community organisations and clubs to find out how we could support them through the pandemic.


Our teams were also hard at work supporting our vulnerable residents; moving quickly to adapt services immediately. We changed—changes to Council Cabs were made to ensure isolated residents could access local shops and essential services.


So, Chair, these are just a couple of examples of their amazing work through the pandemic. Again, I’d like to say thank you to our wonderful Connected Communities team for all their hard work and dedication, to supporting our communities and community organisations through this very difficult time.


It’s been heart-warming to hear the impacts you have had on our local residents and communities. The lovely cards and letters that residents have sent in, demonstrate just how impactful your work is, and that makes it such an important different to supporting our residents and communities.


On that note, Chair, I commend the report to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Further speakers? 

I see none.

Councillor HOWARD. 

Councillor HOWARD:
No, that’s it. 

Chair:
I’ll now put the report. 

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Community, Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Vicki Howard (Chair), Councillor Sandy Landers (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Kara Cook, Peter Cumming, James Mackay and Steven Toomey.

A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – CONNECTED COMMUNITIES’ RESPONSE TO COVID-19

118/2020-21
1.
The Inclusive Communities Manager, Connected Communities, Lifestyle and Community Services, attended the meeting to provide an update on Connected Communities’ response to COVID-19. She provided the information below.

2.
Connected Communities completed a COVID-19 survey of lessees. Of the 455 individual tenants contacted, 353 completed the survey. The key results indicated that:

-
68% of organisations contacted had closed, with sport and recreation organisations the most impacted, with 87% closed

-
63% of organisations had no revenue source, with sport and recreation and art and cultural being the most impacted at 80% and 72%, respectively

-
a lack of revenue threatened the viability of up to 42% of organisations within the next six months

-
tenants had reduced their spend on maintenance of buildings and fields as a strategy to reduce expenditure

-
organisations requested financial assistance with utilities, field maintenance and insurance costs.

3.
Support was provided to community groups through a water rebate, with $5,000 provided to eligible organisations. Rent relief was also offered, with $504,000 in refunds or credits provided to tenants from 1 March 2020 to 30 June 2020. Rent relief support has been extended to 31 December 2020. Examples of positive feedback received from tenants was shown to the Committee.

4.
To enable clubs to recommence services as soon as possible post-COVID-19, field rebuilds were undertaken at four clubs including the Jindalee Australian Football Club, AFL Queensland at O’Callaghan Park, Wests Mitchelton Rugby League at Mitchelton Park, and Bellbowrie Sports and Recreation Club at Booker Place Park.

5.
Support was provided to vulnerable residents through several adaptations of services. From 28 March 2020, changes to Council Cabs were made to ensure isolated residents could access local shops and essential services. Council Cabs is normally a group service; however, it was adapted to transport customers individually, at a time of their choosing. A welfare check of all Council Cabs customers was conducted in April. Hoarding and squalor psychological first aid was provided via telephone support for hoarding and squalor clients during the temporary suspension of clean ups. Homeless support and outreach occurred with Public Space Liaison Officers interacting with the community on a daily basis. A reduction in rough sleeping was seen due to the provision of temporary accommodation funded by the Queensland Government. Community development partnerships occurred, assisting with food relief through donations and local coordination and projects to provide ICT devices to low‑income residents who were digitally excluded.

6.
To enable small businesses and the creative sector to remain viable and recommence services as soon as possible, support was provided through:

-
payment to active and healthy providers for cancelled activities

-
continued support for festival and event organisers

-
a 12-month extension provided to current grant recipients

-
existing funding agreements honoured for producers of creative cultural programs.

7.
Council events and activities were adapted to be delivered online, including ‘Active and Healthy at Home’, The QUBE Effect mentoring sessions, the Lord Mayor’s Youth Advisory Council and the Lord Mayor’s National Sorry Day address. Council also supported a number of community events and activities to be delivered online, including Community National Sorry Day, which gained 40,000 views and virtual Meeanjin Markets. 

8.
The Lord Mayor’s COVID-19 Direct Assistance Program is supporting the recovery and recommencement of services through $3 million in direct financial assistance to not-for-profit organisations leasing a Council-owned or managed community facility, to help them rebuild and recommence services to residents following COVID-19. Up to $10,000 is available for each leased site, for incurred operating expenses and/or future maintenance works. The program commenced from 20 July 2020, and will remain open until funds have been expended. Applications for the program are simple and quick with payment occurring within five days.

9.
Council activities and events are now returning, with adherence to COVID-19 safety plans, including:


-
Visible Ink Youth Hub


-
Bands in Parks at Brisbane Powerhouse


-
Seniors Week 2020


-
City Hall Concerts on Tuesdays at 12-1pm.

10.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Inclusive Communities Manager for her informative presentation.

11.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED
FINANCE, ADMINISTRATION AND SMALL BUSINESS COMMITTEE

Councillor Adam ALLAN, Chair of the Finance, Administration and Small Business Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Steven HUANG, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 18 August 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 

Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Mr Chair—sorry—before moving to the Committee presentation, I did want to just touch upon a couple of items that Councillors CASSIDY and STRUNK raised earlier. I didn’t get to all the contracts that Councillor CASSIDY was seeking feedback on, but I did want to take the opportunity just to highlight to him why we may not go for a competitive tender in various instances.


So one of the reasons might be there’s a specialist provider. There may be no other alternative. You might be locked into a provider. As Councillor McLACHLAN said, one of his contracts he had to deal with TMR. It may also be that we have something that’s compatible with another Council solution, so it makes sense to use a particular provider without a competitive tender.


We might have an earlier unexpected termination of a contract that needs to be quickly replaced, so we go to market and find an alternative. It may be that we’ve got existing or previous relationships with a particular provider. We also look to leverage the State Government purchasing arrangements where we can, so that might also influence how we go about securing a tender.


Also it may be an interim arrangement where we’re seeking to extend the tender for a short period of time, pending a more sophisticated solution. So there’s a number of reasons why we wouldn’t go to a competitive tender.


Councillor STRUNK, you raised some questions about the annual report. What I’ll do—the response is a little bit long, and rather than read it out here, I will email that to you, if that’s okay. 


In terms of the Committee presentation, we had a Committee presentation on the 7-day small business payment program, which the LORD MAYOR introduced, and just to give you some really high-level numbers, we’ve got something of the order of $295 million in the period from April to July, of which there were 50,436 invoices to 2,477 suppliers. So certainly it’s a great way of putting cash back into the pocket of our suppliers. I won’t go into further detail on the presentation.


There was a Committee report on bank investments, the Bank and Investments Report for June 2020, and I’ll leave further debate to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Further speakers? 

Councillor ALLAN? 

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 and Charles Strunk.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE:

Councillor Jonathan Sri.
A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – 7-DAY PAYMENTS

119/2020-21
1.
The Manager, Support Services Centre, Organisational Services, attended the meeting to provide an update on 7-day payments. She provided the information below.

2.
In April 2020, the Lord Mayor announced payments to small business suppliers would be reduced from 30 days to 7 days. The 7-day payment terms are for small businesses with less than 20 employees. 

3.
The Committee was advised that there are more than 127,000 registered businesses in the Brisbane Local Government Area. Of those, more than 124,000 (97.4%) are small businesses. In March 2020, there were approximately 10,000 active Council suppliers with 30-day terms. On average, 84% of supplier invoices were paid on time within the 30-day term.

4.
Key benefits of the 7-day payments include:

-
immediate payment of all eligible invoices were paid to more than 2,000 suppliers

-
accelerated processing of payments to meet the 7-day payment terms 

-
more than 9,000 active suppliers amended to 7-day payment terms.

5.
Transition to the 7-day payment terms was successfully implemented without additional costs. Eighty‑eight per cent of eligible invoices are now paid within the 7-day payment term where, before COVID‑19, it was only 40%. There has been a 75% improvement on internal referral rate of invoices since April 2020. 

6.
The Committee was shown progress figures of supplier invoices paid within the 7-day payment terms from April to July 2020, including:

-
a value of $295.8 million

-
50,436 invoices

-
2,477 suppliers.
7.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Manager, Support Services Centre, for her informative presentation.

8.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED
B
COMMITTEE REPORT – BANK AND INVESTMENT REPORT – JUNE 2020



134/695/317/1028

120/2020-21
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 30 June 2020.

10.
In the June period, Council had held a cash deposit of CHF 93,928.80 valued at AUD $143,819.94 using a spot rate of 0.6531 as published by Reserve Bank of Australia.

11.
Total Council funds held by banks and investment institutions (per general ledger) including Queensland Investment Corporation (QIC), decreased by $72.8 million to $183.90 million excluding trusts (Ref: 1.5 in the Bank and Investment Report, submitted on file). The net decrease is predominantly due to payment of the Emergency Management Levy of $41 million and Queensland Treasury Corporation debt service payments of $37 million.

12.
Council funds (including QIC investment) in Australian dollars as at 30 June 2020 held by bank and investment institutions (per statements) totalled $190.1 million (Ref: 2.4 and 3.1 in the Bank and Investment Report, submitted on file). The investment variance relates to timing differences between transactions recorded in the general ledger and those reflected in the bank statements.

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
CONSIDERATION OF NOTIFIED MOTION – INITIATE AMENDMENTS TO CITY PLAN 2014 TO REMOVE PROVISIONS THAT ALLOW ROOMING ACCOMMODATION AND BOARDING HOUSES:
(Notified motions are printed as supplied and are not edited)

Chair:
Councillors, that concludes the consideration of Committee Reports.

I draw to your attention the notified motion. 

Councillor JOHNSTON, please move the notified motion.

The Chair of Council (Councillor Andrew WINES) then drew the Councillors’ attention to the notified motion listed on the agenda, and called on Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON to move the motion. Accordingly, Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON moved, seconded by Councillor Jonathan SRI, that—

Brisbane City Council initiates amendments to City Plan 2014 to remove provisions that allow rooming accommodation and boarding houses within the low density and character residential zones of City Plan 2014.
Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON to the motion please.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chairman. I’ve put this motion on the agenda today because there’s a clear failure when it comes to Council’s DA (development application) approvals process, and the compliance and enforcement process that is being taken advantage of by some developers in my ward that I am aware of.


I want to outline the significance of the problem, and why I believe we need to take steps to address the problems within City Plan.


Currently, rooming accommodation, as it is known in City Plan, is either accepted development or, in some small instances, code-assessable development. In most cases, no DA actually comes to Council for what are boarding houses in low density and character residential areas.


The problem with what is happening is developers are actually building de facto units. I have several examples in Tennyson Ward, including in Lancelot Street, Tennyson, in Vivian Street, Tennyson and in Park Road, in Yeerongpilly. In my view, the developers are doing an end run around the city planning provisions with respect to rooming accommodation, and to give you an example, each of the apartments being built in these locations, contains a kitchen, it contains its own bathroom, as well as a bedroom. Yes, there is also a communal living space, but essentially each of these areas has a room which has been built to be self‑contained, including, as I said, a kitchen and a bathroom.


These de facto units are going into areas where there are character residential, very low density kind of areas, so suddenly residents are coping with five units on subdivided land. Now in Park Road, for example, where there was one house—beautiful character house, big house—Council has allowed a subdivision into three small lot blocks, and now wants to put five rooming—sorry, three rooming accommodations, each containing five apartments, so 15 units, on what was previously one block.


That’s unacceptable to the residents out there. The developer has worked out that he only has to apply to Council for code assessment because it’s in a character area. In Tennyson, the developers do not require—even require Council approval.


Now I’ve raised this issue with DA (Development Assessment) as well, so we’re dealing with it through the planning scheme, which unfortunately is too permissive. It needs to be addressed so that developers aren’t building de facto units, and that is hugely problematic.


I’ve also addressed the issue with CARS. Once the building’s complete, we then have evidence of developers doing the wrong thing. You can go on realestate.com right now and just Google Tennyson, and you will find 58 and 60 Lancelot Street, Tennyson, one bedroom, one bathroom, two car space studio, $300 a week, and I’ll read you the description of how it’s being advertised: brand new studio apartments all with parking spaces. Located in the green, leafy suburb of Tennyson are these brand-new furnished studio apartments, meticulously designed and ready for immediate occupation.


Here’s the one at Vivian Street, 70 Vivian Street, Tennyson: one bedroom, one bathroom, one car park unit, $290 a week, fully self-contained studio, all bills included. This newly built property contains five fully self-contained apartments.


Now the developer is not allowed to advertise these properties as apartments. That is, as CARS have told me, an unauthorised use. We have, for the best part of this year, been pushing CARS to take action. They say that despite publicly advertising these properties as de facto multi-unit dwellings, that they cannot take action.


We have unfortunately—one of the five areas where a resident moved in and allowed Council to investigate, a show cause notice has been issued for one of the apartments where there are 10 apartments. We can’t do this in dribs and drabs. We can’t have apartments being built in low density and character residential areas, and that is what is happening. There is clear evidence available online that that is how they’re being advertised.


They’ve been built so they obviously look like apartments in Tennyson. The downstairs area is complete undercroft, all with car parking, so five units upstairs, 10 car parks downstairs. It’s not a house. It doesn’t look like a house. It looks like a complex of apartments. It is so disappointing that Council has not acted on a compliance basis.


Now I understand the need for affordable housing and public housing. I live in a street—my neighbours across the road absolutely live in public housing. It’s so important that we have it in the right areas. The problem with this is these are commercial developers, who may then exploit vulnerable people by advertising in a particular way. That is not acceptable.


We either need affordable housing solutions designed appropriately in supported areas, and not this type of scheme, which is a for-profit scheme, that could take advantage of vulnerable people. Equally, we need more public housing. There is no question about that; there is a huge waiting list. 


So this is not about stopping affordable housing solutions. This is about making sure that de facto unit blocks are not being built in low density areas and in character residential areas. Unfortunately that is what is happening.


I also don’t want to hear from the LNP about any blame game with the State Labor Government. We have an obligation under City Plan to take action, and I certainly want to see this Council take the right steps to remove this process from the low density and character residential area. If developers want to build units, they should built them in areas appropriately zoned, like low to medium density, medium density or high density. Units are not appropriate in low density areas.


Equally, I would say that, from a development assessment point of view, when we, as a community, raise the fact that something called rooming accommodation has a private bathroom and a private kitchen in every unit, it’s clearly a unit. It is not a share house. Pretty much I reckon all of us lived in a share house at one time or another when we were at university, and we all shared a bathroom; we shared a kitchen. I think we all have a concept of what a share house is, or what rooming accommodation is.


But the design that is creeping into the planning scheme in suburbs in my ward, is de facto units, and in my view, that needs to stop. I’d certainly urge all Councillors to vote for this motion, because we need to put in place the proper steps to investigate what changes need to be made to City Plan to prevent this type of unauthorised development happening in future.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and I rise to speak on the motion before us and explain why the Administration won’t be supporting this motion here today.


Councillor JOHNSTON doesn’t want to hear the blame game—through you, Mr Chair—and last week she didn’t even want to hear the democracy of the people of Brisbane, because this motion originally came through to just abolish it. Don’t worry about speaking to the residents; don’t worry about speaking to the community. It’s all about democracy until Councillor JOHNSTON wants something done instantly. Straight out abolish it.


Well that’s not how we operate in this Administration. Only two years ago we went out and approached every single resident in Brisbane, and asked them how they wanted to see this city shaped. A hundred thousand people came back with 15,000 unique ideas from every suburb in Brisbane, and they told us loud and clear what they wanted from us, and that resulted in Brisbane’s Future Blueprint.


We heard them and we made those moves to make the amendments that they wanted to see. Townhouses in low density residential was a major issue for residents, so we removed that provision. Residents wanted to see increased deep planting ratios. That’s been delivered. Car parking ratios needed fixing; we’ve since fixed that.


But one thing that didn’t come up in that was a major concern about residents and rooming accommodation. Now I have to say I accept that there are some incidences where residents are now recognising issues in their streets, but this does not have the marks of a major citywide issue at this point of time that immediately needs addressing.


Admittedly, I’ve only been the Chair for five months in City Planning and Economic Development, but I’ve received no letters or emails from Councillor JOHNSTON or Councillor SRI on this issue.


There is no plethora of supporting evidence through my office to support this motion at this time. I know Councillor JOHNSTON did contact the LORD MAYOR in April, but apart from that, nothing.


So for Council to make a substantial change to the City Plan, we need to know the community widely accepts that change and want to see that change as well.


What is proposed is effectively removing affordable housing provisions, which is directly inconsistent with Councillor SRI’s world view, so I’m not quite sure why he seconded this motion. Maybe it’s under the philosophy, Councillor SRI—through you, Mr Chair—the democracy, so we can have the debate and have the discussion around it.


But for that reason I would like to move an amendment to this motion. I move the following amendments, and I’ll just send that through to the Councillor support. Remove the word ‘initiates’ and add in the words ‘continues preparation of the housing strategy for Brisbane, which may lead to’, remove the words ‘to remove the provisions that allow rooming accommodation and boarding houses within low density and character residential zones with City Plan 2014’ and add the words ‘relating to various types of accommodation, following public consultation’.


The motion will now read, ‘Brisbane City Council continues its preparation of the housing strategy for Brisbane, which may lead to amendments to the Brisbane City Plan 2014 relating to various types of accommodation, following public consultation’.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Mr Chairman, the motion that I put forward talks about initiating changes to City Plan to prevent a particular type of development from occurring. Councillor ADAMS’s amendment does not—it completely changes the motion before us today, and that’s contrary to the rules of procedure, and it should not be allowed. It changes the intention of the motion before us. 

Chair:
Thank you. I’ve not seen this amendment. 

I have to—I’d like to sit down before I make a decision.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair. Just while you’re waiting for that amendment to come through—

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Yes, I just want to echo what Councillor JOHNSTON has said. This proposed amendment fundamentally and dramatically changes the original motion, and I think it’s so very different that it constitutes an entirely new motion. I think you can’t—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, it is an entirely new motion.

Councillor SRI:
It can’t reasonably be categorised as an amendment.

Chair:
I understand the argument. Please allow me a moment to consider it. 

Like I say, I have not seen it. This is the first I’m reading it now.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Well I haven’t seen it either.

Councillor CASSIDY: 
Is it being sent?

DEPUTY MAYOR:
I have sent that, Mr Chair. Has CCLO (Council and Committee Liaison Office) received it?

Chair:
They have, and they are now forwarding it to the meeting. 

Councillors I appreciate the hour, but may I please have a resolution for a 10‑minute adjournment so that I can discuss this with the City Legal Officer.

ADJOURNMENT:

	121/2020-21
At that time, 6.44pm, it was resolved on the motion of Councillor Krista ADAMS, seconded by Councillor Fiona HAMMOND, that the meeting adjourn for a period of 10 minutes, to commence only when all Councillors had left the meeting.

Council stood adjourned at 6.44pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Thank you for your patience, Councillors. I’ve spoken to the City Legal Officer and he is of the view that using section 40(1)(a), that the amendment proposed is too different from the original motion for it to retain the identity. 


I have also spoken to him about item 41(7), about speakers who move amendment motions that are lost. In this instance, this amendment motion has been ruled invalid by 40(1)(a), and therefore it is not lost, and I’ll return to Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. So what we have before us today is a motion that we have already got in train the works that need to be done to have proper consultation around housing and accommodation. This affects all residents as a growing city with increasingly diverse and connected community. There are a range of emerging trends that we know, with disruption, as we spoke about last week. The short-term accommodation, rooming accommodations, all of these are reshaping the way we live, but at different stages of our life and different houses that we’re choosing, we need to make sure that we cater for everybody as well.


On top of that, the COVID-19 pandemic has completely disrupted our everyday life, and had a significant impact on our city’s economy. So we’re really only just beginning to understand how that actually affects supply and housing as well.


We need to manage the city, which is home to one in four Queenslanders, and we need to make sure that of course we meet the State Government’s dwelling target of 188,000 dwellings to be delivered by 2041.


So to respond to the immediate needs of residents, we do need to balance the larger growth patterns across the city. Not just ad hoc change it when it doesn’t suit Councillor JOHNSTON at a particular time and point of time.


It’s a conversation we need to have with the community, which is where the amendment motion was going—that Councillors would be aware that we had the conversation with the community, as I mentioned, off the back of Plan your Brisbane, where 100,000 people had their say. We put forward amendments that we have already moved, based on the feedback that we got from those people at that time.


But one thing that was very clear in Brisbane’s Future Blueprint was give people more choice when it comes to housing, and ensure supply for people at every stage of life in Brisbane. That being then to create and implement a housing strategy. We have been progressing and working on this housing strategy for Brisbane, to ensure that the needs of Brisbane—growing an increasingly diverse population—are adequately planned for and met.


As I mentioned earlier, townhouses were no longer welcome in areas intended for single homes, but there is still a need to supply housing choices across our city. Is it in low density for rooming accommodation? We need to ask Brisbane. Is it in low/medium density residential that this would be accepted? 


A part of this is that we need to speak to the community, but the important bit is that the State Government have made it very clear that the approval of the townhouse ban was a condition that Council would deliver the housing strategy; to not only ensure we meet the needs of our residents as the city grows, but to demonstrate we’re able to accommodate the dwelling targets that they have set for us as well.


So the technical research and analysis has been undertaken to date to support the work that looks at Brisbane of today; how we got to where we are; where we’ll be in 20 years. It is going to cover a range of topics, from housing trends, demands, housing stock, typology, spatial patterns, market analysis, social needs and behavioural challenges.


What we know so far is that young people are staying in the home longer, older couple are choosing to remain in their homes, and more people are sharing homes in various types of accommodation. 


We’ve seen a greater diversity of dwelling types in both inner-city and outer suburbs of Brisbane as well. People want to live close to services, work or education, at an affordable price, and at a desirable location, with plenty of lifestyle and leisure opportunities, particularly after what we’ve seen with COVID-19 in the last couple of months as well


But every resident in Brisbane requires access to safe, secure, affordable, well‑designed and located housing. Now Council is not a direct housing provider, but we do support the provision of these essential housing and championing an inclusive approach to ensure these issues are met and well‑considered.


So based on that, we have been working—

Councillor interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
—we’ve been working through the draft housing strategy. I thought Councillor JOHNSTON—through you, Mr Chair—would be very interested to hear that we’re doing the work exactly, which last week they just wanted to—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor ADAMS, please proceed.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you. I’m making it very clear, while we are not supporting the motion that is being put forward to us today, the housing strategy for Brisbane will be out for extensive public consultation early next year. This is our opportunity to address the key challenges we are presently facing in the citywide conversation; the time to be talking about housing choices, housing preferences and housing needs for the suburbs of our city.


So, no, we will not be initiating a City Plan amendment to remove the provisions for rooming accommodation in low density and character residential. It would take up to two years to undertake, because we are already considering housing choice and affordability in the broader context of the citywide needs. We will wait to hear from the people of Brisbane on their thoughts about what we need for housing and what is best located.


The community consultation that will take place early next year will be with the aim of delivering the final housing strategy mid-2021. Based on that reasoning, I put this motion lay on the table until the housing strategy has been brought back to Council.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Do I not get to speak as the seconder of the motion at least before this thing is put on the table?

Chair:
Let me have a look at the rules. 

Give me a second. 

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON please allow me to address Councillor SRI’s point of order. 

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Councillor SRI, under the rules the way it will work is that your opportunity to speak will remain and exists when the motion is taken off the table. 

Procedural motion – Motion that the notified motion lie on the table

122/2020-21
The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS moved, seconded by Councillor Sandy LANDERS, that the notified motion submitted by Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON lie on the table. Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Jonathan SRI immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

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

Chair:
I’ll now move to—

Councillor LANDERS:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order Councillor LANDERS.

ADJOURNMENT:

	123/2020-21

At that point, 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.


Thereupon, Councillors Jonathan SRI and Charles STRUNK immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 19 -
DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.

NOES: 3 -
Councillors Peter CUMMING, Charles STRUNK and Jonathan SRI.

Chair:
Thank you, Councillors, we’ll see you in 15 minutes.

Council stood adjourned at 7.05pm.

UPON RESUMPTION:
PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS:

Chair:
Councillors, are there any petitions? 

Councillor MARX.

Councillor MARX:
Yes, thank you, Chair. I have a petition here to do with kerbside collection.

Chair:
Councillor DAVIS.

Councillor DAVIS:
Thank you, Chair. I have a petition requesting the installation of lights for the Rode Road dog park and pathway.

Chair:
Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Mr Chair, I have a petition for cycle lanes on 864-905 Nudgee Road, Banyo.

Chair:
Councillor ADERMANN.

Councillor ADERMANN:
Thank you, Chair. I have a petition to build a new skate park in the Kenmore area.

Chair:
Any other petitions?

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, thank you. Just have a petition for a multipurpose covered outdoor area for Moorooka.

Chair:
Councillor LANDERS.

124/2020-21
It was resolved on the motion of Councillor Sandy LANDERS, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS, that the petitions as presented be received and referred to the Committee concerned for consideration and report.

The petitions were summarised as follows:

	File No.
	Councillor
	Topic

	CA20/911838
	Kim Marx
	Requesting Council immediately reinstate kerbside collection.

	CA20/911575
	Tracy Davis
	Requesting Council install lighting at the dog off-leash area and pathway in Grey Gum Park, Stafford Heights.

	CA20/886549
	Adam Allan
	Requesting Council immediately temporarily widen the road between 894 to 905 Nudgee Road, Banyo, to accommodate a cycling lane or designate this area as a 10 km/h shared zone.

	CA20/886617
	Greg Adermann
	Requesting Council install a skate park designed by skateboarders in the Kenmore area.

	CA20/911903
	Steve Griffiths
	Requesting Council install a multi-purpose covered outdoor area in Moorooka.


GENERAL BUSINESS:

Chair:
Councillors, are there any matters of General Business, in particular are there any matters required as a result of the Office of the Independent Assessor or the Councillor Ethics Committee?


There being no one, Councillors any matters of General Business? 

Anyone at all? 

I declare the meeting closed, thank you everybody.

QUESTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN:

(Questions of which due notice has been given are printed as supplied and are not edited)

Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston on 19 August 2020
Q1.
On what date did the joint Brisbane City Council – State Government speed management committee approve the speed reduction along parts of Ipswich Rd, Annerley to 50kms? Did the committee impose any conditions?

Q2. 
Please provide the location of the proposed speed reduction on Ipswich Rd, Annerley including all boundary streets?  Please advise if this varied at any time and details of any previous boundaries?

Q3. 
Please provide a list of all dates the joint Brisbane City Council – State Government speed management committee considered the speed reduction along part of Ipswich Rd, Annerley to 50kms and the outcome?

Q4. 
How did the members of the speed management committee vote? Please advise the date, organisation/level of government name and whether they were for or against the speed reduction along Ipswich Rd, Annerley on each occasion the speed reduction was considered?

Submitted by Councillor Steve Griffiths on 20 August 2020

Q1.
Please provide the list of suburbs where the kerbside collection service was not conducted (whether full or in part) in the 2019-2020 financial year.

Q2.
Please advise what Brisbane City Council’s diversity targets are by diversity category and Division.

Q3.
Please advise what Brisbane City Council’s diversity targets are by diversity category for Brisbane Transport.

Q4.
Please advise how many protective face masks Brisbane City Council has in stock for use by Council officers during the COVID-19 pandemic.

Q5.
Please advise the top 10 bus routes where the most assaults have occurred against Brisbane City Council bus drivers, including a breakdown of the number of assaults by type?

Q6.
Please advise how many petitions were rejected by Brisbane City Council for failing to comply with legal requirements and guidelines for petitions for each of the following financial years?

	YEAR
	NUMBER OF PETITIONS REJECTED

	2020-2021 (year to date)
	

	2019-2020
	

	2018-2019
	

	2017-2018
	

	2016-2017
	


Q7.
Please provide details of how much Council spent on Council’s illegal dumping programs in Brisbane (including cleanup, enforcement and any other associated costs) in each of the following months:-
	MONTH
	AMOUNT SPENT

	January 2020
	

	February 2020
	

	March 2020
	

	April 2020
	

	May 2020
	

	June 2020
	

	July 2020
	


Q8.
Please provide the total amount spent on Council’s illegal dumping programs in Brisbane (including cleanup, enforcement and any other associated costs) in the following years:-

	FINANCIAL YEAR
	AMOUNT SPENT

	2019-2020
	

	2018-2019 
	


Q9.
What suburbs did not have a kerbside collection in the financial year 2019/2020?

Q10.
What suburbs in the Forest Lake Ward did have kerbside collection in the financial year 2019/2020?

Q11.
How many fines have been issued for illegal dumping to residents in the Forest Lake Ward from March to June 2020?

Q12.
How many fines have been issued for illegal dumping to residents in the Forest Lake Ward from for July 2020?

Q13.
Please provide details of the type of fuel supplied to Brisbane Transport by Nonox Chemicals Pty Ltd in March 2018 which was contaminated.

Q14.
Please advise the impact the contaminated fuel, which was supplied by Nonox Chemicals Pty Ltd in March 2018, had on Brisbane Transport’s bus fleet?
Q15.
Please advise whether Nonox Chemicals Pty Ltd has supplied fuel in the past to other areas of Council, and if so where?

Q16.
Please advise whether Nonox Chemicals Pty Ltd currently supplies fuel to other areas of Council, and if so where?
Q17.
Please advise whether Nonox Chemicals Pty Ltd has supplied fuel to Brisbane City Council, including Brisbane Transport, since the contaminated fuel was supplied to Council in March 2018?
Q18.
What is the council definition of an informal dog park and what is the structural design of an informal dog park?

Q19.
How many informal dog parks are there in Brisbane and what are their locations?

Q20.
How many complaints about electric fencing in Brisbane has there been in the last 12 months and at what locations?

Q21.
565 Southpine Road, Everton Park was bought by Brisbane City Council; can you please advise which fund this was purchased through?

Q22.
569 Southpine Road, Everton Park was bought by Brisbane City Council; can you please advise which fund this was purchased through?

Q23.
Can you advise the patronage numbers for each Council library for the following months:

(i) July 2017

(ii) July 2018

(iii) July 2019

(iv) July 2020

Q24.
Please provide the details of the company or companies contracted to provide market research services for the following projects conducted during the 2019-2020 financial year:

	MARKET RESEARCH PROJECT
	RESEARCH CONDUCTED 
	MARKET RESEARCH COMPANY/ COMPANIES
	DATE/S MARKET RESEARCH WAS CONDUCTED

	Satisfaction with delivery of Council services
	Telephone interviewing
	
	

	To inform the development of communication strategy and communication collateral
	6 rounds of focus groups and 2 online communities
	
	

	Evaluate Council and the Living in Brisbane newsletter
	Online survey
	
	

	Commercial parking and loading zone behaviour within the CBD
	Face-to-face intercept interviews and observation
	
	

	Travel behaviours and motivations of residents in the Pullenvale area for bus review
	Face-to-face intercept and telephone interviews
	
	

	Preferences and concerns regarding street and park trees in public spaces
	Online survey
	
	

	Community awareness, perceptions and satisfaction with Council services and programs
	Online survey
	
	

	Resident perceptions of the quality of life in Brisbane and other cities across Australia
	Online survey
	
	

	Customer satisfaction with ferry services
	Face-to-face intercept
	
	

	Quantitative research of Brisbetter communication collateral
	Online survey
	
	

	Disaster preparedness for residents living in identified geographically vulnerable areas
	Online survey and interviews
	
	

	Animal ownership and associated behaviours and attitudes
	Online surveys and online communities
	
	


Q25.
Provide the Court file number of each Planning and Environment Court matter filed in 2019 and 2020 where Brisbane City Council was a party to the proceedings.

Q26.
Please provide a list of locations (street and suburb) where damaged footpaths were completely replaced (footpath reconstruction) in the 2019/20 FY.

	STREET
	SUBURB

	
	


Q27.
Please provide a list of locations (street and suburb) where damaged footpaths had temporary repair work in the 2019/20 FY.

	STREET
	SUBURB

	
	


Q28.
Please provide a list of locations (street and suburb) where new footpaths have been installed where they did not previously exist, including the length of footpath and the cost.

	STREET
	SUBURB
	LENGTH OF NEW FOOTPATH
	COST

	
	
	
	


Q29.
Please provide details of the cost of preparing and printing the hard copies of the “Brisbane’s Economic Recovery Plan”, how many copies were printed, where and how they have been distributed and any costs associated with the distribution. 

Q30.
Please advise how many community clubs/organisations across Brisbane closed due to the COVID-19 pandemic, including a breakdown of the number type of community clubs/ organisations (eg Seniors, Arts, Community Centres etc).

Q31.
Please advise how many community clubs/ organisations across Brisbane which were closed due to the COVID-19 pandemic but have now re-opened as at 25 August 2020, including a breakdown of the number type of community clubs/ organisations (eg Seniors, Arts, Community Centres etc).

Q32.
Please advise how many sporting clubs across Brisbane closed due to the COVID-19 pandemic.

Q33.
Please advise how many sporting clubs across Brisbane which were closed due to the COVID-19 pandemic but have now re-opened as at 25 August 2020.

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 18 August 2020)

Q1.
How many petitions presented to Council and not yet considered by full Council are more than 12 months old as at 1 August?

A1.
0.

Q2. 
Please provide a list of outstanding petitions including the petition name and date presented to Council?

A2.
This information was provided to a question on notice from Cr Griffiths on 11 August 2020. 

Below are further petitions received by Committees for consideration since that date.
	Petition
	Date

	Requesting additional access to the Sikh Temple on Lemke Road, Taigum.
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020

	Requesting Council purchase land at 415-427 Beckett Road, Bridgeman Downs using the Bushland Acquisition Levy.
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020

	Requesting Council turn all smaller residential streets and busy school and retail stretches in West End into shared zones.
	Received during the Winter Recess 2020

	Requesting Council name bushland at 818 Rode Road, Stafford Heights, as ‘Remick Street Bushland Reserve’.
	4 August 2020

	Requesting Council rename Derby Street Parkland, Highgate Hill, to ‘Dr Manon Griffiths Parkland’ and recognise the traditional owners of the land by inviting them to propose an Aboriginal language name for the site.
	4 August 2020

	Requesting Council install a speed bump at 78 Bald Hills Road, Bald Hills.
	4 August 2020

	Requesting Council install a zebra crossing on Mildmay Street, Fairfield, between the new entrance to the Fairfield Rail Station and Fairfield Gardens Shopping Centre.
	4 August 2020

	Requesting Council install a zebra crossing on Mildmay Street, Fairfield, between the new entrance to the Fairfield Rail Station and Fairfield Gardens Shopping Centre.
	4 August 2020

	Requesting Council work with the Annerley community to fix Ipswich Road and revitalise Annerley.
	4 August 2020

	Requesting Council work with the Annerley community to fix Ipswich Road and revitalise Annerley.
	4 August 2020

	Requesting Council decrease the speed limit in Sovereign Place, Boondall, to 40 km/h.
	4 August 2020

	Requesting Council reinstate and fund the Brisbane Greeters program.
	4 August 2020

	Requesting Council purchase residential blocks in Francis Street and Hilda Street, Corinda, immediately adjoining the heritage listed Francis Lookout.
	4 August 2020

	Proposing the creation of a memorial grove in Anzac Park, Toowong, named ‘The National Defence Chaplains’ Memorial Grove’.
	11 August 2020

	Requesting Council determine the community need for installation of a BMX facility in the Brookfield or Kenmore Hills area.
	11 August 2020

	Requesting Council no longer grant development applications for change of use for off-site student rooming accommodation.
	11 August 2020

	Requesting Council no longer give Newscorp media exclusive access to Council operated premises.
	11 August 2020

	Requesting Council reject the proposed rooming accommodation development approval at 125 and 127 Bellevue Avenue, Gaythorne.
	Received by Council and Committee Liaison Office on 5 August 2020


RISING OF COUNCIL:

7.20pm.

PRESENTED:





and CONFIRMED
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Council officers in attendance:

Jade Stopar (A/Principal Council and Committee Officer)
Victor Tan (A/Senior Council and Committee Officer)

Julia Hagen (A/Council and Committee Officer)
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