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PRESENT:
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Ryan MURPHY (Chandler)
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Kara COOK (Morningside) (Deputy Leader of the Opposition)
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OPENING OF MEETING:

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

Councillors, are there any apologies? 

I see no hands. 

Councillors, the confirmation of Minutes, please.

MINUTES:

604/2019-20
The Minutes of the 4617 meeting of Council held on 19 May 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.

Chair:
Councillors, disappointingly we had planned on a public speaker today; however, he has called in sick only yesterday, so we won’t be hearing from him today. 

So, we’ll move directly to Question Time. 

QUESTION TIME:

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


Councillor ATWOOD.

Question 1
Councillor ATWOOD:
My question is to the LORD MAYOR. Council officers have continued working during the imposed isolation with a number of new sporting precincts ready for opening. Can you please update the Chamber on the new netball facilities that will soon be available for the public at Wakerley and Bracken Ridge?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Councillor ATWOOD, through you, Mr Chair, thank you, Councillor ATWOOD, for the question. I know you’re very excited, like all of us, to see the return of community sports right across our community at a whole range of different facilities. As we confirmed just recently, while the lockdown or the isolation period of restrictions was on, we had working going on on a number of different playgrounds and sporting facilities. We were able to open just recently a range of upgraded playgrounds and newly established playgrounds.


I am pleased to confirm today that we will be, in the coming weeks, opening 10 new netball courts. Those courts will be located at Bill Brown Reserve Sports Park at Bracken Ridge on the northside, and at the Wakerley District Sports Park in the eastern suburbs. Council has invested $15.9 million in these two projects which is all about supporting our community sporting activities and also in particular doing what we can to improve female participation in sport, which is absolutely essential and something that we all fully support.


I know both Councillor ATWOOD and also Councillor LANDERS are very excited to see these two facilities. Both are keen netballers themselves—maybe in the past or in the future with these new facilities. At the Bill Brown Sports Reserve, I am proud to say that we’ve also been able to help support the local economy by engaging local suppliers for all steel prefabrication requirements, and working with local contractors for court surfacing, to utilise local quarries for stone and backfill needs, right through to engaging local nurseries for landscaping of the facility.


The four new netball courts at Bracken Ridge, with lighting and viewing shelters, open greenspace, and also a 120-space car park, will further enhance the amazing sporting precinct that we see up in Bracken Ridge, which includes the Emily Seebohm Aquatic Centre, a Council skate park, and a newly-completed BMX facility. I think the facilities up there at Bracken Ridge, Councillor LANDERS, are the envy of many around the city when it comes to the range of facilities in one spot, and something that we are proud of as an Administration of progressively delivering.


So many Brisbane residents love to get involved in sports of different kinds, and I know that we’ve all been champing at the bit to get out there and get active as soon as we’re allowed to do so. We know that the Premier and the Chief Health Officer have indicated that we will see the return of club training commencing as part of stage 2 of the restrictions being lifted. As we know, stage 2 is a short while away on 12 June.


So, the new facilities at Wakerley and also at Bracken Ridge will be ready to go as training commences. They’ll be ready also for members of the public to use and access. Also, at Wakerley, there’s another added benefit as well there, because Council has been working closely with Meals on Wheels to establish a new commercial kitchen on site, to which we have contributed $442,000 to support the completion of this facility. This is a long-running project that will be much welcome in the local area and see the relocation of the Meals on Wheels facility to be part of this sporting precinct as well.

We know that our greenspaces and sporting facilities across Brisbane are so highly valued, and now more than ever before people are keen to use them. This investment of $15.9 million in two new netball facilities, providing 10 courts, is something that I know will be warmly welcomed by the community, and I’m looking forward to everyone getting out there and getting active and using Council’s sporting facilities.

We know in recent times, even though the player numbers have been down, there’s been no ability to participate in organised sport, but the need for maintenance of these facilities continues, and that includes the need for watering of existing sporting fields. We’ve had a great response to the initial Council support that’s been provided which allocates—

Chair:
A point of order—sorry, LORD MAYOR. 

There’s a point of order against you, I believe. 


Is that what you’re doing, Councillor JOHNSTON?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I’ve got my hand up for a question, because the LORD MAYOR has been going for well over five minutes, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Oh, okay, so no, there was no point of order. 


Excuse me. 

LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Just briefly, I mentioned the $5,000 towards the water bill of those clubs that are based on Council land and have sporting fields to water. That has obviously been well received. We’re also looking forward to seeing further support from the State Government to our local sporting clubs—

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, your time has expired. 


Further questions?


Councillor CASSIDY.

Question 2
Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Public and Active Transport Committee, Councillor MURPHY. This morning you announced an extension of the trial of e-Scooters in Brisbane, a move that the Opposition supports. To ensure Brisbane residents have the full picture, can you tell the Chamber how many injuries from scooter accidents have been recorded during the first pilot trial?

Chair:
Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes, thanks very much, Chair, and I thank Councillor CASSIDY for the question. I actually do have the exact numbers. There were 49 incidents on e‑Scooters in the first quarter of 2020. At the same time, we’ve got to remember—and keep this in context—there was around 200 motor vehicle—sorry, over 200 motor vehicle deaths in Queensland last year, so we have not yet had a single fatal incident as a result of e-Scooter use in our city.


But, I’ve got to say, it’s disappointing that Councillor CASSIDY, in saying you support the trial, that you are so willing to talk down e-Scooters in our city, so willing to talk up the risk. Because, if we’re going to encourage people to use this as an alternative active transport solution, then we’re going to need both sides of politics to get on board.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes. There were 2.5 million people, 2.5 million Brisbane residents who used e‑Scooters as part of the trial last year in Brisbane. Those are 2.5 million trips that weren’t taken in cars—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, I believe that’s what you’re doing?

Is that a point of order, Councillor CASSIDY? 

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, Chair. Just on the question, it was about the number of incidents for the full trial. Councillor MURPHY has given the number for the first quarter of 2020—

Chair:
I understand. 

Councillor MURPHY, you’ve got quite—there’s quite a long way to go in your time allocated, but can I also bring your attention back to answer that question? 

However, feel free to continue on the path you’re on, but make sure to be mindful of Councillor CASSIDY’s question in the time you do have. 


Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes. Look, thanks very much, Chair. The reality is that the State Government and Council are working very closely, very closely on all aspects of active travel, and that not only includes bikeway provision but also the regulation of the e‑Scooters scheme in our city. We have a very good scheme at the moment. We had nine operators tender for the e-Scooter contract. We had two successful tenders in Lime and Neuron who now operate in the city in a split of 600 scooters for Neuron and 400 scooters for Lime. Actually, we have found that they have been extremely cooperative. Whenever we have raised an issue with regards to safety in the scheme, or speeds, or the helmet issue, they have cooperated, and actually they’ve innovated to improve the scheme.


We’ve seen Neuron introduce recently the helmet docking system. I believe this is a world first to have a helmet docking system. Now, understand that Australia has some of the strictest helmet laws in the world, that we are able to innovate around that to improve safety for people who are using the scheme, and I think that’s really a positive thing. We were out there with Neuron this morning making the announcement around the extension of the contract. 


But what this next year will buy us is the opportunity to trial some new innovations in the e-Scooter contract. So, firstly, we’ll be able to have a last mile trial on parts of Metro 1 and Metro line 2, where we’ll be looking at rolling out e-Scooters to parts of the outer suburbs that might not have seen e-Scooters since the first phase of e-Scooter mania way back when we started the trial in September 2018, looking at rolling them out there as we interface them with busway stations. So, places like Buranda and Greenslopes, Eight Mile Plains, communities that you might think are a very, very long way away from where e‑Scooters operate at the moment.

But those communities could potentially benefit from having that last mile solution to get them from busway stations out to local shops, and then they can complete that journey by walking to their home. What we don’t want to see, Chair, is a proliferation of scooters uncontrolled throughout the suburbs, where scooters are just popping up all around the city. 

We want to make sure that we continue the excellent management of the e‑Scooter scheme that we’ve seen thus far in Brisbane, where we’ve worked very closely with operators in a controlled way to look at all the issues around safety, around provision of street space, around proliferation of street furniture, to make sure that e-Scooters is regulated in Brisbane to the absolute world-best practice. 

We know there’s no rule book when it comes to managing e-Scooters. A lot of cities have made it up as they go along. We don’t want Brisbane to be one of those examples. We want Brisbane to be setting world’s best practice when it comes to managing e-Scooters, making sure that we do this carefully, methodically, slowly and at all times that we’re working with the Queensland Government who actually regulates aspects of safety around helmets, around maximum speed, and then of course Council regulating the street space on the footpath.

I was interested to note, Councillor CASSIDY, you made some claims this morning around provision of footpath repairs and the danger that that might pose in the outer suburbs to people using schemes like Lime and Neuron. I just want to remind you that, when the Labor Party managed footpath repairs, it was an absolute shambles in this city. There were—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes? So, thanks very much, Councillor JOHNSTON, I take note that you’ve never actually managed anything in this city. You just snipe from the sidelines.

Chair:
Councillor MURPHY, your time has expired. 


Further questions?


Councillor OWEN.

Question 3
Councillor OWEN:
Thank you. My question is to the Chair of Public and Active Transport Committee, Councillor MURPHY. I understand that Council and the State Government have agreed to convene a joint active travel advisory group which will tackle the missing bikeway links across Brisbane. Can you please outline what Council’s involvement in the taskforce will be, and how this will contribute to our Active Transport Network Plan that is now under way?

Chair:
Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes, thanks very much for your question, Councillor OWEN. I know that you, as a very keen user of our shared paths when you’re out walking your dogs, are keen to see us enhance cooperation with the State Government. As you know, the Council is committed to creating a cycling friendly city by building on our diverse network of bikeways, shared paths and riverwalks. This is extremely topical right now, because all around the world, cities are working to ensure that walking and cycling remain a meaningful part of the transport mix after COVID‑19. 


Today in the Financial Review, Ian Grayson wrote about research conducted by KPMG which shows that more than half the cities surveyed nominate mobility as a service and congestion management as a key objective of their transportation networks. Helsinki-based transport planner Ian Sacs is quoted as saying, a smart city is one that offers a menu of transportation choices, and I couldn’t agree more with him. 

More and more people are choosing cycling as a great way to exercise and commute. Council’s 20 automatic counters have demonstrated a significant increase in active travel during this challenging pandemic. So far this year we’ve seen a 30% increase in total usage of our bikeway and pathway network compared to the same period last year. In real terms, that’s an additional one million users. 

Last month there was a 91% increase in bike riding on weekends, and a 22% increase on weekdays. The number of visits to Council’s Cycling Brisbane webpage is up 32% as people look for more ways to explore our city by bike. When it comes to walking, the people of Brisbane have been pounding the pavement, with a 49% increase on weekends and a 55% increase on weekdays. 

Team Schrinner is passionately focused, and is encouraging this momentum, and enabling residents to make healthy and safe travel options in the long term. With this in mind, the LORD MAYOR and I met with Minister Bailey to discuss a range of important transport issues in Brisbane. We all agreed on the importance of improving the interface between Council and State bikeway networks with a particular focus on filling missing links and improving connectivity. 

We therefore decided to co-convene an Active Travel Advisory Committee, or ATAC. Brisbane has a well-organised cycling community, and a number of active bicycle user groups and Bicycle Queensland having over 16,000 members. This new initiative, the Active Travel Advisory Committee, co-convened with the Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR), will assist Council to draw on our collective experience and insights, as well as the experience and insights of the community. 

Importantly, it will allow direct communication between Council and State on planning priorities and initiatives. The advisory group will represent both cyclists and pedestrians to ensure integration across various modes of travel. We are looking forward to finalising the membership and activating this advisory group in the coming days. 

I thank Minister Bailey for his willingness to work with Council on the harmonisation of our active transport networks. This new initiative builds upon the Council and State’s track record of working together to improve connectivity. We’re collaborating to complete missing sections and upgrades to the V1 Bikeway at Birdwood Road, and sections of the North Brisbane Bikeway. Other Council projects that connect to TMR strategic links include the Weyers Road Bikeway, which connects to the Gateway North Bikeway, and the Indooroopilly Riverwalk, which provides improved access to the Western Freeway Bikeway.

Brisbane’s bikeway network is approximately 938 kilometres, so it’s a very big network. The vast majority of this is in fact 90% Council-owned, so 853 kilometres of it. With this extensive network comes a comprehensive system of automatic counters that inform future planning. Many people who use our bikeway network will pass these as they go through. I am pleased to inform the Chamber that Council is now looking at how we optimise these counters to provide public facing reports on bikeway usage as well as integrate with the counters owned by the State network, so that Brisbane residents and the cycling community can get a fulsome picture of exactly who is using our bikeway network and when. 

The Active Travel Advisory Committee will support the planning and delivery of active transport infrastructure across the city. Council is exploring several initiatives in the city centre to improve accessibility for walking and cycling, and to accommodate, encourage and enable residents to choose cycling as a mode of transport. Council’s Active Transport policies have been updated in recent years with the adoption of the Brisbane Active Transport Strategy 2012-2026, and the Transport Plan for Brisbane. Both strategies include actions to develop a revised active transport network. 

The Active Transport Network Plan, currently in draft form, reviews the existing bicycle network within City Plan (Brisbane City Plan 2014) to identify gaps and opportunities. It will also inform the State’s principal cycling network. Council has received ongoing contributions from cyclists and pedestrians throughout this process, and looks forward to—

Chair:
Councillor MURPHY, your time has expired. 


Further questions?


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Question 4
Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you, my question is to the LORD MAYOR. This year you allocated $74,000 to move a refuge and a bus stop on Oxley Road near Quarry Road, Sherwood, that neither I nor the community I represent have asked for in the 12 years I’ve been the local Councillor. In Tennyson Ward there are dozens of small but important projects that have languished on Council’s capital works list for years that our community does want, but you won’t fund. To ensure this funding won’t be wasted and will be invested locally, will you redirect the funding from the Quarry Road project to deliver a refuge at the corner of Park Road and Verney Road East near Graceville State School?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you, Councillor JOHNSTON, for the question. Look, I assume that Councillor JOHNSTON is referring to the bus stop improvement program, is that correct?

Chair:
I’m not sure. 

I believe that Councillor JOHNSTON is referring to a pedestrian refuge. That’s probably minor road upgrades.

LORD MAYOR:
Councillor JOHNSTON referred to a bus stop relocation. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
What I might do—

Councillor JOHNSTON, would you mind, for the benefit of the room, please read your question again?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
LORD MAYOR, this year you allocated $74,000 to move a refuge and a bus stop on Oxley Road near Quarry Road, Sherwood, that neither I nor the community I represent have asked for in the 12 years I’ve been the local Councillor. My question goes on to ask for that funding to be relocated to deliver a refuge at the corner of Park Road and Verney Road East near Graceville State School? It is not related to the bus stop—

Chair:
No, please, I just asked you to read the question as you read it before. 

You changed the question now, so there’s two separate questions.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Do you want me to read the whole thing again?

Chair:
That is what I asked for. 

Yes, please.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
LORD MAYOR, this year you allocated $74,000 to move a refuge and a bus stop on Oxley Road near Quarry Road, Sherwood, that neither I nor the community I represent have asked for in the 12 years I’ve been the local Councillor. In Tennyson Ward there are dozens of small but important projects that have languished on Council’s capital works list for years that our community does not want, but you won’t fund. To ensure this funding won’t be wasted, will it be invested locally, will you redirect the funding to deliver a refuge at the corner of Park Road and Verney Road East near Graceville State School?

LORD MAYOR:
Okay. So, I understand the project was actually a congestion reduction project. It was done by the Congestion Reduction Unit in Council, and they look for identifying small but valuable projects across the city that can help reduce congestion in a targeted way. So, we’re not talking about major intersection upgrades or road widenings here, but cases where, for example, the location of a bus stop may be causing a blockage in the traffic or causing some traffic concerns. So, this one was put forward by the Congestion Reduction Unit based on their view of a potential congestion reduction at this location. 

 
Look, I acknowledge that Councillor JOHNSTON doesn’t seem to support this particular project, but ultimately, the reality is that the Congestion Reduction Unit does projects like this right across the city based on their knowledge of the road network and the modelling—

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
—of the effective—

Chair:
Please allow the LORD MAYOR to answer his question. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
From that point on, we go through a process. Once they’ve identified potential projects, we allocate some funding in the budget, and then we go through a process of consultation with the local Councillor and locally impacted residents or businesses, and some of those projects get support, some of them don’t. 

But I can say that, if a project doesn’t get support, that’s part and parcel of what we do, and we acknowledge the importance of community feedback in this process. That money will be reallocated to other congestion reduction projects in the similar field. Now, Councillor JOHNSTON is making a budget pitch for a particular project. Fair enough; you can make that call. You can make that claim or that—

Councillor interjecting.

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


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Councillor JOHNSTON. Thank you, Mr Chair. So, she can make that pitch, by all means. That’s her right. But she will just have to wait until 17 June to see the projects that are—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, no, no, Councillor JOHNSTON; Question Time does not allow you to interject regularly. 

Please allow the LORD MAYOR to answer the question you’ve asked him. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order then, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
The question actually asks, will the LORD MAYOR redirect the funding to deliver a refuge to the corner of Park Road and Verney Road East near Graceville State School. It’s existing funding, and I’m asking for it to be redirected. 

Chair:
Okay, thank you. 

That was within the question asked earlier. 


LORD MAYOR, you have more than half your time remaining; please be mindful of the question asked and proceed when ready. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. So, as I was explaining, every Councillor has an ability to make a budget submission and have that considered through the budget process. In this case, the reality is if a project is not proceeding, then we will reallocate it to other congestion busting projects. I’ll bear in mind Councillor JOHNSTON’s request, but I don’t think from what she said that the project she’s referring to is a congestion busting project. It’s a different form of project, and there is another section of the budget which deals specifically with pedestrian refuges and pedestrian crossings. 


So, Councillor JOHNSTON makes it sound very simple. Oh, that project is not going ahead, so move the money over here to another project, that makes sense, and that might be a good pitch locally, and you’re entitled to make that pitch. But we have to consider all of these competing priorities in the budget. 


As Councillor MURPHY pointed out earlier, Councillor JOHNSTON is great at sniping from the sidelines, but when it comes to actually managing a budget or managing in fact anything, she is one of the few people here that has absolutely no experience in doing that. She has experience at attacking and criticising—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, no, no; no interjections, please. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Well, point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Way before Councillor MURPHY’s time, but—

Chair:
No, no, no, no.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—the LORD MAYOR certainly knows that’s not correct. 

Chair:
What is the point of order? 

Oh, okay, all right, so no point of order. 


All right; thanks. 

LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
And certainly, you know, look, I understand exactly why Councillor JOHNSTON is doing that, and like I said, it’s her right to do as a local Councillor. All I will simply say is we consider all requests through the budget process, and we’ve got to make the right judgments based on the needs of the city. We’ve got to make the right judgments based on many competing priorities, and we’ve also got to make the right judgments in an environment which has changed remarkably in just a few short months. 


So, the financial situation of the Council going into this budget is a far more challenging one than it has been for many, many years. We will deal with that challenge. We’re taking that challenge head on. We’ll keep the budget strong and balanced, but Councillor JOHNSTON, I take your request; I will consider it as part of the future upcoming budget, but I’m not going to give you that commitment today because there’s a lot of competing priorities that we’re discussing as part of the budget going forward. So, thank you for the question.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor HAMMOND.

Question 5
Councillor HAMMOND:
Thank you, Mr Chair. My question is to the Chair of the City Planning and Economic Development Committee, Councillor ADAMS. DEPUTY MAYOR, Council has recently surveyed a number of businesses across the city to understand how to best assist with the recovery after COVID-19 downturn. Can you please outline what else we are doing to support our local businesses?

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and thank you, Councillor HAMMOND, for the question. Yes, we are working very hard at the moment to understand how we can best support businesses during this time, and Councillor ALLAN and myself have been working through the Economic Recovery Taskforce and have opened the Business in Brisbane recovery survey to more than 15,000 local businesses.


We ask all Councillors to promote this with their businesses, to have their say. It’s their opportunity for them to tell us more about the challenges that they face during this time, and what Council can do to support them through the next phase of recovery.


We also want to hear from our valued industry bodies and have set up a dedicated industry submissions process which is now open for comment. Again, as I say, I would encourage everyone who owns a business or forms part of an industry group to complete our business surveys, and also for all Councillors to make sure they can get on to the Business in Brisbane Facebook page and access this information to promote it with their local businesses as well. 


What we want to see in Brisbane is a recovery that is as quick as possible. But, at the moment, we are faced with much uncertainty and we need to be able to provide surety in our decisions and restore confidence in our community. The Economic Development team have been working hard and behind the scenes to gather as much information as we can so we can better understand the multitude of challenges faced by business and the community at this time.


We’ve been monitoring the impacts of COVID-19 since the very early indicators of disruption to this city, and while it is difficult to quantify the magnitude of these impacts on our economy and communities, the statistical data that is being collected has proved critical to inform some recovery efforts, and get this city back on its feet as quickly and as safely as possible. Council’s Economic Development team have been tracking our economic performance using information collected from CommBank and Spendmapp to estimate the changes that we’re seeing in consumer spending across the city. Through this data collection, Council has been able to identify which local economies have been the hardest hit, and which industries, businesses and local jobs have been most impacted.


I am sure it is no surprise to anyone here this evening that the Brisbane CBD has recorded a significant loss in a local spend of up to 45% during the peak restrictions from that that we see in normal spends in town. Some of the major suburban centres including Chermside, Ashgrove, Keperra and Aspley have also experienced considerable economic disruption since the outbreak. It has taken a few months now, but these areas are beginning to see a way up as the restrictions ease and people slowly return to their normal routine.


Interestingly, though, we have observed increases in some local expenditure in our suburban centres across Brisbane as well. So, Indooroopilly, Rochedale, Kenmore, Darra and Stafford have all recorded an increase in local spend, estimated at over 30%. So, while these increases in suburban expenditure are clearly not enough to offset the significant loss recorded around the city centre and major centres, it does reassure us that local businesses have been able to quickly respond to changes and adjust the way they operate to meet our community needs. 


But we know it is just as important to measure the impacts of the pandemic during the outbreak and through peak decline, as it is to monitor the trends towards recovery. Our current predictions for growth are almost entirely premised on continuing to ease restrictions and maintaining new community norms. As people become more mobile, and consumer confidence grows, we have been able to identify the top indicators of economic recovery cycles and are beginning to observe some upwards trends of expenditure.


Pedestrian and scooter counts, Wi-Fi data, car park usage and congestion reporting are also pivotal indicators used to analyse behavioural changes and the flow-on effects to the local economy. Following a sharp fall in citywide movement during our peak restrictions, we are gradually starting to see the counts pick up through May, but while most of the analysis will focus on the economic costs, the broader social implications should not be overlooked as well. 


The team are also following core ABS (Australian Bureau of Statistics) data sets to make sure they establish and track a series of indicators to make sure we assess the potential areas of health and financial vulnerabilities as well. By doing so, we are also able to undertake specific analysis against known jobs and industries that are most affected by COVID-19 to examine which areas would benefit most from additional and targeted support. Now, more than ever, we know we need to connect with the community. We need to get business up and running again—

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR, your time has expired.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
—and to be informed about a long-term response.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks very much, Chair; my question is to the Chair—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order.

Councillor CASSIDY:
—of the City Planning and Economic Development—

Chair:
I think I’ve heard a point of order. 

Is there a point of order?

Councillor SRI:
Sorry, Chair. I thought I’m due for a question. I’m meant to get one question in every seven.

Chair:
I apologise, Councillor SRI. 

The screen—when I look at a screen, I look for an Opposition Councillor at this point, and the first one I saw was Councillor CASSIDY. 

Can I assure you that that was not intentional, and that I will endeavour to provide you a question as soon as possible, all right?

Councillor SRI:
Yes. Just I think the meeting rules require that I have this question, and I’m mindful of time.

Chair:
No, I don’t—I don’t think that’s right. 


Councillor CASSIDY.

Question 6
Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Chair. My question is to the Chair of the City Planning and Economic Development Committee, Councillor ADAMS. The answers to Question on Notice today shows $1.76 million was spent in November and December on the Nothing’s Changed. Everything’s Different advertising campaign. Can you tell us how much of this was spent outside of Brisbane? 

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Sorry, just getting the right unmute button there. Look, thank you for the question, Councillor CASSIDY. The Nothing’s Changed. Everything’s Different promotion was run through Brisbane Marketing, and was a major part of their responsibility—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order; Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. I refer you to the Meetings Local Law 2001 section 33(4) which says, questions should be allocated to minority Councillors, and they will be allocated pro rata. So, I just pick up Councillor SRI’s issue, and ask that you follow the Meetings Local Law to ensure that Councillors get questions as the Meetings Local Law provides.

Chair:
Thanks, Councillor JOHNSTON. 

I assure you the law has been followed. 


Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and as I was saying, yes, the Nothing’s Changed. Everything’s Different promotion was run through Brisbane Marketing as a campaign to support our south east regional area in Queensland as the regional tourism operator under the State Government’s Tourism and Events Queensland program for South East Queensland. 


The program, as was noted today, the cost there was substantially around setting it up. As you would have seen, it was a very popular campaign that was run for a short period. Unfortunately, pandemic and restrictions made it probably not as relevant going into the new calendar year as well.


When I spoke about the campaign at the end of last year, I made it very clear, and so did the LORD MAYOR, through media releases that this was a campaign that we would be sending first throughout Brisbane and the local government area to introduce to Brisbanites to remember how much there is to see and do in the Brisbane area. It is unashamedly focused on Brisbane because even our South East Queensland regional partners understand that we are the capital city, and anything that starts here can then spread out through our tourism strategy as well.


The plan was to take it to a wider market this calendar year, through to Sydney and Melbourne, at this point of time, actually, while they’re having cold weather down there to encourage them to come up here and spend their money in our usually warm Brisbane climate as well.


Due to the COVID‑19 pandemic, we saw a cessation of this actual advertising campaign around February, if I remember correctly. It is on hold at this time, and it will be reviewed for its relevancy going forward. But it’s something that we will definitely be using again in the future, and none of that—

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
—expenditure for—

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, look, I just want, for some clarity, and I think the DEPUTY MAYOR sort of alluded to an answer, but if she can be very clear—and the question was very clear: how much of this was spent outside of Brisbane?

Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR, to the question, please.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
The impatience knows no bound. I was in the middle of the sentence that was answering that question, Councillor CASSIDY—is that there was no expenditure—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No interjections. You have reiterated the question. 


Councillor ADAMS, you have three minutes 45 seconds. No, excuse me, two minutes 45 seconds to go. 

Please continue.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. As I said, happy to answer the question if they will listen to the answer. As I was saying, there was no money spent outside the Brisbane local government—oh, sorry, I should say out of the South East Queensland region. I can’t confirm if advertising for this came up on Facebook popups of people if they were outside Brisbane, but it was definitely the local campaign that was run over the Christmas period. There has been no interstate advertising through this program due to the COVID-19 pandemic as we came into the new calendar year. 


It is something that we have still got within Brisbane Marketing, with the intellectual property, and of course the fantastic support that we got from Powderfinger being the first group able to use their song for commercial purpose, because they also saw the fantastic opportunity to promote Brisbane and their home town with one of their absolutely fantastic songs as well.


So, at this point of time, it is not progressing interstate, considering you can’t even get to Queensland at the moment, but it was only spent within—I cannot confirm within Brisbane LGA (local government area), but within the South East Queensland corner, to promote people to come and visit Brisbane over the Christmas period.

Chair:
Further questions?


Councillor HUTTON.

Question 7
Councillor HUTTON:
My question is for the Chair of the Infrastructure Committee, Councillor McLACHLAN. Councillor McLACHLAN, with the State Government’s easing of COVID-19 restrictions, can you please provide an update on how this has impacted traffic across our city, and what traffic volumes we can expect to see on our roads in the coming weeks?

Chair:
Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and to Councillor HUTTON for the question. The COVID‑19 pandemic and associated restrictions have certainly impacted on all corners of our community and changed day-to-day life in Brisbane. I’m sure everyone in the Chamber has observed changes to traffic flows and volumes in their wards and across the city during this time.


Further to the earlier answer from Councillor ADAMS, specifically looking at traffic issues, in mid-February there were approximately 3.8 million vehicles travelling on Council’s key road corridors. This figure started to decrease towards the end of February, and by late March traffic volumes on Council’s roads were about 22% less than usual. In the following two weeks, volumes continued to fall to around 37.5% less traffic than normal by mid-April. Around this point, typical morning and afternoon congestion peaks had effectively disappeared. 


Mr Speaker, towards the end of April, we saw traffic beginning to increase, which coincided with the Queensland Government’s easing of isolation restrictions. For example, on Saturday 2 May, the Queensland Government allowed picnics with families and visits to national parks. On this day, traffic on our roads increased by 38% compared to the previous Saturday, indicating many people across Brisbane took advantage of the restrictions’ changes, and by mid‑May traffic volumes had increased to only 23% less than usual. So, our traffic planners certainly have been having a good look at traffic volumes during this time.


Throughout May, we’ve seen the return of morning and afternoon congestion peaks. Council’s traffic engineers have been observing that traffic volumes during these peaks are increasing by around three per cent each day. Mr Speaker, the return of students to school has also contributed—

Chair:
Councillor McLACHLAN, I have to ask you to just refer to me as Mr Chair, please, in the future. 

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Sorry, my apologies, Mr Chair. The return of students to school has also contributed to traffic increases this month. With the return of some students on Monday 11 May, an analysis was undertaken around Dutton Park State School and Wynnum West State School. This analysis showed a significant increase in traffic volumes around the schools during the peak period. During that week, there was a 7.5% traffic increase on roads around both schools compared to the previous week.


Yesterday, grades 2 and 10 began returned to school campuses, so we can expect this number will again increase this week. So, as we can see, the implementation and easing of coronavirus restrictions has significant impacts on our road network. 


Stage 2 of restriction easing, which will allow gatherings of up to 20 people and more public spaces to open, is planned to come into effect on 12 June. Stage 3, planned for 10 July, will allow gatherings of up to 100 people and most public venues to operate. So, based on the traffic analysis Council has been undertaking, we can predict that the return of normal traffic levels during peak periods will coincide with the introduction of stage 3. We’re expecting to see, therefore, these usual traffic volumes around the first week of July. Of course, this is based on the assumption that the State Government’s easing of restrictions will progress as expected and announced over the coming weeks. 


Although we are beginning to see increases in congestion across the city, this is indicating that we’re beginning to revert to business as usual, which is what our city needs. We need the Brisbane community to start returning to and supporting our restaurants, our cafes, shops and small businesses. We’re also starting to see more people using our Council car parks and needed spaces for the purpose of retail and recreation, which is again an indication that our city is starting to get up and running again.


In relation to a question about the period of reduced traffic impacts on our operations, ours for daytime works are able to be extended due to the lack of morning and afternoon congestion peaks, so we took advantage of that. Some works were able to commence earlier,for example, works associated with stage 1 of the Wynnum Road corridor upgrade. We were able to switch some planned night works to daytime works to reduce the impact on local residents. 


To support the continuation of city construction projects, Council also relaxed inner city heavy vehicle lockout periods which allowed construction vehicles to access sites in the city during the peak periods. During the period of lower traffic volumes, however, Transport Planning and Operations did stop undertaking traffic counts, which I’m sure we will get back to our normal operations as soon as possible. Councillors have been seeing that in some petition responses.

Chair:
Councillor McLACHLAN, your time has expired. 


Further questions?


Councillor SRI.

Question 8
Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR, livestreaming of Council Committee meetings and publishing video recordings would greatly improve transparency and accountability within Brisbane City Council and give residents more opportunities to learn about Council initiatives and important issues. 

If live video streaming of Committee meetings has been feasible during the shutdown, and other Queensland councils already livestream their committee meetings, what the main reasons that the LNP opposes this important democratic reform here in Brisbane, and if you feel you can’t afford to stream the meetings, would you allow Councillors to film Committee meetings ourselves?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR. 

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and Councillor SRI for the question. Look, I first wanted to say that the idea that this is an important democratic reform is just ludicrous. Right now, our Committee meetings are open to members of the public; our Committee meetings are viewed by journalists and reported on by journalists. This has been the case for a long period of time. Everything that is discussed in a Committee meeting is recorded and is also presented through to Council the following week.


So, the idea that somehow these meetings are secret or in any way anti-democratic is just not true. Now, I am very proud that we were the first Administration in the history of Brisbane City Council to make our meetings available online in the way that we’re doing now and livestreaming the Council meetings. There is a clear point to livestreaming Council meetings. This is the ultimate decision-making body of the city of Brisbane. 


As I mentioned, Committee meetings report through to Council, and so everything that happens at Committee is then reported the next week at the Council meeting. But the suggestion or idea that there are somehow thousands or a whole lot of people who are champing at the bit to watch a Council Committee meeting, Councillor SRI, you know is not true. We see week after week that the average number of people that watch our livestream Council meetings is about 30 or 40 people, and we know that most of those people are actually in Council. They are actually Council employees watching the meeting.

Councillor interjecting.

LORD MAYOR:
So, the idea that there’s massive demand for livestreaming of Committee meetings is not—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No; no interjections, please.

LORD MAYOR:
And how many out of the 35 people are your residents, Councillor JOHNSTON? Look, the reality is you love it. We know Councillor SRI loves it, because it’s all about grandstanding. But the reality is there is not a big demand for the livestreaming of Committee meetings. There is absolute accountability for those meetings at present, and that will continue. Everything that happens, as I mentioned, at a Committee meeting is available for the public to see. It is reported on by journalists every week, and then it comes through to the Council meeting the following week, which is livestreamed. 


So, Councillor SRI, I know you want to use these meetings as an opportunity to grandstand and to run your own agenda—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order; Councillor SRI.

LORD MAYOR:
There is no demand for it—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
I’ve got a point of order here.

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Just on relevance, the question was a straightforward question about what are the main objections, and I assume—

Chair:
Okay, all right.

LORD MAYOR:
I just told you. There is no demand for it other than a couple of Councillors here who want to grandstand. The reality is anyone who wants access to anything that happens in a Council Committee can find out that information. There is nothing secretive. It is all fully transparent at the moment, and that will continue, and we are proud to have the most transparent—and not only transparent Council in Australia—but the most transparent level of government out of the three—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No—

LORD MAYOR:
Every Councillor here has access to information that MPs (Members of Parliament) at the State or Federal level simply wouldn’t get. I’m proud that that is the case, and that will continue. But the reality is, having the weekly Jonathan SRI show in a Committee is not something—it might be something that suits him, but it is not something that there’s big demand in the community for, and we won’t be spending the tens or thousands of dollars to provide a platform for Jonathan SRI to grandstand in Committee meetings.

Chair:
All right; that concludes Question Time. 


I now draw the Council’s attention to the consideration of Committee reports. 


Firstly, LORD MAYOR, the Establishment and Coordination Committee Report, please.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Sorry, Chair, I just wanted to clarify that I have checked the records from the previous meetings, and it is the case that there were—although I’m entitled to one in seven questions from non-Administration Councillors, that that hasn’t been the case. So, I just want you to acknowledge that I’ll be entitled to another question quite soon to make up for that—

Chair:
I will review it independently, however, we’re going to be moving on. 

I’m happy to review all conduct of meetings after the meeting.

Councillor SRI:
That’s fine. I’m mindful of time, and I don’t want to drag the point out now, but this has been a problem in the past. This is the third time this has happened.

Chair:
No, I don’t agree. 

As we’ve discussed, you and I have discussed this in the past, if I have made an error, it has been over-servicing you with questions, not under-servicing.

Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
You can laugh all you like. It’s true, all right.
Councillors interjecting.

Chair:
So, I will—however, we’re going to progress to the consideration of Committee Reports.

Please, LORD MAYOR.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.
Councillor SRI:
I just wanted to move dissent in your ruling. I’m sorry to drag it out, but it’s not correct that you’ve given me more questions than my allocation. You’ve actually given my less questions than my allocation, and—

Chair:
For a start, it’s not a ruling. 

It’s an—I’ve engaged with you on the question that you’ve asked. I’ve provided reasoning. 

However, in the name of transparency, if you don’t believe that I’ve been looking after you pretty well, then you can say so. 

Is there someone who agrees that I’ve not been caring for Councillor SRI enough?
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Councillor Jonathan SRI moved, seconded by Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON, that the Chair’s ruling be dissented from. Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion of dissent was declared lost on the voices.


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

AYES: 2 -
Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Jonathan SRI.
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: 5 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMING, Steve GRIFFITHS and Charles STRUNK.
Chair:
Councillors, I once again ask for the Establishment and Coordination Committee Report to be moved. 


LORD MAYOR.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order; Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, just a procedural, Chair, along similar lines. If you could investigate, please, because my count shows that collectively the Green and Independent Councillor had six for the Opposition’s 12 questions over the last four weeks, so some consistency would be good.

Chair:
Mate, I’ve already—Councillor CASSIDY, I’ve already committed to that. 


All right, LORD MAYOR.

CONSIDERATION OF COMMITTEE REPORTS:

ESTABLISHMENT AND COORDINATION COMMITTEE

The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR (Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER), Chair of the Establishment and Coordination Committee, moved, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS), that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 18 May, be adopted. 

Chair:
Is there any debate? 


LORD MAYOR.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Seriatim en bloc for debate and voting - Clauses E and F
	At that time Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON rose and requested that Clause E, COUNCILLOR CONDUCT ASSESSMENT, INVESTIGATION AND ORDERS, and Clause F, APPOINTMENT OF CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER OF BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL, be taken seriatim en bloc for debating and voting purposes.


Chair:
LORD MAYOR.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Sorry, point of order.

Chair:
Yes, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Just a procedural question for clarification. I have a request for further information that relates to one of those two items. Do you want me to ask it when we move to those two items?

Chair:
Yes, please. So, I’ll ask that all Councillors limit their comments to items A through D first, and then Councillor JOHNSTON, if I could ask you to come back with those questions when debate moves to items E and F please. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Today, as Councillors are aware, marks National Sorry Day. I wanted to start by acknowledging that normally today we would have public events and one held by Council in King George Square which has traditionally been the case. But, unfortunately, it’s not been possible to do that due to the current COVID-19 restrictions, and also managing the risks associated with that.


So, while there haven’t been public ceremonies or commemorations or celebrations of National Sorry Day, it is certainly something that we are all very on board with and thinking of at this time, and something that we know as a Council is so important to our community, and in particular to those that were part of the Stolen Generation as well. 


It was back in 2008 when the Prime Minister, Kevin Rudd, made the formal apology to the Stolen Generations, and it’s every year at this time that we consider the impact on Indigenous and Torres Strait Islander members of our community, and also recommit ourselves to reconciliation as a community.


The incredible impact that having children forcibly removed from families is something that does last generations. It is something that not only affects the generation that it immediately happened to, but it’s something that has an impact that lasts generations. To have families torn apart in that way is a national tragedy, and it is absolutely right that, as a community, as a country, as different levels of government, that that apology was made back in 2008. It is also right that, every year, we commemorate and recognise National Sorry Day.


It is also part of National Reconciliation Week, which is under way at the moment, as we normally do, today for National Sorry Day, we are lighting up our city assets. So, the Victoria Bridge, Story Bridge, Tropical Dome at Mt Coot-tha Botanic Gardens, and also the Reddacliff Place sculptures will be lit up black, red and yellow. Also, for Reconciliation Week, the Story Bridge and Victoria Bridge will be lit up for the week for this particularly important week in our national calendar. 

So, I did just want to mention the importance of this event, and also apologise that we can’t have the normal ceremonies, not only in King George Square but in different locations across the city. Council, as an organisation, and Council as a group of Councillors as well, is absolutely committed to that reconciliation process and doing what we can to support members of our Indigenous and Torres Strait Islander communities, and working towards a goal of national reconciliation.

On Thursday, the Victoria Bridge and Story Bridge will be lit up in rainbow colours to support LGBTI Domestic Violence Prevention Month. This is supported by DV Connect and also Queensland Council for LGBTI Health which is coming together for the first-ever, the inaugural day of remembrance and recognition for LGBTI victims and survivors of domestic violence (DV) in Queensland. So, that is a first, and also something that it’s important that we bring awareness to. So, that will be happening on Thursday with the lighting of those assets.

Moving towards the different items on the agenda, item A is the Council’s first‑ever Domestic and Family Violence Prevention Strategy. Obviously this is something that has been discussed prior in this Chamber, something that Councillor COOK first suggested—and I want to acknowledge and thank her for putting this forward, and something that has been taken forward from that point in a bipartisan manner, with support no doubt from all Councillors. 

The first thing we must do as a Council, as an organisation and a group of Councillors, is to unreservedly condemn all forms of violence, especially that which occurs in a domestic or family situation. We know that domestic and family violence does not discriminate against age, gender, the length of time in a relationship or any other factor, and we know that it impacts people right across the community. One of the most shocking things about this is the impact that it also can have on children, and that is something like—when I mentioned before the impact of the Stolen Generation on generations to come, that is something that also can have impacts for generations to come.

So, this strategy was developed in response to Council’s commitment to reduce violence and abuse in homes across Brisbane, and also workplaces. We acknowledge that this insidious behaviour exists out in our community in a much bigger form than us as a community are prepared to tolerate. I know that the national debate in recent times—I think it has turned a corner with some of the incredible tragedies that have happened in recent times, because people have seen firsthand the impact that this has with people losing their lives on an ongoing basis, people being killed by the people that are supposed to love them, people being abused by people that are supposed to love them. 

We saw some of the recent tragedies just here in Brisbane, in our own local community, that is the sad impact of domestic violence that has become public and become very high profile. We know that, in many cases, the level of domestic violence in our community is a hidden issue. It is not always apparent, and we want to make sure that it is not a case of out of sight, out of mind. So, this strategy going forward aims at building on some of the great work that has been done in the community, some of the existing work that had been done in Council, and building on that. But, most importantly, making a clear statement that Council as an organisation unreservedly condemns all forms of violence, and especially domestic and family violence. 

The strategy provides a framework for Council to enhance collaboration with other organisations and the community in response to domestic violence. I know that, in her role as Lady Mayoress, Nina has been in very close contact with a number of organisations that are at the front line when it comes to the response to domestic and family violence. It is one of those things where the impact on people’s lives and the flow-on effects that that has throughout the community is not always clear, but it is just massive. It is massive. There are so many organisations that are providing help, and there are so many organisations that Council can work with going forward, and also other levels of government as well, to provide help where it is needed most.

We won’t see a Council or a State Government or a Federal Government conclusively solving this problem. But, in partnership with all levels of government and community organisations, and ultimately through individual changes in behaviour, we can make real improvements, and we should make real improvements, and that is something that we are committed to as a Council.

Obviously, the Queensland Government, when it comes to the State, is the lead agency for the prevention of family and domestic violence. The government continues to provide a range of support services to those experiencing violence. These services are primarily a function of state governments, and obviously that is something we support continuing. But we want to work with those community organisations; we want to work with our own employees in Council to make sure that we can play an important role going forward in stamping out domestic violence, saying no to it, not tolerating it, and moving forward to turn that corner that I mentioned before.

I know that everyone in this Chamber, or this virtual Chamber, has a vested interest—

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

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you and thank you to the virtual Chamber for the extension. I was just saying, I know everyone, or every Councillor here, has a vested interest in the safety of residents. It is something that motivates us all on an ongoing basis. Just because in many cases it is a hidden challenge, a hidden problem in our society, it doesn’t mean that it is not something at the forefront of our minds, and it shouldn’t continue to be. 


So, we all ultimately have the right to be in loving relationships without the threat of violence or intimidation or abuse. That’s something that I know we all support. So, obviously, we’re bringing this first-ever domestic violence strategy through to Council. I look forward to the contribution today in terms of the debate, and also the ongoing support of Councillors for this strategy. I do think it’s great that this has been from the beginning done in a bipartisan manner, and certainly hope that that continues going forward.


Item B is the annual operating plan and quarterly financial report. A few weeks ago, or just recently in the Chamber, we had the annual operating plan without the quarterly financial report. Councillors will recall at the time that there were some challenges with the caretaker period in getting the quarterly financial report ready in time, based on the length of the caretaker period and the delays to the process that that had caused. So, as I mentioned just recently, this report would be coming through. So, true to our word, we’ve brought through the quarterly financial report as we previously flagged.


We know that the January to March quarter has been one of the most difficult periods, not only just for business, the community, but also for Council in terms of the challenges it presents to finances, the challenges that it presents to delivering projects and managing the ongoing operations of Council. During this quarter, COVID-19 has impacted on a number of projects, with delays in the supply chain, impacts on services, vendor resourcing constraints and also subcontractor availability. 

Restrictions on travel and social distancing have meant in some instances services or projects have not been able to be undertaken during this period. As a Council, we obviously temporarily closed various facilities including dog parks, gyms, pools, our playgrounds and barbeque facilities, and libraries as well, just to name a few. 

We also turned off our parking meters at the time when those who were out and about were primarily those essential service workers, and also took the foot off the accelerator when it comes to enforcement and only very serious safety issues were enforced when it comes to parking restrictions. So, that’s obviously had a flow-on effect throughout the budget as well. Obviously, going forward, we’re focused on getting back to a more normal situation when it comes to the operations of the city and city facilities. 

But I can say that the financial impacts of the COVID-19 challenge will continue on for a significant period of time. We may have a situation where, in the coming weeks or months, Council facilities may operate as per normal, or as close to normal as possible, but the impacts of COVID-19 are going to be, in many respects, significantly longer than that. There will be financial impacts. 

There will also be changes to the way that we do things. It’s simple things like the restrictions on major public gatherings, and when those gatherings come back, what that might look like, and simple things about Council officers working from home where practical or possible. There’s a whole range of changes to the way that we operate as an organisation that we do things that will be ongoing, not to mention those financial impacts that I mentioned before.

At item C we have the Musgrave Park Pool project and the partial surrender of reserve. So, the submission is putting forward the proposal to surrender a part of the parkland so that it can be used as road, as part of the Musgrave Park Pool upgrade. Council commenced the Musgrave Park Pool upgrade project in May 2019, so May last year. 

The upgrade works include replacement of the ageing pool shell with a new level wet deck shell and new finishes, widening and deepening of the pool to enable school training and swimming carnivals, making the pool accessible for visitors of all ages and abilities by installing a new ramp and two new shower and changerooms for people with a disability, replacing filtration systems and inground pipework to extend the operational life of the pool, and also the potential to extend the operating months of the pool by providing heating as well. So, as we go into the colder months, the ability to have the pool operating for longer or throughout winter.

The pool is located within the Musgrave Park on a reserve for sport and recreation purposes. As part of the redevelopment and revitalisation of the pool, Energex needed to install a pad-mounted transformer on the site. The transformer is inconsistent with the purpose of the reserve and must be located within a dedicated road. To avoid impacting on other services underground, the transformer was placed 7.5 metres from the road frontage and, as a result, 15 square metres of additional land will be needed to dedicate as road reserve to provide access to the transformer.

The Department of Natural Resources, Mines and Energy have been consulted on the proposal, and it complies with the Department’s policy on pad-mounted transformers. So, it will be necessary to surrender trusteeship of part of the reserve where the transformer is located, together with access from Edmondstone Street and a dedicated area as road. 

Item D, the Third Budget Review. Where there have been variances in the quarterly report that require a budget adjustment, these changes have been reflected in the Third Budget Review. Council has been working hard to recognise savings in projects where possible, with a significant effort put into achieve those savings as part of this budget review. 

Now, to be absolutely clear on what is going on here, as a community service organisation, as an employer of thousands of local residents whose jobs are really important, we’ve made the quite clear decision that we’d do whatever we can to make sure that we keep people in jobs in Council, so Council employees in jobs, and that we would do whatever we can, despite the restrictions, to keep them working.

Now, that would in many cases mean that some people would be doing different jobs to what they might normally be doing. That might mean that people are doing jobs differently or in different ways to what they might normally be doing, but we’ve obviously made it a priority to keep people employed, providing services to the people of Brisbane. So, while you have a situation in the economy where a lot of businesses have simply shed large numbers of staff, we have not done that. Obviously, it’s not been a desirable thing. We want to keep people employed and working.

So, the options to cut the cloth to measure when it comes to the impacts, the financial impacts of COVID-19 and the current situation, mean that we have to find savings in other ways. So, that option of reducing staff numbers that we see businesses have in many cases drastically taken is not something that we’ve pursued, and not something we have an intention of pursuing. But we’ve had to find savings in other ways, because we need to keep the budged balanced, we need to keep the budget strong.

Because ultimately, Brisbane, despite the current challenges, will continue to be a growing city, will continue to be a city that needs high quality services, that needs high quality parks and greenspaces, high quality roads and footpaths, that needs high quality public transport, that needs new bridges and parks, that needs Brisbane Metro, and all of those things that come with a growing city. They need to continue. 

So, there have been in the budget review some obviously challenging decisions that had to be made—

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

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, you have another 10 minutes.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Look, I promise not to take that full time, and thank you once again for your forbearance. 


I was just mentioning, in order to make sure that we can keep servicing the needs of our growing city and building the projects that are important, and delivering the infrastructure and services that are important, we have had to take some difficult decisions to find some savings. But we don’t shy away from that. 


In this particular budget review, we’ve identified more than $150 million worth of savings, and that is all about, as I said, keeping our staff employed, making sure that we’re not adding to unemployment, but making sure at the same time that we’re mindful of the continuing growth of the city and the need for investment in infrastructure and the provision of quality services. So, that is no easy task, but one that we don’t shy away from. 

So, we’ve continued to support key projects such as our sport and community parks and—sorry, in terms of the impacts of the savings that we’ve made, there will be some projects that have had to be delayed. There will also be some projects that may not proceed at all as a result of this. But, once we get through this next budget, once we keep the budget strong and balanced, then we can, as the situation improves, bring those projects back on line if that is something that we can afford to do at the time. 

This is something that we also did in the 2011 flood as well. There are projects that, because of that event, had to be delayed or deferred or cancelled, but as the affordability levels improved, and as the financial situation improved out of the 2011 flood, we were able to bring a number of those projects back on line and continue progressing as we previously had anticipated. So, ultimately, it requires an Administration that can make the difficult decisions in tough times and not shy away from them. That is this Administration. 

But it also requires a sensitivity to the fact that we have an obligation to our staff to be a good employer and to keep as many people employed as possible. Look, I’ll leave my comments at that in terms of the Third Budget Review. I know there’s a couple of other times that will be taken separately seriatim that I’ll mention at the right time.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor CASSIDY.

Seriatim en bloc – Clauses A and C
	Councillor Jared CASSIDY requested that Clause A, COUNCIL’S DOMESTIC AND FAMILY VIOLENCE PREVENTION STRATEGY, and Clause C, MUSGRAVE PARK POOL PROJECT – PARTIAL SURRENDER OF RESERVE, be taken seriatim en bloc for voting purposes.


Seriatim en bloc – Clauses B and D
	Councillor Jared CASSIDY requested that Clause B, ANNUAL OPERATIONAL PLAN PROGRESS AND QUARTERLY FINANCIAL REPORT FOR THE PERIOD ENDED MARCH 2020, and Clause D, 2019-20 BUDGET – THIRD REVIEW, be taken seriatim en bloc for voting purposes.


Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, thank you. Starting out on Clause A, Council’s Domestic and Family Violence Prevention Strategy, as Domestic Violence Prevention Month draws to a close, Labor Councillors welcome the Brisbane City Council’s first Domestic and Family Violence Strategy. This is 12 months on from when Councillor COOK first initiated this process in calling for a comprehensive Council-wide and Council-led Domestic and Family Violence Strategy which was, as the LORD MAYOR said, supported in a bipartisan way. I know that, throughout this process, we have certainly engaged proactively throughout the process over the last 12 months in coming to the strategy that we have before us today.


So, while we certainly welcome the strategy, we do see this as a first step in the right direction and believe there is an opportunity to improve the strategy, particularly with funded specific programs and measurable outcomes as well. I know that Councillor COOK has provided this feedback to Councillor ALLAN recently, and we’ll outline some of that in much more detail. Certainly, I hope the LORD MAYOR and the Administration takes on board this feedback to continue to take a bipartisan approach on this very, very important issue.


As the LORD MAYOR point out, there’s a whole heap of events that normally happen out in the community that have had to either be postponed or adapted. One of those events recently in my part of the world was the candle-lighting ceremony that is led by SANDBAG (Sandgate and Bracken Ridge Action Group Incorporated) each and every year to mark DV month. At that event, and like so many other events we have marking that month each year, we hear of the abhorrent statistics. This year, to date, at that event, we heard that there was each and every week one woman murdered in an act of domestic or family violence. 


When you hear of one murder, that’s one too many. When you hear of one a week, that is absolutely devastating. As we know, they are not just statistics, they are women who are mothers, who are grandmothers, who are sisters, daughters, care‑givers, and will be missed by an entire community. So, it is such an important issue that we do get right.


Moving on to items B and D, generally together, the financial documents that are before us today, they certainly paint a pretty damning picture of this Administration’s handling of this city’s finances. We’ve just heard this fairy tale from the LORD MAYOR, come in spinner Schrinner. This is quite amazing. We know the financial impacts that will be felt through the COVID‑19 crisis are not even entirely captured in the first quarter of this year, the third quarter of the financial year, the January to March documents. 


So, I think the reason that Council will struggle to provide the basic services and projects that people expect from them as we emerge from COVID‑19 is before us in black and white. This budget now is in a particularly dire state. When we look at particularly Clause B, starting with that, the Annual Operational Plan Progress and Quarterly Report for the period ended March 2020—so this is some months ago—we see even at that point that Brisbane Metro is absolutely stuffed. 

This is a project that was proposed two elections ago. There’s been no work commenced on it whatsoever in a physical sense; the planning process has been a complete and utter disaster, a billion-dollar joke. We have now, as a Council, ordered 60 electric buses that we won’t be able to use on anything other than the busway, and no work is progressing on there. Expenditure is already $24 million arrears, and $20 million in revenue hasn’t come through, we presume, from the Federal Government. 

This has all been at the hands of LORD MAYOR Adrian SCHRINNER who’s been behind the wheel this whole time, the whole Brisbane Metro mess. There are budget blowouts, delivery blowouts, two Council elections, two LNP Brisbane Lord Mayors, and still the rubber hasn’t hit the road and won’t anytime soon. 

Talking of roads, Chair, Kingsford Smith Drive is a nightmare that continues and continues and continues. It’s like Groundhog Day over there in Hamilton. We now see in these papers that there is a $17 million extra cost to this debacle. Now, we’ve heard from the LORD MAYOR, while he was the Lord Mayor and Deputy Mayor for many, many years, that this project is a fixed price contract and it’s going to be $650 million. Well, before us today it says there is a $17,333,000 unfavourable and permanent higher than anticipated expenditure in the Kingsford Smith Drive project. 

So, we know that 100% of the contingency fund has now been expended on this project. It says here in black and white that extra money is now being thrown at it, and there is still no end date in sight when it comes to this project.

On Council’s financial position, the lease liability numbers are absolutely insane. In June 2019, they went from zero dollars to $752 million in March 2020, and while there is slightly more cash on hand than was budgeted for as at March, that’s $300 million lower than at this point last year. So, we know that this LORD MAYOR’s idea of financial management is to dip into the cash reserves of this Council to pay for the blowouts on his signature projects.

When you look at the program areas, progress on these areas is absolutely abysmal. The lowest is at 38.9% and the very best is at 67.7%. At this point of the financial year, they should be at three-quarters complete barring some exceptions for ongoing projects. 

In the program areas, Transport for Brisbane had a nearly $30 million underspend; Infrastructure for Brisbane a $3.8 million underspend; Clean, Green and Sustainable a $26.5 million underspend—so much for a clean, green, sustainable Council; Future Brisbane was underspent by $5.8 million; Lifestyle and Community Services underspent by $8.5 million; Customer Service underspent by $3.5 million; Economic Development underspent by $2.3 million; and the only program area that exceeded budget expectations was City Governance. So, the only program area that spends money on politicians and Councillors, and the Council itself, not delivering those services to the community, was $1.7 million over budget.

The Transport for Brisbane profit, which to date should have been about $9.6 million, has turned out to be $18 million. That’s an awful lot of hand sanitiser that could have been bought six weeks ago instead of just this morning and rushed to a couple of depots when the media came around asking questions of Councillor MURPHY and the LORD MAYOR when they delivered apparently thousands of bottles of hand sanitiser that wasn’t there yesterday but has miraculously arrived this morning.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor CASSIDY:
That’s absolutely extraordinary that Transport for Brisbane is returning, at this point of the financial year, an $18 million profit. That money should be put into things like protective barriers for drivers, hand sanitisers and PPE (personal protective equipment) for drivers, and more public transport services—public and active transport services throughout our city.


Grass cutting is down, and the Mt Coot-tha Summit Restaurant now has unknown delays. So, this was a big media flurry for the LORD MAYOR. He’d go up there before the election and announce that he’s got a new tenant in for the Mt Coot-tha Summit Restaurant, but now that is very much on the backburner, and there are now, as we see in these documents, unknown delays.


Moving on to Clause D, what we see here is the budget is in very, very bad shape, and was in very bad shape well before COVID‑19 came along. I think the people of Brisbane will now know that the reason they are not getting real and genuine rates relief is because of the financial mismanagement of this LORD MAYOR. Revenue is down $221 million. The operating surplus ratio has slipped into the negative area of minus 2.2%. This has now fallen below the target, and if it doesn’t lift above zero per cent, this means Council won’t have sufficient for revenue to cover operating costs.


Due to higher borrowings, Council’s net financial liabilities ratio remains high at 133%—so much for an experienced team managing Council’s budget, LORD MAYOR, through you, Chair. The asset ratio of 82.1% means Council still isn’t achieving the target of more than 90% that we should be, and Council isn’t sufficiently maintaining or replacing Council assets that are coming to the end of their life. This isn’t good news for the ratepayers of Brisbane as we’re entering a particularly uncertain economic climate.


The financial management and planning area, revenue is down a whopping $53.5 million, and according to these Council papers, it’s due to the revised timing of CBIC (City of Brisbane Investment Corporation) payment and other things. But this has been delayed—

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

Chair:
You have 10 minutes.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thank you, Chair. So, we know that, over the last couple of weeks, we’ve seen a number of projects that were funded by the CBIC green fund either cancelled or delayed, particularly the Victoria Park upgrade, after months and months and flurries of parties and surveys of finding out what people want there. All of a sudden, out of the blue, we see that project is delayed. 

We see a number of park upgrades, dog off-leash areas, lighting projects now being delayed that were specifically funded from the so-called CBIC green fund. Well, now we understand why those projects have been delayed. Because, apparently, here CBIC is not providing a dividend this financial year. That’s been delayed to next financial year. So, the $20 million-plus that should be coming from CBIC is included in this $53 million revenue write-down, which is just abysmal. 

We know that, looking at the financial returns of CBIC, all the easy money is long gone. There is now a money merry-go-round happening at that place where Council is paying rent to a Council-owned operation that is then paying that back as a dividend to Council, and apparently, we’re not even getting that this year. 

So, the story of putting off projects into the never-never is long. We’ve just heard from the LORD MAYOR that some of those projects will never, ever be delivered. But some of the ones that were committed to and will be delayed and no doubt re‑announced in the coming budget—and this isn’t all, this is just some of the very large ones—the $400,000 project on the Jim Soorley Bikeway, we know that had to be put off because of extremely poor planning; a $500,000 delay in the green bridges project, barely off the ground and already held up; Brisbane International Cruise Terminal, held up with $2.6 million underspend and revenues also held up in that; ICB (Inner City Bypass) maintenance held up.

Learoyd Street congestion busting project is going to have to wait; major traffic intersection upgrades—this is an interesting one from my part of the world. There’s an $8 million delay in this, and that money was promised to the Brisbane City Council in the last Federal election by Luke Howard, the Federal Member for Petrie. These were projects on Beams Road and out at Bracken Ridge, Councillor LANDERS. Well, that money turned out to be phantom money. 

The Federal Government never stumped up that cash, and I wonder whether Councillor LANDERS, Chair, has explained to her community why those projects are not proceeding, because we see here now $8 million has been delayed on those projects. Murphy and Ellison Roads, as if that project couldn’t get any worse for that community. We now see final variation claims from contractors and other disruptions continuing, and a $2 million delay on that project.

Norman Creek, implementing the master plan for the creek corridor has been delayed, a 100% carbon neutral project for Council. A third of the capital budget has been pushed out to next financial year due to delays on solar on bus depots and LED high-bay lighting projects. So much for Council’s commitment to that. As we mentioned before, $1 million in dog off-leash area lighting and other things have been delayed because there is no dividend coming from CBIC this year. 

Sport and community parks, $2.16 million; parks operating budget, $1.5 million. Less being spent on our local parks, $740,000 less being spent on the Forest Lake Management Plan; $630,000 less being spent on playground replacements; $1.9 million less being spent on the Roghan Road remediation; $3.3 million less being spent on Village Precinct Projects; over $700,000 less being spent on Community Facility Improvement Program. 

So, the LORD MAYOR can go around touting his abysmal and small contribution to struggling community clubs with one hand, and with the other rip out $717,000 worth of improvements at those Council lease sites. Those sports fields and hard‑court rehabilitations, over $500,000 has been removed, so, so much for helping with water bills when those fields that should have been remediated are left languishing. The Cannon Hill Community Links Golf Course again delayed. This is a project they may as well not even bother with anymore. That’s a $5.9 million delay there.

CitySafe, $1.6 million delayed; property management maintenance and rehabilitation, $1.2 million delayed. The Wynnum Community Centre, over half a million dollars in delays to works on that community asset, and the list goes on, Chair. So, what we have before us today is an absolutely damning report into the handling of the finances of this city at the hands of Adrian SCHRINNER. When people will see continued projects being slashed, our revenues written-down and Council’s cash reserves raided, we’ll know why. It wasn’t because of COVID-19, it was because of this LORD MAYOR. 

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Thanks, Chair. I wish to speak on item A. Just over three months ago something happened in my community that will change my life and many others forever. Something unimaginable. Something that I can’t reconcile. Something that will never make sense. Something that will always leave part of me heartbroken and looking for answers. Something hidden by the calm, familiar setting of leafy suburban streets, of white picket fences. Something sinister yet invisible in a community where kids play happily in local parks and people smile politely as they pass each other in coffee shops.


You know the story. For many of us, it started like just any other ordinary weekday morning. Amidst the hustle and bustle of any parent’s life, a mother coaxing her children into the car, negotiating with them to settle in their seats and to buckle up. A mother, just like me, impatient and anxious to get on with the day ahead. A mother, just like me, undergoing the routine tasks of drop-off, all the while checking off the list of packed lunch boxes, school books and hats, somehow mixed in with the list of tasks that need to be completed when you finally arrive at work. Apparently, they call it the mother-load, but regardless of your gender, if you’re a parent, you know what I’m talking about. 

And then it happened, and it happened in my community. I’m not going to go into the details here. These are horrific scenes that will haunt the residents in those streets and the wider Brisbane community for years to come. But what I often reflect on is the role that local government and local Councillors sometimes find themselves in. As Councillors, no matter what our political affiliations are, we first and foremost represent our communities. We all take pride in working at the grassroots level to support our residents and to improve our neighbourhoods. 

So, what do you do, how do you respond, when your community is dealt such a horrific blow? In an instant, your role as a local Councillor is much more than just roads, rates and rubbish. It’s a role of support. It’s a role that cares. It’s a role that, above all else, puts community first. Sometimes it’s also a role that fills the void left by other levels of government, after all, we as Councillors are in roles that have the greatest outreach and impact with community. It’s a role of leadership, and it’s a role of setting an example.

Which brings me to Council’s Domestic Violence Strategy. As an employer of thousands of people, sadly we know, backed by statistics, that this is an issue for our employees and for our community. What we have seen and heard through many tragic stories is just how much domestic violence comes to impact every facet of someone’s life—their relationships with family and friends, their finances, their living arrangements and their emotional wellbeing.

We know that, for many people, their job is part of that mix, and we want to make sure that, if any Council employee needs support in this regard, they know what options are available. Part of this strategy includes training and assistance for employees to help them identify and support their colleagues who might be experiencing violence in their home.

Additionally, this strategy identifies ways that Council can continue to raise awareness and partner with peak organisations. The Queensland Government remains the lead agency, but every level of government does have a role to play. Our role in Council is focused on educating and supporting the community.

I never met Hannah Clarke or her beautiful children, Aaliyah, Laianah and Trey. My husband knew them and has shared very many fond memories. Following their death, I have come to know the family quite well. Her parents are the most generous, good-natured and loving people I have ever met, her brother Nat also reminds me a little bit of my own brothers. I will never forget Hannah, Aaliyah, Laianah and Trey for as long as I live. I am honoured to serve their memory and to support the Clarke family, and take on an unpaid role as Director in the Small Steps for Hannah movement. 

My message to all Councillors might be confronting, but it’s one that we need to keep in the forefront of our minds every day. Domestic and family violence happens in my community. It happens in your community. It happens in all our neighbourhoods. It doesn’t discriminate by suburb or postcode, by age or income. 

It’s incumbent on all of us, not just as Councillors but as people and as leaders, to play our part in supporting and caring for fellow residents where possible to take small steps—Small Steps for Hannah. Thank you, Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I’ll be speaking on item A, Council’s Domestic and Family Violence Prevention Strategy. Mr Chair, almost 12 months ago to the day I moved an urgency motion that this Council condemns all forms of domestic and family violence in our community and creates a Brisbane City Council Domestic and Family Violence Prevention Strategy. 


I am so pleased that today we have the final strategy before us, a bipartisan document, the first of its kind for Brisbane City Council. I congratulate the LORD MAYOR, Council officers and all Councillors in this place for making this document a reality. I want to also specifically thank Councillor ALLAN for meeting with me to discuss the draft document, and for seeking my input about consultation groups. This strategy represents an important first step towards Council taking a proactive approach to eliminating violence in our city and making clear that it will not be tolerated.


As I have spoken about before in this place, May marks Domestic and Family Violence Prevention Month in Queensland, to raise community awareness of domestic and family violence, and to send a clear message that violence of any sort will not be tolerated. The release of this strategy is therefore very appropriately timed this month. 


The creation of this strategy had bipartisan support, and consultation was undertaken with a wide range of relevant organisations. At the time feedback was sought by Council, I provided my comments on behalf of the Labor Opposition in this place. Some of that feedback I will be discussing today. Some comments were taken on board, and some were not. But I want to expand on some of that information that I did provide to Council.


I want to be very clear that Labor fully supports the implementation of a domestic violence strategy for the city, but that we do see this as a starting point and not a final destination, Mr Chair. We know that, on average, one woman a week has died in Australia as a result of domestic violence related homicide. I raise this point, as this is one key fact that was removed from the final strategy document. It was initially featured prominently on the front page in bold on the draft document. Other stronger language in the document was similarly removed, such as the use of the word ‘condemn’. That word has been used multiple times today by the LORD MAYOR, and should be included. We as a Council should condemn domestic and family violence in our community.


Also, the title of the document itself—it is now called the Domestic and Family Violence Strategy. The word ‘prevention’ has been removed from the title of the document, and that should be reinstated. It is the reason we are all supportive of this strategy today, to prevent domestic and family violence in our communities.


Mr Chair, my view is that the one woman a week statistic is critically important for the public to be aware of, as it points not only to the gravity of the issue we are dealing with, but also to the gendered nature of domestic violence. Similarly, by Council publicly stating that it condemns violent behaviours sends a clear message about Council’s position and zero tolerance approach. The purpose of creating this strategy was to see the prevention of violence in our city, and that word should never have been removed from the title.


The online source, Counting Dead Women, has reported this week that 21 women have been killed by a violent act in the 21 weeks since the start of this year. In February, we are all aware—and Councillor CUNNINGHAM has detailed—the brutal murder that particularly shocked the nation and our local community of Hannah Clarke and her three beautiful children by her estranged husband, Rowan Baxter, in Camp Hill. We cannot be silent on this fact, nor should we.


We have heard lots of words from politicians on issues of domestic violence in recent years, and particularly after those murders, that are very public in nature. The reality is today, Mr Chair, there have been hundreds of police callouts for domestic violence related matters across this country. In the wake of Hannah and her children’s deaths, we saw the Senate vote to establish a new inquiry into domestic violence with particular regard to violence against women and their children. The report was due by 13 August 2020. 

That report backed three months early, with no submissions and no public hearings. No doubt there will be another inquiry to remedy the failures of the first after public outcry, but I don’t raise this to point the finger at other levels of government. I raise this to highlight the fact that governments can produce documents and can speak words that, unless supported by critical funding and practical support, do not make a difference to those experiencing violence every day in this city.

As a Council, the largest city council in this country with a $3.1 billion budget, we are uniquely placed to not only raise awareness of domestic and family violence in our city but to deliver tangible services and support. The strategy defines Council’s key role as one of education. That we do not play a critical role in the community prevention and responding to violence—I think this is a flawed premise. 

Brisbane City Council plays a significant role in creating safe public environments, developing community facilities, working in partnership with housing providers, to provide affordable accommodation and providing health and community services. We also have the ability to demonstrate leadership in resourcing and coordinating strategies with our partners across a spectrum of services and settings, including the State and Federal Government, and a commitment should be made to engaging with and fostering those relationships with the relevant departments at other levels of government so that we can take a proactive approach to extending our reach and impact in stopping violence in this city.

One way to do this would be to establish and resource a Brisbane City Council Domestic Violence Prevention Strategy Committee to assist with the ongoing monitoring, development and implementation of this strategy, which would also include consultation with key interest groups, as well as State and Federal Government representatives. Another meaningful response would be to seek to partner with and support the Queensland Government Domestic and Family Violence Prevention Council, where strategies overlap with Council jurisdiction.

Overall, the document should be amended to reflect specific timeframes and actions. There is very little description of actual actions to be undertaken by Council, and the timeframe of the document and specific action items, as well as when the document itself will be reviewed. 

Although this strategy acknowledges domestic violence leave for Council employees, there should be an audit of existing policies with a view to developing a suite of workplace policies and procedures to ensure that staff experiencing violence are supported, the organisation strengthens its understanding of the importance of gender equity in relation to preventing violence against women, and that staff are trained and encouraged to take bystander action.

I was pleased to see the recognition of community leased facilities for domestic violence support services. I think this extends to Council playing a proactive role in identifying and establishing safe and welcoming and inclusive spaces, and service sites like we have recently seen with Beyond DV. This is a wonderful example where Council has been able to accommodate critical support services, the first of its kind in a Council-leased site to my knowledge. I recognise also the support of the Lady Mayoress in establishing that service. 

Another key component that was removed from the final strategy was a commitment that safety and security would be a key consideration in all Council planning decisions. This should not have been removed. We know that Council’s role in city planning is a critical juncture where Council can have a real practical impact for those impacted by violence. This action would also open the door for undertaking a safety audit of all public spaces and places, and help to place a lens of safety over all city planning activities.

This also goes hand in hand with dealing with the issue of homelessness which we know domestic violence is a leading cause, particularly for women in our city. Again, the development of a homelessness strategy could be a critical step to ensuring the reach and breadth of this domestic violence prevention strategy, and to maximise it. 

Which brings me to my final point. Although this strategy identifies potential sources of funding for domestic violence related initiatives, it does not create, or commit, additional funds for this purpose. This is critical if we are to respond in a meaningful way. As the largest Council in Australia, with a $3.1 billion budget, I think we have an obligation to do better in this space, and I think we can do better. 

This strategy is a start and a step in the right direction. I hope that this is the start of a conversation and not the end. When it comes to stopping domestic and family violence in our community, we all have a role to play, and Brisbane City Council’s role cannot be understated. That role is only limited by the people in this room. I know that the commitment is here, and that every Councillor in this place is committed to doing their best for this city. So, let’s ensure that this is the start of the conversation, and that way, as the Red Rose Foundation would say, we can all change the ending together. 

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chairman. I rise to speak on items A and B. I just want to thank Councillor COOK for her comments with respect to the domestic and family violence. It does actually say prevention in item A, but again I agree with you completely, it’s been removed from the actual document itself. So, you know, I’m going to read what I wrote as part of my consultation and feedback to Council. I’m going to preface it by saying it’s very similar advice that I gave a year ago when I stood up and strongly supported this motion.


I just flag with the LORD MAYOR that, in it, there is a question, and it is one of the most singular oversights of this document that must be corrected, and I have no idea why Council has left it out, because I raised it in the Council Chamber, and I have raised it in writing.

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, can I please just grab your attention. 

Can I please get you to turn your camera on while you’re speaking?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Oh, sorry, I didn’t turn it off. I don’t know what was going on there.

Chair:
No, I just ask that—it just dropped off the screen, so I just ask you to come back, that’s all.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Okay, thank you, yes, I didn’t touch anything. So, as I said, I was a strong supporter of this motion. This is my feedback to Council in January as part of the public consultation process. I’m really disappointed with the document prepared by Council. It is a marketing document and not a substantive plan to assist our community to prevent domestic and family violence. Instead of promoting existing Council programs and initiatives, this plan needs to be rewritten with a greater focus on the community action plan with real initiatives and partnerships.


I already support the Women’s Legal Service each year financially through the Lord Mayor’s Community Fund, for example, but with hundreds of deserving local groups, this funding is completely inadequate to create real change for service providers in Brisbane and Queensland. The fact that the Women’s Legal Service are not mentioned in this booklet, and their critical work has been overlooked, is appalling. I hope they are consulted at the very least. Their work is critical in assisting women to regain their security and independence.


Further, suggesting that funding should be via individual wards with extremely limited resources was quite shocking. There’s money for TV ads, marketing Brisbane from Council’s corporate funds, but not for domestic violence prevention. That is completely inadequate and a piecemeal approach. Council should develop proper partnerships through services and funding to support key domestic violence prevention organisations in Brisbane, and establish objectives that can be collaboratively developed.


This document needs to be more than marketing platitudes, or it will be a lost opportunity for Council and our city. I do not believe this document gives voice to the motion unanimously moved by Council in 2019. In the covering letter sent to me acknowledging it is not new when new strategy objectives and action are needed is a poor start. 


I am going to say this very clearly to the LORD MAYOR, please explain to me, my constituents and the Brisbane residents who live in this state and rely on the Women’s Legal Service why they are not mentioned in this document. Now, on the second last page of this document, there is a list of supporting resources and organisations for people who require assistance for family and domestic violence support. The Women’s Legal Service, one of the most valuable, free organisations that is solely focused on preventing violence, helping women to get advice and support, both financial and social, is not mentioned in this document. Now, one year ago I said to Council, you should speak with them and consult with them, and six months ago I said you should consult with them. Guess what, they are not mentioned in here.


Now, the Women’s Legal Service is an extraordinary organisation. I know Councillor COOK worked there for a few years, and many women solicitors in Brisbane voluntarily give of their time to support women to recover and deal with family violence, family breakup, and yet this Council has not even mentioned them. It’s not like they weren’t told. I am disgusted. I am disgusted. 


I listened to Councillor CUNNINGHAM and the incident that happened in her ward earlier this year was horrific. I mean, it was just the most horrific incident ever, and that poor woman who clearly had made some tough decisions and her family to be destroyed in that way, it’s organisations like the Women’s Legal Service who are there to help women experiencing family breakup, family violence and domestic violence. For our Council not to mention them, after being repeatedly asked, I think is disgusting—absolutely disgusting. 


LORD MAYOR, I would like you to publicly justify why the Women’s Legal Service has been left out of this document. I support every single thing that Councillor COOK said about the strategy. The lack of real action and action plans in the document is a huge problem, and the lack of funding for real plans and action is a significant problem.


It is about small steps. It is about small steps, but this is not even dipping your toe in the water. The actions in this Domestic Violence Prevention Strategy point to things like, ask your local Councillor for funding. Well, guess what, I already support those organisations in my area, and I’m sure a number of other Councillors do. That is not enough. Today, even, you got caught out spending $1.7 million—

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, please refer to Councillors in the third person and by their title.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Today the LORD MAYOR got caught out, spending $1.7 million on marketing, marketing for God’s sake, ads to advertise Brisbane, and then not an extra cent—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—on domestic violence prevention.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
I believe Councillor JOHNSTON is misleading the Chamber. That was not the case. 

Chair:
Thank you. 

I’ve got that—Councillor JOHNSTON, can I please ask you to come back to the matter at hand, the strategy being discussed at item A.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you, Mr Chairman. There’re millions of dollars from this Council on advertising, but there’s not an extra cent—not a single cent—for domestic violence prevention, and I think that is appalling. So, Mr Chairman, my question to the LORD MAYOR, and I hope people are listening, is why has an important organisation like the Women’s Legal Service been ignored? Why have they not even been mentioned with the other organisations that are available to women? 

They are so fantastic. You can ring them and speak with a social worker or a lawyer, and you can get practical advice on how to change your life for the better, how to be safer, how to be independent, and how to get away from family and domestic violence. I want the LORD MAYOR to explain why they have been left out of this document. I mean, Councillor COOK says Council listened to her. Well, clearly they didn’t, and I’ve said it verbally, and I’ve put it in writing, and this is a well-known organisation in this place, and I do not know why the LORD MAYOR has left it out, and I am—he better put it—he better say to people why, because this is an issue I will be following up on.

I also went up to look at the Council files, to look at how this strategy had developed, and a file was created with just this document in it. We do not know which organisations were consulted. We do not know what their feedback was. We do not know whether they made other suggestions. It is disgusting, absolutely disgusting, that this Administration will spend presentations talking about green bridges and give facts and figures and quote statistics on how many people gave feedback on where a green bridge should be located, but when you go and look at the Council file, they’ve been redacted, and there is no information available about what the organisations who are involved in this area think about Council’s strategy.

I asked the CEO yesterday to produce those files, and he has not done so. So, let me be clear again: the LORD MAYOR today again skited that this was one of the most transparent Councils out there. It so is not. It is disgusting. We don’t know what any domestic violence organisation in Brisbane thinks about this strategy because Council is hiding the files from Councillors.

You know what—I appreciate Kara COOK tried to—Councillor COOK tried to find the best in this strategy, but I am angry—I am angry that the Women’s Legal Service have been ignored, after my specific requests for them to be consulted and acknowledged, and they’ve not been. I don’t think it is appropriate that the LORD MAYOR hide behind redacted files so we don’t know what’s actually happened.

Now, I did just very briefly want to mention the Third Budget Review, and I’d go for another 10 minutes on that if I could, but with respect to the third budget review, I just want to say that it is shocking to see the level of financial mismanagement and incompetence by this LNP Administration. This is the third quarter’s financial documentation, that is January to March. That is essentially 90% of that—

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—period is pre-COVID-19, and it is shocking the way that this Administration have failed to deliver—

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, your time has expired.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—on project after project. There are—

Chair:
Councillor LANDERS.

Councillor LANDERS:
Point of order, Chair.

Chair:
Thank you.

Point of order to you, Councillor LANDERS.

ADJOURNMENT:

	609/2019-20

At that time, 4.04pm, it was resolved on the motion of Councillor Sandy LANDERS, seconded by Councillor Angela OWEN, that the meeting adjourn for a period of 15 minutes, to commence only when all Councillors had vacated the Chamber.
Council stood adjourned at 4.06pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Chair:
Welcome back, Councillors. 

We have a quorum. Thank you for returning promptly. 


Further speakers?


Councillor OWEN.

Councillor OWEN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I would like to speak tonight on item A, the Domestic Violence Prevention Strategy. Can I commence by acknowledging that, given that this debate is being livestreamed, the very act of hearing a lot of the discussion that is going on is likely to be very distressing for many people who have encountered domestic violence, and I would just like to acknowledge all of those people and recognise that what may be said here today could be triggering some very difficult memories for them.


The very fact that domestic violence relates to a form of abuse that is perpetrated within a relationship with another person, having that close proximity, is very difficult in itself. The whole concept of domestic violence is the fact that it invokes fear, creates a situation of powerlessness, and makes people feel unsafe in their own homes, as well as things like emotional and financial manipulation and control. These are all very, very difficult matters that people have to deal with. It is not just the physical and sexual abuse; it is many other forms of abuse that create domestic violence.


The personal and emotional trauma that is associated with domestic violence is very much individualised. We do not know exactly the extent of this trauma for each individual. It is different. Every circumstance is different. Every person who has experienced domestic violence is likely to have a trigger that will create ongoing resurgence of fear, distress or put them back on the emotional rollercoaster. Everyone in society needs to be aware that these are very delicate circumstances, and we have to be conscious of how we deal with people.


Even sitting here today, discussing this in the Council Chamber, the act of raising voices can also upset people, so we need to be conscious of how we engage in this debate. We need to be engaging in a very sensitive manner and a very respectful manner.


As a Council, we cannot approach this on a superficial level. We need to be respectful of the far-reaching implications, not only on the immediate person impacted by domestic violence, but also others who may have witnessed the situation in that relationship, and many of them are often children.


Having supported a women’s refuge locally for many years, I know that there is significant trauma associated with fleeing a home environment to escape a domestic violence situation. Often these people leave with nothing more than the clothes that they are wearing, whether it’s a parent with children or an individual. 


I have been given permission to relay an event that has occurred in recent days, a domestic violence situation where a mother was forced to flee her home because of domestic violence from her child. It was a situation where there were mental health issues that were involved as well, and it was very much a difficult situation because, whilst this child is not yet of 18 years of age, that child is not considered an adult, and yet from the age of 16, there are different levels of opportunities for young people to exercise their rights. This puts parents in a domestic violence situation from their children in a very, very difficult perspective. 


In recent weeks also, I have coordinated donations of clothes, furniture and appliances to a woman’s refuge. I want to take this opportunity to recognise also the contribution of the Sikh community, the Punjabi Welfare Association of Australia, and many of the others who have engaged in the establishment of Sahara House on the southside to assist those in need of support post-domestic violence situations. Even though this has come out of the multicultural community, it is a facility that is there to support everyone. 


I do want to also acknowledge the many Council officers that volunteer their time to support refuges across our city. Through the provision of the Council‑leased facilities for domestic violence support services, this is an important way that we can exhibit tangible community-based support for people to access. Domestic violence is not a circumstance that can have the one‑size‑fits‑all approach. Every case has many layers, many impacts, significant triggers that can hinder the person impacted of functional capacity, and because of the relationship that underpins domestic violence, the continual questioning of whether the person impacted is doing the right thing to seek support of external parties, particularly when it puts them at risk.


We should not sit on the sidelines and pontificate on what people impacted should do. We do not know absolutely every single component of what they have endured. We cannot know the depth of the trauma caused, but we can give people support when they reach out. As a Council, we can utilise our networks to share the message that domestic violence is not acceptable. We can provide information for people needing support through our information channels, including the multicultural communities and the use of multilingual information fact sheets. This is important in relation to the 2020 campaigns, as identified in this strategy, to promote domestic and family violence prevention campaigns for all the community. 


I would like to take this opportunity to raise the potential for Council to utilise our existing partnership with 4EB Radio to help spread the message in multiple languages that domestic violence is not acceptable. Often many people from multicultural backgrounds do not know how to access services, and we can be a conduit for this. 


It is also vital that domestic violence is addressed with young people, and locally I know that this is being addressed because of one of my local school Principals. I would like to thank Denise Kostowski for her service on the Domestic and Family Violence Implementation Council, and her work with younger people to get them to understand how to help break the cycle. 


We need to help as a Council in driving the change to that human behaviour and attitudes. One person can make a difference to another if they reach out. Please consider how you can help others. There are many people who endure domestic violence and survive and get out of that situation. As has been referred to, there are many other people who are victims, and that is a travesty. It is a very, very dire situation when we are losing people to domestic violence. It is no longer taboo to talk about it and seek support. 

We all know that, once perpetrated, the impacts of domestic violence have long‑term effects. So, let’s all be part of dismantling that culture of silence, creating a supportive environment, and say to people, don’t be scared to reach out because we are here to support you. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?

Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
I rise to speak on item A and join in this conversation and share Councillor OWEN’s comments about the fact that we do need to be mindful of how we talk about these issues. I want to congratulate Councillor Kara COOK for initiating this discussion with her original motion and acknowledge that the Administration has actually taken some steps towards this, and I think that’s really positive. 


The strategy does make mention of housing and housing insecurity and homelessness as key factors in this issue, but I think there’s a broader concern I have with how this strategy document has been framed, which is it essentially positions Council as a sort of a side player or a ‘we’re concerned about this but it’s not entirely our direct responsibility’ kind of narrative that underpins it. 


In the strategy, there’s a lot of referring to other agencies and saying, oh, so and so does this, or this organisation does this, but there is not a huge amount in terms of what we will do—not what we are doing. We’re doing a little bit at the moment, and I acknowledge that, and that’s positive. But what more will we do? I think in particular housing is one of those spaces where this Council could play a much bigger role. 

I know that other councils around South East Queensland do put land and in some cases money towards establishing domestic violence shelters and crisis accommodation, and I think that’s something that we could be doing here in Brisbane City Council as well. I don’t see why we can’t put a little bit of funding towards establishing crisis accommodation and housing for people fleeing domestic violence. That’s definitely a space that Council can and should be playing in. 

More generally, I think that’s my one concern with this strategy. I think it’s good. I think it’s a start, but I think we need to critique this unspoken premise that this is an issue that’s beyond Council’s direct remit, or that Council doesn’t have direct financial capacity to do much more about.

Obviously we can’t fix this issue alone, and obviously we don’t have an unlimited bucket of money, but I think in the same way that this Administration has said on other issues, such as transport infrastructure, well, really the State Government or the Federal Government should be paying for this transport infrastructure, but we’re going to do it. 

I think there’s a case for Council taking a similar approach in spaces like this, and saying that, yes, really the State Government and the Federal Government should be doing a lot more about these issues. The State Government and Federal Government should be putting more funding into social support services, into crisis response, into domestic violence crisis accommodation; yes, those high levels of government should be doing that, but they’re not, so in a context where they’re failing and they’re neglecting their responsibilities, I think there is a case for Brisbane City Council to step into that space. 

I realise it’s a decision that the organisation can’t make overnight, but rather than simply saying, oh, we’re going to continue to give a little bit of money to organisations via community grants and there’s this very small partnership around community housing that doesn’t go very far, rather than simply resting on our laurels in that respect, I think there is a case for Council to be a more active player. 

So, I’m not criticising the strategy, or criticising the Mayor or any of the advocates of this document, but I do think we need to critique that premise that seems to sit underneath this document, which is that we’re concerned about this, but we don’t have the power to do much about it. I just think that’s not quite the right way to approach this conversation.

I’m also mindful, of course, that violence is structural, and in some senses you could almost argue contagious, and that when we’re talking about domestic violence and the factors that contribute to it and the reasons that, as a society, we’ve done such a poor job of supporting survivors of domestic violence and reducing rates of domestic violence, part of the reason is that we haven’t engaged those conversations about structural violence and systemic violence. Maybe that’s probably a longer conversation than we have time for right now. But I just wanted to throw that out there as well. 


We can’t talk about domestic violence in isolation from State violence and other forms of violence. We end up with a very limited analysis and unsophisticated tools to address these problems when we don’t acknowledge the full picture. But I am grateful that the Administration is bringing forward this strategy. It does seem like a first step, and hopefully we’ll be able to build on this, and look seriously at actually Council putting some money into domestic violence crisis accommodation which is a tangible need that is continually and consistently articulated by organisations like the Brisbane Domestic Violence Service. 


If you talk to any frontline workers and you say, look, what do you need, what are your priorities and what would really help in this space, and consistently the message we get is crisis accommodation. Too often, women in particular, remain in abusive relationships or unsafe situations because they have no alternative accommodation options to go to. So, that’s the message I’m hearing from community groups and service providers on the ground, that there’s this chronic shortage of affordable accommodation and crisis accommodation. 

I do think Council could play a much stronger role in this space in terms of providing land, providing resources, funding et cetera, to help establish and maintain and operate domestic violence crisis accommodation. So, I hope that’s something the Administration will consider going forward, and consider it seriously, not just as a, oh well, we thought about it, but it’s actually a State Government thing and we don’t want to go there. 

This is actually something that other councils around Queensland are already doing. If other Councils, and particularly councils with much smaller budgets than Brisbane can put money into establishing domestic violence shelters and crisis accommodation, then I don’t see why Brisbane City Council can’t do the same. Thanks. 

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Chair. Listen, I’d just like to speak on item A as well, the Domestic and Family Violence Strategy. I’d just like to acknowledge all the speakers before me who have done a great job in personally advocating for the reduction of domestic and family violence in our community. I know a lot of the speakers were very passionate about it, and maybe the volume got a little bit loud, but I respect their passion.


At this time of the year, for the last three years, I was going off to candlelight services for domestic and family violence, and this year, of course, with the pandemic, that hasn’t been possible in any large measure or large groups. So, I sat down with my team a few weeks ago and said, listen, how do we acknowledge the DV week, or DV month, I should say, and we came up with a small event that was held over the 23 and 24 May, Saturday and Sunday just past. We thought we would use the Red Rose bench at the Forest Lake amphitheatre as a focal point to try to bring that knowledge or expose—not so much expose, but to acknowledge that is it domestic and family violence month for the community.


So, we laid on dozens of red roses, and worked with a couple of the local florists in my ward and asked them to cobble together as many as they could. It was a challenge to them, because they’ve just gone through Mother’s Day, and stock was really, really low. But they doubled their efforts, and they were able to pull together dozens and dozens of red roses, and we got our community to go to their shops to pick up a red rose which was individually wrapped to lay it on the bench. But, as it turned out, they laid it into the slats of the bench, so it was very visible when dozens and dozens of red roses were laid on that bench over the weekend.


Now, this certainly increased the awareness of what was actually happening, and of course, social media was very good in acknowledging that, and letting people know what it was all about, because we couldn’t obviously put a sign or something like that on the bench. I suppose we could have, but social media did a really good job in this area. 


It also sparked a number of conversations with people who were actually laying the roses, so out of those conversations, there is some small strategy that individuals were working out with one another in regards to how they can look after maybe the kids from domestic and family violence for the people that they know, and also our multicultural groups as well, who are very much in evidence. Of course, there is always probably a bigger challenge with some of the multicultural groups because I suppose trying to let them know what is available to them in the service that could help them deal with this domestic violence that they’re going through.

Certainly, our South West Legal Service is one of the biggest in our area. It services an area right out to Fernvale, down to just this side of Logan, and they cover a huge catchment area and do a lot of work in this area. So, with those words, I’d just like to, as I say, acknowledge all the previous speakers, and the wonderful words that they said on behalf of the Council. I encourage all Councillors, including myself, to do as much as we can in the years going forward. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I join the debate to speak on items A, B and D, but firstly, item A. Thank you very much to everybody who has contributed in a very positive fashion to the debate and by and large provide some very constructive feedback on the strategy as it stands. I would particularly like to acknowledge Councillor COOK for moving the motion and getting this ball rolling. I would agree with Councillor COOK and many of the other speakers this afternoon that this is a starting point. It is a high-level strategy that will get operationalised through the organisation and through the wider community.


I think it’s worth bearing in mind that the process that we went through did involve consulting with Councillors and over 20 external organisations to get their feedback. The process then informed the shape of our—

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No, just, please—

Councillor ALLAN:
—the shape of our document, and one of the key documents that informed our strategy was the State Government’s Domestic and Family Violence Prevention Strategy. Their strategy, as you would expect, as the primary agency dealing with domestic and family violence, is a bit longer than ours, but nonetheless, it was high level as well. It’s a strategy document that over time gets operationalised through their various departments, as will ours. 


It is also acknowledged the State Government has, I guess, the big levers here. They help to create the laws, they police the laws, and they have oversight of the judicial system. So, they’ve certainly got the big levers, and we recognise that, and we obviously wanted to try and make our strategy sort of proportionate and aligned to theirs and deliver the things that we thought would be in the Council domain at this point in time. 


We recognise that every level of government has got a role to play here, and then obviously that’s about how we engage with our communities. Council, I would argue, as the level of government that’s closest to its communities, has a very important role to play, and that role is very much around the awareness and education and advocacy piece to try and ensure that people in need can get to the right services, and we can provide them with the support to do that.


Obviously as an organisation we have a fairly well-developed family and domestic violence framework internally, and this piece of work has helped us to continue to shape and improve that. In the context of where to next, as I mentioned, the strategy is necessarily a high-level overarching vision for what will be done, but we want to obviously operationalise this through the Council, so we’re looking at assigning actions to key program areas, updating the employees’ support information on domestic and family violence, implementing additional employee awareness training, and the list goes on. I won’t go through it all, but there is a plan in place now to take this strategy and operationalise it. 


I agree with Councillor COOK and others that there will be times where we’ll need to revisit this as we become a little bit more aware of the role that Council can play. I did want to just touch upon some of the points that Councillor COOK raised. The decision to remove a couple of these words—and I think you used ‘condemn’ and ‘prevention’—was actually based on some feedback that we received through the consultation. Whether those words should be reinstituted I guess is a question for another day. But certainly, we have responded to the consultation that took place, and that has given rise to changes in the final document, or as it transitioned from draft to final. But certainly, I see this as just a first step.


In terms of the questions that Councillor JOHNSTON raised, the Women’s Legal Service were part of the group who were consulted. My understanding is we didn’t receive a response. The Women’s Legal Service is actually listed on the Council website as a service provider—

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor ALLAN:
I would be happy to include them in that list in the strategy, subject to their approval, of course. I think we need to go and contact them, and just check that they’re happy with that. But I’m presuming that, given they’re on the website, they’ll be happy to be in our strategy document.


To the point Councillor SRI made, we actually already provide a level of housing support, obviously through our community partnership housing project, and also we have a number of service providers who have Council-owned houses on Council-owned property that they provide to DV organisations. 


Now, I will quickly just move on to items B and D. Obviously, the quarterly report, 30 March, that’s a point in time report. I won’t go into that in a lot of detail, but I did want to touch upon 3BR (Third Budget Review). At the end of the day, this is a document that does reflect our expectations around the impact of COVID‑19. We do expect to see a very significant reduction in revenues between now and the end of June. 

We are factoring in a potential reduction of the order of $40 million, and that’s coming from a range of impacts that are COVID‑19 related. So, we are in a very difficult budgeting environment—the LORD MAYOR alluded to this earlier—probably the most difficult environment we could have envisaged certainly in the last decade. I think perhaps going back to the floods might be the most recent one where we’ve had to tackle with this sort of uncertainty.


But, be that as it may, we are working very hard to find savings across the organisation. Once again, the LORD MAYOR alluded to this earlier. We have to cut the cloth to fit the revenues that are under pressure. We’re looking to do that. We’re looking for savings. We are obviously looking to provide a budget that gives us an opportunity to deliver the services and the infrastructure that our city needs. So, 3BR certainly does paint a challenging picture. I think anybody who doesn’t realise that would be pretty naive. Even the newest Councillor in this Chamber would appreciate that. Our revenue lines, in particular, are under quite significant pressure. To the extent possible, we are trying to extrapolate what we think are going to be the major challenges. 


Hence, that’s reflected in 3BR. Rest assured, we will be working very, very hard to try and ensure that the position, come 30 June, is as strong as it can be. I’ll leave further debate to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I have my hand up to participate in the debate on items B and D, being the quarterly report through to March, as mentioned by Councillor ALLAN, and the Third Budget Review. Look, I just wanted to briefly participate as a consequence of comments made earlier by Councillor CASSIDY, who appears to be still be attempting to prosecute their failed election narrative about KSD (Kingsford Smith Drive), describing KSD, I think he used the words, as a nightmare and pointed to what he claimed was a $17 million extra cost. 


Well, this just proves, Councillor CASSIDY, you don’t know how to read these financial papers. You have no idea about how to read these financial papers. Because the answer to your assertion is contained in the Third Budget Review documentation.

Chair:
Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN, can I please insist you use Councillor’s names and titles and refer comments through the Chair.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Through you, Mr Chair, to Councillor CASSIDY, made the assertion that there’s a $17 million extra cost. Well, through you, Mr Chair, back to Councillor CASSIDY, the point is well made in the notes for the third budget review. It says this, in relation to that money and it’s not exclusively that dollar amount for the KSD project, but it says, bring forward capital from 2020-21 to 2019-20 to align with the design and construct contract payment schedule. So, what does that mean? That means that money’s being brought forward. The project is ahead of the expected delivery. So, money that was allocated or proposed to be spent—
Councillor interjecting. 

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Money that was proposed to be spent in the next financial year has been brought forward to the current financial year. The project is on time and under the budget. Councillor CASSIDY and his team can’t continue to prosecute their assertion that this project is being overspent, or running behind schedule, because it’s certainly not the case. The proof of that was in the last election result, where their attempts to portray that project in those terms was completely dismissed by the electorate, completely dismissed. 


They saw it for what it was and that thousands and thousands of people who are using the infrastructure daily, the bikeway, the walkway, know that if a Labor administration had been in this place, they wouldn’t have had the infrastructure. They would have been condemned to the archaic, nineteenth century bike pathway that use to be there before we embarked on this excellent infrastructure project. So, Councillor CASSIDY, read the papers, that’s there for you to see. This was a bring forward of expenditure from the next financial year to the current financial year.


In relation to some other points that were made, Beams Road, in particular. I heard Councillor CASSIDY, through you, Mr Chair, Councillor CASSIDY talking about, well, look, the work has started. A memo on this was provided to Councillor CASSIDY last week I understand. Beams Road, between Lacey Road, Handford Road Upgrade project investigation works. The works have started. The investigative works have started. We’re proud to continue to have a partnership with the Federal Government for the delivery of these projects.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yeah, thanks, Chair. Claim to be misrepresented.

Chair:
Noted. 


Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
This Administration is proud to participate with the Federal Government in its provision of infrastructure, of money for infrastructure through Urban Congestion Funds and other projects or other budgets allocations, like the Black Spot program and the Roads to Recovery program. Programs where we’ve had a long partnership with the Federal Government, to provide necessary infrastructure for the people of Brisbane. So, people can get home quicker and safer. 


That’s what this Administration is about, is making sure we continue to deliver on the expectations of our residents and happy to partner with the State Government, if they want to partner with us and the Federal Government as well, through the provision of Federal budgets, or State budgets, for the provision of necessary infrastructure. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Well, Councillor CASSIDY, you have returned. 

All right, Councillor CASSIDY, your misrepresentation, please. 

Councillor CASSIDY: 
I didn’t say work on Beams Road hadn’t started. I said that was one of the announcements that was made alongside the Bracken Ridge projects which have now been scrapped.

Chair:
Further speakers?


I see no hands. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I appreciate Councillor COOK’s contribution on the Council of Domestic and Family Violence Strategy. I appreciate the way in which she has approached the debate today. I thank her for that. I did want to particularly though go back to the comments that Councillor CASSIDY made about the financial statements and the budget review. Councillor McLACHLAN has it absolutely right. Councillor CASSIDY quite clearly doesn’t seem to understand how to read financial statements, because he either can’t understand what we’ve got before us, or he is misrepresenting the facts. 


I don’t know which it is, but ultimately, the claims that were made were not only incorrect, but in many respects, a complete misrepresentation of reality. So, let’s be clear exactly what’s happening here from a budget point of view. The Council budget is no doubt under massive pressure at the moment. There is no doubt about that. The current economic climate, the impacts of COVID‑19 and a whole range of factors have contributed to put incredible pressure on Council’s finances. As Councillor Adam ALLAN pointed out, the last time we saw something equivalent to this was during the incredible 2011 flood disaster, which also put incredible pressure on the budget.


But, despite that pressure, to this point in time and our projection to the end of the financial year, let’s be clear about what that situation is. Brisbane City Council has managed to achieve what the other two levels of government would only dream of, a balanced budget. This budget is not in deficit. That makes us—

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
No, no. No interjections, please. 

LORD MAYOR, please continue.

LORD MAYOR: 
Another Councillor doesn’t seem to understand the difference between deficit and debt, which is a basic accounting thing. For a Councillor who’s been around for so long, you would think that they would understand that.

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
No, no. No, interjections, please. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
This Council has managed to achieve what both the State and Federal Government could only dream of, which is a budget that is balanced. Not in deficit, but a balanced budget. Now, while our income is down significantly, the income coming into this organisation is down significantly, we have cut the cloth to measure. More importantly, we have done that, not by letting go of staff, in the way that businesses have, not by sacking people, in the way that many businesses have, but by reducing our expenses on materials and services.


So, that is the only option. If you look at the financial statements, you’ve got employee expenses, you’ve got materials and services. The two major forms of expenditure in this Council. Now, if we’re not sacking people, which we’re not doing, then materials and services are where you have to find the savings. So, that is exactly what we have done. We have cut the cloth to measure. We have made the difficult decisions that need to be made, to keep the budget balanced. The budget is balanced.


I did, since Councillor CASSIDY seems to have trouble understanding, I want to point him to page 1 of the budget review. The most important line in this entire document, and the one which tells you whether the budget is in surplus, or deficit, is increase, or decrease in operating capability. That is effectively the indicator of where the Council is in surplus or in deficit. Now, we projected to be in surplus by $295 million. That was the budget projection. We have taken a $220 million hit. But we are in surplus by $74 million, when it comes to the operating capability. 


There it is, right there, in black and white. That’s coming through in the budget review, page 1. So, we will continue to do everything we can to keep the budget strong, to keep the budget balanced and cut the cloth to measure. Labor and their approach to economic and financial management is to just knuckle down and keep spending. We know they don’t like any staff reductions, they’ve made that clear, because they are beholden to the unions. So, what will they do then, if they can’t reduce staff numbers? As I said, we’re not doing that.


But if they can’t do that, what will they do? They’ll just keep spending. They can’t make the difficult decisions that need to be made, yet as we take the responsible decisions, as we keep the budget balanced, Labor can’t help but criticising everything we do. That’s reality. They want to have it both ways. It is not possible to have it both ways. We have taken action that’s needed to keep the budget strong, yet Labor criticises us for doing that. 


I did want to, though, draw attention to a couple of Councillor CASSIDY’s greatest myths. There are quite a few in his prepared speech. Let me go to number four in the greatest myths list. He claimed that Victoria Park has been delayed. Victoria Park has not been delayed. We have extended the consultation period for Victoria Park because of COVID‑19, to give people a chance to have a say. That is not delaying the project, I can tell you this. The Victoria Park Golf Course will close down as we said and we will get on with delivering that project. Why? Because it is an essential project. We will invest in it to deliver the green space that we promised to our community. So, wrong, Councillor CASSIDY. Victoria Park is not delayed. 


Number three, out of his list of greatest myths, is Transport for Brisbane is apparently making a profit. Like, come on. Public transport in Brisbane is heavily subsidised. No one is making a profit out of public transport in Brisbane, I can tell you that much. For Councillor CASSIDY to suggest so, shows a lack of understanding of how this works. 


Due to National Competition Policy requirements which are imposed on all governments at all levels, we have to portray the finances of Transport for Brisbane as a Council-controlled entity in a certain way. But I can assure you, it does not make a profit. In fact, it makes a loss of well over $100 million a year, which is what we put into it for subsidised public transport. Then, on top of that, add what the State Government puts into it, as well. So, no one is making a profit out of public transport in Brisbane. 


Councillor McLACHLAN pointed out the second of Councillor CASSIDY’s greatest myths, KSD, the claim that KSD’s over budget. Wrong. KSD’s budget is $650 million and it is a project that will be brought in at $650 million. Simple as that. Not over budget. Guess what, the people of Hamilton Ward were so upset about the handling of KSD, that they gave Councillor McLACHLAN an increased margin at the last election. That’s what they thought about Labor’s muckraking and lies and mistruths. 

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
So, unfortunately, I’ve saved the best till last, the claim that the Federal Government has not paid us $20 million for Brisbane Metro. Come in, Spinner. Guess where the $20 million for Metro is sitting right now. In—Actually, I was going to say in Jackie Trad’s bank account, but she’s no longer the Treasurer. It’s in Cameron Dick’s bank account. The Federal Government has paid $20 million to the State Government for Brisbane Metro. Guess who’s holding the process up. Guess who’s refused to release it to Brisbane City Council? The State Government. So, that is a massive own goal there, Councillor CASSIDY. 


We are waiting for that money from the Federal Government. The State Government has refused to release that $20 million to us. We are working on that positively. I am very confident of getting a good result shortly. But there is a reason why it hasn’t been paid to us and it certainly isn’t the Federal Government. So, Councillor CASSIDY, whoever writes your speech needs to go back to finance 101 school, because this budget is strong, despite the challenges. It is balanced, despite the challenges. We will continue to do the things that we need to do to responsibly keep our city’s budget strong. 

Chair:
I’ll now put items A and C. 

Clauses A and C put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause A, COUNCIL’S DOMESTIC AND FAMILY VIOLENCE PREVENTION STRATEGY, and Clause C, MUSGRAVE PARK POOL PROJECT – PARTIAL SURRENDER OF RESERVE, of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
On items B and D.

Clauses B and D put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause B, ANNUAL OPERATIONAL PLAN PROGRESS AND QUARTERLY FINANCIAL REPORT FOR THE PERIOD ENDED MARCH 2020, and Clause D, 2019-20 BUDGET – THIRD REVIEW, of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Jared CASSIDY and Charles STRUNK immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 20 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 7 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMIING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

Chair:
Councillors, we’ll now move to items E and F. 


LORD MAYOR, items E and F, please. 

Point of order to Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. Just on my request for further information, with regards to item F. I have one for item E, as well. But with respect to item F, page 7 of the E&C report, paragraph 41, states that Mr Jensen has indicated that he wishes to be considered for a further contract. Could the LORD MAYOR please advise to whom he asked for his contract to be renewed? I’m happy to accept it was him, as LORD MAYOR, or it was an internal request to another Council officer. You don’t have to name the officer. I appreciate you don’t like that. 


I also have a request with respect to item E. That is the Councillor conduct assessment item. Did the LORD MAYOR conduct, or Council conduct any consultation with the Office of the Independent Assessor (OIA), regarding the proposed program and procedure that’s outlined here before us today? If so, what was their feedback?

Chair:
LORD MAYOR. 

Items E through F.

LORD MAYOR:
Okay. Thank you, Mr Chair. Item E relates to Councillor conduct assessment investigation and orders. Amendments to the Local Government Act 2009 and City of Brisbane Act 2010 have meant changes to Council’s framework for dealing with complaints regarding Councillor conduct. So, essentially, we had a process whereby different levels of Councillor behaviour were treated in different ways. According to the Department of Local Government, there are different types of Councillor conduct which are of concern to them. But the first is unsuitable meeting conduct. The second is inappropriate conduct. The third is misconduct. The fourth is corrupt conduct. 


So, there’s varying levels of Councillor conduct, which are treated in different ways. There’s a number of those. In terms of meeting conduct, it’s dealt with in the meeting by the Chair. Concerns about meeting conduct, after having been dealt by the Chair, are to go to the Office of the Independent Assessor for assessment. Concerns about inappropriate conduct are to go to the Office of the Independent Assessor. If they are found to be in some way substantiated, then they come back to Council for treatment, or for a response. 


So, essentially, this is a situation that keeps changing, as a result of changes to State Government laws and acts. We are now updating our process in response to that legislative change. But essentially, what has happened is if there is suspected inappropriate conduct of a Councillor, that’s referred to the Office of the Independent Assessor. If the Office of the Independent Assessor upholds that, then it comes back to Council, essentially, for a decision on how that will be dealt with. Whether there will be some kind of punishment, or penalty, or an apology, depending on the nature of the conduct. 


Now, to make it clear what we are talking about here, the Local Government—or the Department of Local Government gives a few examples of what might be determined to be inappropriate conduct of a Councillor. The examples are, a Councillor makes derogatory comments about staff. That’s example one. Example two, a Councillor fails to comply with an order made by the Chair of a meeting to leave that meeting. That’s example two. Example three, a Councillor has been reprimanded three times in 12 months for interrupting other Councillors during meetings. 


So, these examples give you an idea of the type of conduct that we’re talking about here that would be referred to the Office of the Independent Assessor and then come back to us, if substantiated, for dealing with. Now, we’re not talking about misconduct here and we are not talking about corrupt conduct. They are two different things and they are dealt with in different ways. 


So, in terms of the options for us to deal with that, first of all, the revised Code of Conduct for Councillors in Queensland by the Department of Local Government, Racing and Multicultural Affairs now applies to Brisbane City Councillors. So, the previous Code of Conduct for Councillors policy that we had is redundant. If a complaint regarding suspected inappropriate conduct is referred to Council by the Office of the Independent Assessor, AP247 Councillor Conduct Assessment and Investigation Policy, provides for the complaint to be referred to the Councillor Conduct Tribunal, who will provide an independent investigation. 


It also proposes that a new Standing Committee be established, a Councillor Ethics Committee, to meet on an as-need basis. The Committee would be created with the powers and responsibilities to consider the findings and recommendations of the Tribunal, in relation to instances of suspected inappropriate conduct referred to the Tribunal like that—sorry, referred by the Tribunal to Council, sorry. In relation to findings and recommendations of the Tribunal, in a matter of suspected inappropriate conduct, the Committee will have the power to adopt, or adopt with amendments, or adopt a separate finding and penalty. 


So, basically, a Committee of Councillors, working similar to the Ethics Committee in State Parliament, to decide on what the appropriate way to deal with that inappropriate conduct is. So, as the State laws continue to change regarding these matters, we continue to have to update our own procedures and policies. That is exactly what we are proposing to do today. So, part of this is the establishment of the Councillor Ethics Committee. 


The Ethics Committee, as I mentioned, is responsible for considering the findings and recommendations put forward in the report of the Councillor Conduct Tribunal, regarding suspected inappropriate conduct by a Councillor. We are proposing that this committee be a bipartisan Committee and that Councillor Adam ALLAN be Chair, that the Deputy Chair is Councillor Kara COOK and that the membership of the Committee is: Councillor Peter MATIC, Councillor Tracy DAVIS, Councillor Peter CUMMING and Councillor Charles STRUNK. 


So, this is the proposal on the table. We’ve also and very importantly got a clause in here, when it comes to the membership of the Committee, that Councillors will not be eligible for appointment to the Committee if they have had any finding of corrupt conduct made against them, or multiple findings of either misconduct, or inappropriate behaviour made against them, either by the former Councillor Conduct Review Panel, the Office of the Independent Assessor, or by Council in the preceding five years. 


Now, I think that’s pretty self-explanatory. If it’s a Councillor Ethics Committee, then we would expect that the Councillors on that would not be subject to multiple findings against them, when it comes to conduct. So, I think, in this bipartisan manner, we’re proposing to have the Chair as an LNP Administration Councillor, the Deputy Chair as a Labor Opposition Councillor. We’ve also got a couple of lawyers on the committee, as well, to make sure that it is a rigorous process. 

Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:
Not that type of lawyer, right, okay. I won’t comment further on that. See the next item on the agenda is item F, which is the CEO appointment. Now, what we’re being asked to do here in Council is to do two things. First of all, to confirm that—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Mr Chair, I note that the LORD MAYOR is going on to speak about item F, but he did not address my request for information, which is has he sought advice on this proposal for the Councillor conduct process from the OIA?

Chair:
I would bring that question to the LORD MAYOR’s attention, but I thought the answer was implied in what he said. 

But, LORD MAYOR, were you prepared to comment further on that?

LORD MAYOR:
Yeah. Look, that’s no problem at all. Look, I haven’t personally sought advice from the OIA. But what is happening here is that we are simply acting on the legal requirements placed on us by the State Government changes to the Act. Now, the Act specifies that these matters could be dealt with in several ways. Those ways are as follows. The Lord Mayor themselves, whoever that may be at the time, could make a determination on these matters of inappropriate conduct. 


Now, personally, I don’t believe that it’s appropriate for one person to make that decision. I certainly don’t have any intention of being the arbiter of what is good conduct, or inappropriate conduct, or what punishment someone should get if they are subject to a complaint about inappropriate conduct. The second option is that a special committee, such as the one we’re proposing here, could be formed. The third option is that full Council will debate a matter such as this. Now, I also, on that third option, don’t believe that it’s appropriate for full Council to get involved in debating about Councillor conduct in this way. 


We all have important jobs to be doing for the City of Brisbane. For us to have extended debates about whether someone has behaved inappropriately, and what punishment they should get, yeah, my view is obviously a special committee, as per the State Ethics Committee, would be the most appropriate way to deal with this. I can also say that Council’s Chief Legal Counsel has advised that he has consulted both with the Independent Assessor, the President of the Councillor Conduct Tribunal regarding the proposed way of dealing with Councillor conduct assessment and investigation, and both were supportive of it.

So, while I haven’t personally been in touch with the OIA, Council certainly has and our chief legal counsellor—counsel has and they were both supportive of the approach that has been proposed here. So, to answer—

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

Chair:
LORD MAYOR, 10 minutes.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you. Well look, I won’t take 10 minutes but going to item F, which I started touching on before, was—is the reappointment of the CEO. What Council is being asked to do is to agree that the current CEO is a suitably qualified person to continue on as the CEO and for the contract details then to be subject to negotiation going forward, once Council determines that Colin is a suitable person to be the CEO.


I think it goes without saying that Colin is absolutely suitable to be CEO of Council and he has served in that role since late 2010. Mr Jensen became the Council CEO after previously being the Director-General (D-G) of the Department of Infrastructure in the State Government and also the Coordinator-General, so he held dual roles and since 2010, has served very ably and capably in the role. 

Now, during this COVID-19 crisis, is serving through his second major crisis in Council, the first being the 2011 flood, whereby he was awarded the National Emergency Medal by the Governor-General of Australia for the role he played in the floor recovery and response.

Now, obviously having Colin on board and someone of Colin’s experience and reputation is something that I know I personally appreciate and I can also say that he is respected on both sides of the political fence as a true professional public servant of the highest order and I do believe that Colin has that strong respect from all of the people that he has worked from both sides of the political fence.

But don’t take my word for it, I noted the words of his former Minister that he was working with in the Department of Infrastructure just prior to him taking on the role as Council CEO and that Minister is one, Minister Stirling Hinchliffe, who is now the Minister for Local Government, interestingly enough.

In a media statement at the time, in the lead up to Colin taking on the role as CEO of Brisbane City Council, Minister Hinchliffe issued a statement welcoming the new D-G, who was Graeme Newton at the time, and thanking Colin Jensen, the outgoing D-G. The statement, and I quote, included this really important quote, Mr Hinchliffe also thanked the current D-G, Colin Jensen, for the professionalism, integrity and passion he brought to the role over the past three years.

So, Minister Hinchliffe, the current Local Government Minister, speaks very highly after having worked with Colin Jensen. I speak very highly of Colin Jensen myself and I know Civic Cabinet does as well.

To answer Councillor JOHNSTON’s other question, I asked Colin Jensen whether he would stay on as Council’s CEO because that was very much my desire to continue working with him and I know it is Cabinet’s desire to continue working with him and he kindly agreed. So, it was my request. 

Obviously, Mr Jensen’s current contract is due to expire later this year and I specifically asked that he continue on, but—and he agreed and I am grateful for that because we have genuinely one of Australia and Queensland’s most respected public servants leading our organisation and so today, I’m simply saying we are being asked to agree that he is a suitably qualified person. 

I think the only concern that we would have here is whether he was suitably qualified or suitably over-qualified to do the role that he is doing—-

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, I just want to be clear about this because it is an issue I’ve raised with the CEO’s office. The resolution reads to me that we are appointing Colin Jensen. So that’s in item (i), in the resolution. It’s not just saying he’s a suitable person, it says appoints Mr Jensen to the position of CEO. Now, the LORD MAYOR has said repeatedly this is just to determine whether he was a suitable person but that’s not what this report says. So, can you—

Chair:
All right, I think that’s—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
—please clarify that?

Chair:
I think that that—the points your making, I think are relevant to what you would make as your substantive contribution to this debate, I believe. 

However, the resolution is as it’s written. Perhaps the LORD MAYOR is using a more polite term than that, but the resolution is what the resolution is written. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Okay, well let me explain. We are appointing Colin Jensen, or re-appointing Colin Jensen, as the CEO of Council in this resolution, but the question here is whether he is a suitably qualified person to carry out that role. 


Under law, we have to appoint a suitably qualified person as the CEO of Council so I am simply pointing out that obviously, Mr Jensen is a suitably qualified person. He has been doing the job since late-2010 and he has been doing a fantastic job. He is one of Queensland and Australia’s most respected public servants.


So, further on, I would say when it comes to the next step after assuming this is approved by Council, the next step after that is to develop a new contract for Mr Jensen and that contract will be a four-year contract, as is indicated here. My expectations as are as follows for that contract, to be very clear. 

There will be no executive bonus in that contract, as is there is no executive bonus in any new contracts that we sign. This is something I made clear last year that would be—that we would be exiting the executive bonus scheme that was introduced by Labor many, many years ago. We have brought that scheme to an end and we—I can now report today that Mr Jensen will be the very last executive that we switch over to the new contract with no bonus.

So, every other Council manager in recent times has been put on a new contract which does not involve a bonus and with approval today, to develop a new contract for Mr Jensen, he will also go onto a contract that does not include an executive bonus.

As I have indicated, my intention for all Council contracts and Council employees, including Councillors, there will be no pay rises in any contract for the next two‑year period. So that is another firm expectation that I am making clear. That also goes, not only for Mr Jensen, but for all managers, all Council staff and all Councillors.

I have made previous public comments and statements on that and that is something that I expect will be adhered to in the contract going forward for Mr Jensen. So, Mr Jensen will effectively continue on the same or similar arrangements as now without any pay rises, is what I’m saying for at least the next two years. 

So, to make my position going into this clear, those two things I think, were important to state on the record. So, Mr Chair, I’ll leave my comments at that. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor CASSIDY.

Seriatim - Clause E
	Councillor Jared CASSIDY requested that Clause E, COUNCILLOR CONDUCT ASSESSMENT, INVESTIGATION AND ORDERS, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Seriatim - Clause F
	Councillor Jared CASSIDY requested that Clause F, APPOINTMENT OF CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER OF BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Councillor CASSIDY:
Yep, so on Clause E, the Councillor Conduct Assessment Investigation and Orders to the three attachments that were here to deal with the Code of Conduct itself, with the investigation policy and with the composition of this new Ethics Committee. This is as a result of State Government legislation. All Queensland councils are required to do—or develop their own models in line with the legislation. 

So, there is, you know, the Department has provided some template guidelines for smaller Councils and I appreciate that Brisbane City Council being the largest Council, not only in Queensland but—and Australia, has developed these on their own.

We have consulted with the Office of the Independent Assessor on these matters and I take the LORD MAYOR at his word that Council has raised these matters with the Independent Assessor or the Office of the Independent Assessor anyway. So, we accept that the Code of Conduct and the investigation policy is in line with what it should be.

We do have some concern with the composition and the function of the Ethics Committee. In our view, any determination that is made by either the OIA, which is an independent body, or the Councillor Conduct Tribunal, as an independent body, any recommendation on punishment or penalty should be adhered to and Councillors shouldn’t be in the business of changing those recommendations, those penalties or those punishments.

Whether that be in a full Council meeting, whether that be the LORD MAYOR directly or Civic Cabinet or an ethics committee. I do understand though, that for some matters, the OIA may determine that they’re going to send an item back to Council to determine the appropriate penalty if at all, without making any recommendation whatsoever. 

So, they could, once a referral is made to the OIA, the OIA could determine that that should be not official misconduct or not corrupt conduct but potentially inappropriate conduct but make no recommendation about any potential punishment. That will then go back to Council. In this case, to this Ethics Committee, to determine what is in fact an appropriate level of punishment there.

We accept that on paper, this Committee is bipartisan and there are equal numbers. However, the way in which the Administration has determined the composition of the Standing Committee, is that the Chair will have a casting vote. So, the LNP Councillors will always have a majority on that Committee and some concerns that we do have is the way in which the LNP have used previous processes to target Councillors that are not on their team.

So, we want to make very clear that where there are recommendations from the OIA around suitable levels of punishment and penalty, that those are followed by this Ethics Committee and it remains to be seen. There will be test cases, I suppose, where the OIA will refer something back to Council and say this is potentially inappropriate conduct. They have no view on it, however, and it will be up to this Ethics Committee to determine that.

The Office of the Independent Assessor did remark to us that they did not have a view as to how the Ethics Committee was determined and its exact functions. That was a determination and particularly the qualifying factors that the LORD MAYOR outlined. They were all choices made by this Administration. They were not set down in legislation and they weren’t recommended by the OIA. They are decisions that Civic Cabinet has made.

So, we will enter this with an open mind but there are some reservations as to how this will operate and we will reserve any positions that our Councillors take, for when they arise. When they first arise.

On Clause F, the appointment of the Chief Executive Officer of Brisbane City Council—and I—there was some backwards and forwards just before which I suppose cleared some of this up and which the LORD MAYOR was claiming that what’s before us today is simply a resolution to determine whether Mr Jensen is a suitably qualified person to continue on for consideration of another term of contract.

However, it’s not. The point or paragraph 43 in the E&C report says that it’s proposing, that’s what we’re voting on today, to extend the contract or appoint Mr Jensen as the CEO for a further term and there is nothing in here which suggests that any details of a contract—and we know that these contracts are particularly lucrative. It’s an important job but it’s a lot of money we’re talking about here, will be kept in secret and Councillors won’t have any way of reviewing that.

We also don’t know whether any performance review was undertaken other than the LORD MAYOR asking the CEO to stay on and the CEO saying he would. Although that’s not clear in this E&C document and when you go and inspect the files associated with the E&C documents, there is no further information other than what is contained in the resolution before us today.

So, we know, looking at the cheque payments, that a review of his salary was undertaken by an external company but no other review whatsoever was undertaken on that. So, when we’re talking about potentially $3.2 million contract, when you look at the information that is contained within the annual report from last year, there is one employee earning somewhere between $700,000 and $799,000. 

We understand once this contract is entered into, there won’t be any annualised increases but there may very well be an increase on the $799,000 bracket there. So, this is a lot of money. It’s a very important role and I accept absolutely that Mr Jensen is a qualified person to do the role but I think what we need to be focussing on here is the process in which we’ve gone through to get to a position where the CEO of the largest Council in Australia is being offered a four‑year term without any information.

So, there’s a $3.1 billion budget over 8,000 employees that the CEO is responsible for operationalising. The pay packet, which we know, which is public information that’s reported in the annual report is potentially more than the Prime Minister’s and the Queensland Premier’s salary combined each and every year. Although we won’t know. We’ll know a range, we assume, once the annual report comes out, but again, there’s nothing—no details about a contract for the CEO in there.

So, we have—we do have a number of questions and I know Councillor JOHNSTON posed a number of questions and requested a briefing on this matter which I assume as denied. I never saw the outcome of that.

So why are there no details on file for Councillors to view? I’m not saying it should necessarily be public information but there’s 27 of us here on this Zoom meeting being asked to endorse or not this resolution. Why are there no details on file for Councillors to view confidentially? How did E&C make the assessment to extend the term for another four years—or over four years?

We’ve heard from the LORD MAYOR that part of that decision-making process was, he approached the CEO directly and asked him to stay on. The CEO accepted that. Not sure of any other process that has gone through. How much—and I think this can be provided to us confidentially, but how much will the CEO be paid? And we hear that there are no bonuses and the wage—the annual wage will be frozen but what that annual wage will be? It could be a significantly higher than the current annual wage.

So, we are concerned, and we’ll await some answers to these questions here in the public debate, given that they’re not being provided in any other way that an open and transparent process for the single most powerful role within the organisation of Council is being awarded. 

We all have just been through a major review process ourselves. It was called an election. We’ve all been sent here. That was our review process by the community. We don’t know what review process has gone on to determine who the CEO of this Council should be for the next four years. So, we certainly eagerly await some further information from the LORD MAYOR on these matters.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you. I rise to speak on items E and F and flag I have an amendment. I’ll start with item E, the Councillor Conduct Assessment Investigation and Orders. 


Firstly, can I say that this is not like the Ethics Committee in State Parliament. Again, with both of these issues today, the LORD MAYOR was deliberately, I think, misleading people about what they’re about. 


The Ethics Committee in State Parliament has a process by which people can make submissions, can be heard and then there is an outcome that is determined from that process. 

The process being proposed here is that for matters of inappropriate conduct, that the OIA doesn’t want to deal with, we’re going to have a very convoluted process that refers it initially to Councillors, then off to the Councillor Review Tribunal for independent investigation and that’s a good step.


But then it comes back to the little Committee that is being set up of just LNP and just ALP Councillors and they just make a decision in secret. 


Now, that decision could vary what the qualified independent tribunal decides without any discussion with the Councillor about whom they are holding a meeting. That is just unacceptable. That just breaches every sort of basic tenet of natural justice and your only alternative is then to appeal, so Supreme Court or QCAT (Queensland Civil and Administrative Tribunal).


So, Council has got this wrong. These matters should be dealt with independently and I appreciate that the OIA doesn’t necessarily want to handle all of the matters that come to them and I do agree with the LORD MAYOR and appreciate is comment that full Council shouldn’t be doing that. That’s how it was when I first started and that’s a horrific process to go through.


But it is not acceptable for a committee of just LNP and ALP Councillors to make a secret decision without any process or feedback from Councillors, or submissions from Councillors, about whom they are making judgments when those matters and their recommendations may deviate from that of a professional independent tribunal that has reviewed the matter.


So, there is a really big flaw in what is being proposed her and I absolutely do not support it in its current form. It’s just not acceptable and it is absolutely not the same as the Ethics Committee in State Parliament.

Secondly, just for a bit of fun, I had a look at the criteria presumably the LORD MAYOR has made up here, I don’t know because again, there’s nothing in the files about this and it does sort of indicate the LORD MAYOR made this decision, that anybody who has had multiple findings of corrupt misconduct or inappropriate conduct over the last five years is ineligible to sit on the Committee.

Now, that’s not an OIA recommendation. That’s obviously a decision of the LORD MAYOR, that he’s decided, and he admitted that in his own speech, that the OIA didn’t actually give him any feedback on that.

So, I did go and have a look at all of the matters that have gone to the Committee and it turns out, I’d be eligible to sit on this Committee because there are only two matters, one of which was overturned by the Supreme Court in the last five years.

So, like Councillor MATIC and Councillor COOK, both of whom have had one finding made against them, I have had one finding made against me in the past five years. I note, however, I’m not being considered to sit on the Committee and I certainly would like to know from the LORD MAYOR why he thinks it’s just the LNP and the ALP who should be able to have a say. 

If the Supreme Court has overturned the decision, and they made it pretty clear that it was an unlawful decision, then why am I being excluded? It should be representative, and I gather there’s some concerns—and I would agree completely that the Chair has the casting vote. Who better than an Independent Councillor to hold the casting vote on this new Committee? 

Not that I support the Committee anyway, but if I am going to get done over in this vote today and this is going to go ahead, then it should be a fairer process and clearly, that is not the case.

So, I just wanted to make a few remarks about the fact that some people have been excluded and there are numerous other councillors who have not been considered for this Committee, I presume who are also eligible but I find it rather disappointing that I wasn’t even considered, given I’d be eligible. So, I won’t be supporting item E. 

Now, with respect to item F, the appointment of the Chief Executive Officer of Brisbane City Council. I don’t support this item and I will outline why.

Firstly, I did go up to level 23 to review all the files about this matter and there is not a single piece of information available on the file. I did then make a request for a briefing and at about 12 o’clock today, I received a call from the Chief Executive Officer’s Executive Officer, and I spoke with her about the matter. She said, there is no paper. There is actually no other documents other than exactly what you see here.

So, there’s two or three pages basically saying Mr Jensen indicated he wished to be considered for a further contract and therefore we should appoint him to that position.

So, my first lot of concern relates to process. Firstly, that it is inappropriate for a major contract like this to be undertaken without any review at all. None. Not a measure against KPIs (key performance indicators). Not a measure against his last contract and how he went against that. Not a performance review. Not a market benchmark review. Not a should we look around and see who else is out there, just in case there are some other people who may be suitably qualified to undertake the rule.

As it is, apparently the LORD MAYOR just goes to his mate, Colin, and says, geez mate, I’d really like you to stay on and Mr Jensen indicates, what’s it say? Indicated he wishes to be considered for the position.

How cosy is that? This is a contract of three-quarters of a million dollars a year for four years and presumably there’s got to be a lot more than that and there is not a single piece of paper indicating that there has been any even consideration that there should be some review conducted before this decision is made. That is just shocking and appalling and I have an amendment with respect to this.

Secondly, as I did four years ago, I did not support the appointment of the—or the reappointment of the CEO and I do not support his reappointment again. Under his leadership, this Council has been politicised. He has overseen, I think one of the most appalling and destructive periods of politicisation in this Council and I—it’s not been a good thing. It has not been a good thing.

Secondly, on three occasions, I have had to take Council to court because of the actions of Mr Jensen with respect to Councillor tribunal matters and, on those occasions, I have been successful.

I have raised over and over again, problems with the way in which this scheme has been handled for the whole time that he has—almost the first day he was there, and I’ve been ignored. I’ve had to—the fact I’ve had to go to the Supreme Court is just not acceptable. The fact that it’s cost Council hundreds of thousands of dollars is just not good.

Finally, I do not believe this Council is being well run. Major projects are blowing out. The financial mismanagement of this Council is appalling. There’s now $2.6 billion in debt. There was none when Mr Jensen started and I’m not seeing projects being delivered fairly around this city in all wards. That speaks to the politicisation issue that I raised.

So, with that, I would just like to say that I—there’s some other reasons too but I’ll just stick to the basics. That’s why I don’t support it.

However, on the issue with respect to the process matters, what is outlined here today is back to front. This recommendation today says that we should be appointing Mr Jensen and then Mr Jensen and the LORD MAYOR will go away and they’ll work out the terms and conditions of his contract in secret. 

That is unacceptable and that is why I move the following amendment, which has been sent through to the Councillor and Committees team.

MOTION FOR AMENDMENT TO CLAUSE F:
	611/2019-20

It was moved by Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON, seconded by Councillor Jared CASSIDY that the Draft Resolution in Attachment A of Clause F - APPOINTMENT OF CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER OF BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL, of the report be amended as follows:
1. After “then Council”: delete sub-clause (i)
2. Re-numbers sub-clause (ii) as sub-clause (i)

3. And adds a new sub-clause (ii) as follows:
(ii) approval of Mr Jensen’s appointment to the position of Chief Executive Officer of Council, for a further term up to and including 8 August 2024, and contract, under section 190 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010, is undertaken at a meeting of full Council.



Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, please, your comments to the amendment.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you and I note the LORD MAYOR is no longer participating in the meeting which is very disappointing considering the significance of this decision. 


The matter before us today seeks to do—the contract before us today—sorry, the item before us today seeks to do two things. (1) Appoint the CEO of Council and then (2) delegate to the LORD MAYOR, the decision to negotiate his contract. 

Now, that is back to front in anyone’s language and anybody who has ever applied for a job would know that essentially you are offered a position and then you negotiate a contract. You are then appointed once the terms and conditions of the contract are resolved. 

What the amendment before us today does, is indicate that the LORD MAYOR can go away and he can still work through the terms and conditions of the contracts. I appreciate he did provide some additional information to us about that contract which isn’t in the documents before us today and not on the Council files, so clearly, he’s been briefed. I’ve got questions.

But the key issue here is that that won’t be done in secret. That that will come back to us as Councillors, as a full Council for consideration. Now, if there are confidentiality issues that have to be addressed, this Council is well versed on handling those when matters come up to Council for voting and anything appropriate can be redacted at that time.

But it is not appropriate, in my view, that the LORD MAYOR and Mr Jensen, who he speaks about in glowing terms, go away over a glass of wine or a cup of coffee and go, yeah, mate, I’ll give you $800,000 this year and yeah, you just keep doing the good job that you’re doing. That is not an acceptable way to undertake what is one of Council’s most significant contractual arrangements.

Now, I am extremely concerned, there’s not even a CV on here. There’s not—and I know who Colin Jensen is. Do I think he’s doing a good job? No, I don’t not. That’s just my personal opinion. But this Council wants us to appoint someone to a job where they’re going to earn millions of dollars. Millions of dollars. Of ratepayer’s money without the courtesy of any basic benchmarks. Without the courtesy of any performance reviews and without the courtesy of that information being made available to Councillors who are responsible decision makers on behalf of the residents of Brisbane.

Now, section 190 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 does indicate that this decision should be made by Council. Certainly, they are relying on a different section of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 to delegate that power back to the LORD MAYOR but it is certainly envisaged that it is full Council that would make this decision. Certainly, in other Councils, that is how it is done. 

Councillors would be briefed, there would be a discussion. There’d either be a meeting held on camera or appropriate information would be redacted and a decision of full Council would be made. That is the proper way to go about doing it.

So again, this does not stop the LORD MAYOR from going about his responsibilities to negotiate the contract but it calls on the LORD MAYOR to return that contract to all Councillors via the Council meeting. 

We are the elected representative of this city and we should take responsibility for contracts that will cost this city millions of dollars and the performance of our Council’s services to our community are completely dependent upon the powers, conditions, KPIs, performance benchmarks that are set down in this contract that we will know nothing about unless it comes back to Council for final approval.

That is the appropriate way to do it. Negotiate first and then undertake the appointment and the approval of the contract second. That is what the amendment does here today and I would ask all councillors to vote for it.

Chair:
Further speakers to the amendment? 


I see no hands. 

I see Councillor CASSIDY’s hand.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Yes, Chair. Look, we’ve prepared—I’m prepared to second this amendment and we are prepared to support this. It is a much better process to go through than what we have seen here today. 

Councillors are the ultimate decision makers in the ultimate decision-making body of this organisation. We are here to set the strategic direction, to set the budget of the Council and then to set the—or employ and set the contract of—or should be, of the person that will see that out throughout the organisation.

So, I think that it’s only reasonable that when we’re talking about a contract that if you went on the old pay scale that we’ve seen there, that is potentially $3.2 million over the life of this contract. That’s (1) a lot of money, but (2) a lot of responsibility and a lot of power. 

That should absolutely be an open and transparent process before we get to the point of offering a contract to someone where we’ve found out tonight that the approach was made by the LORD MAYOR himself to the CEO and there is no paper trail. There is no process other than a conversation somewhere.

So, we think this process, this amendment, will actually go a long way towards making sure that this is fair and transparent for Brisbane residents via their Councillors.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
So, the Finance Chairman, the LORD MAYOR, the DEPUTY MAYOR, none of them want to address a motion that is about building in accountability and transparency into the appointment of the Chief Executive Officer of Council? 


Let me be clear and on the public record. This contract could be as much as $4 million. It could be less. It is currently somewhere in the vicinity of around $750,000 a year and that is extraordinary amount of money. 


The LORD MAYOR couldn’t be bothered to be in this debate. The DEPUTY MAYOR, well she’d be out of her depth, I’d be thinking, in discussing this issue and the Finance Chair is staring at the ceiling so he doesn’t want to have a bar of it.


So, I am extremely concerned that there will be no independent scrutiny at all of the CEO’s negotiations with the LORD MAYOR. As we’ve heard tonight, the LORD MAYOR approached Mr Jensen to say, mate, I want to keep you on board and apparently, he is like, yep, that’s a great idea. If you were earning $750,000 a year, you’d probably think so too.


But it’s our job as Councillors to ensure that there is good governance with respect to the expenditure of millions of dollars of Council funds.


The LORD MAYOR tonight, again in debate earlier, sprouted about how open and transparent this Council is. Well, clearly that’s not the case. There is not a single piece of paper to reflect the discussion the LORD MAYOR and the CEO had. Not a file note. Not a diary meeting note. There’s not even last—the last term’s contract in the file. We don’t even know what was agreed last time.

It is extraordinary that the LORD MAYOR now wants us to tick off on the appointment of the CEO but leave all the details to him with no independent scrutiny or oversight. That is an unacceptable course of action in my view.

The amendment before us today simply says that the matter must come back to full Council for further consideration regarding Mr Jensen’s appointment and for the contract approval. That is an appropriate way in which millions of dollars of rate payer’s funds should be handled.

The fact that there is no one that will even speak to this matter, the DEPUTY MAYOR is sitting there, the Finance Chairman is sitting there, the LORD MAYOR is MIA (missing in action) all together, it’s just—it’s beggars’ belief. Maybe they’ll just attack me afterwards which is the normal operating procedure and maybe they’re going to vote for it but in the 10 years I’ve been the Independent, they’ve never voted for one of the motions I’ve put up so I don’t think that’s what’s going to happen.

But it is just—most people in Brisbane would be horrified to know that there is no independent scrutiny of the appointment of the CEO of Council. We will not know how much money he is going to be paid or what the performance requirements of his contract are, what the KPIs are, where it will be reviewed. We’ll know none of this information.

Both Mr Jensen and the LORD MAYOR, just want to leave it to those two good mates to have a little chat and work it out themselves. Well I do not think that—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Pont of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Going on 30 minutes of this, I am insulted at the way that Councillor JOHNSTON continually imputes motive on the LORD MAYOR and the professional way he will deal with Councillor—with Mr Jensen and his contract. It’s offensive.

Chair:
Yes, thank you DEPUTY MAYOR, I understand. 

Councillor JOHNSTON, you’ve made the point a number of times. Can you please—I agree with DEPUTY MAYOR’s assessment, please stop imputing motive and also your time is concluding in the near future. 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Well, let me be clear. I’d love to have a professional debate about this. I’d love to see the contract. I’d love to see the benchmarks. I’d love to see the contract review. I’d love to see the market review. I’d love to see the executive search that was undertaken to find the most suitably qualified person but this LNP Administration could not be bothered to do any of that.


It is the case, as the LORD MAYOR said in his own words tonight. He thinks Mr Jensen is great and he asked him to stay on. That’s his whole explanation. There is not a single document for the expenditure up to $4 million of Council money and Councillor ADAMS wants to criticise me for raising concerns about it?


Let me be clear. I do not think this is an acceptable process—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Claim to be misrepresented.

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
Yes, noted. 

Councillor JOHNSTON, please continue.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Oh no, she’s just sending out hugs and love. She’s not criticising me at all. So, let me be clear, this is a process that has not been conducted properly in my view. It is not transparent and the amendment before us today builds in accountability into that process so that this contract can be reviewed by all Councillors and comes back to full Council for debate and consideration.


That is the appropriate way to go about this. Not for it to be done behind closed doors between the CEO and—

Chair:
Councillor JOHNSTON, you time has expired.

Councillor JOHSTON:
—the LORD MAYOR.

Chair:
Councillor ADAMS, your misrepresentation?

DEPUTY MAYOR:
I did not attack Councillor JOHNSTON for raising issues. I claimed she imputed motive on the LORD MAYOR. Very different.

Chair:
Thank you. 

I’ll now put the resolution. 
Amendment put:

The Chair put the motion for the amendment to the Draft Resolution in Attachment A of Clause F, APPOINTMENT OF CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER OF BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL, to the Chamber resulting in it being declared lost on the voices.

Thereupon, Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Jared CASSIDY 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:
Further speakers to the substantive resolution? 


Councillor HOWARD. 

Councillor HOWARD, your microphone—someone turn her microphone on? 

Councillor HOWARD:
Okay, sorry about that. Sorry about that.

Chair:
No problem.

Councillor HOWARD:
I had my hand up from before, sorry, Chair.

Chair:
Oh, excuse me, I’m sorry. 


Further speakers to the substantive resolution? 


I see no hands. 

LORD MAYOR?

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Sorry.

Chair:
Excuse me. 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I think Councillor ALLAN did have his hand up.

Councillor ALLAN:
Yes.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
And you missed him when you called Councillor HOWARD.

Chair:
All right.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
But I’m happy to speak.

Chair:
I apologise. That’s my error and I will call on Councillor ALLAN next.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I just join the debate to speak briefly on item E and F. The LORD MAYOR gave a very thorough overview of how the changes that—to State Government legislation has given rise to the Ethics Committee. It was a very thorough overview of the process and why we have now instituted the Ethics Committee.


My firm hope is that the Committee doesn’t meet. It’s a bit like speeding fines. If you don’t speed, you don’t get the fines. So, I’m hoping this is perhaps the least active committee that we’re ever likely to have in Council. Clearly, there is a process that you need to go through before a matter ends up being considered by the Ethics Committee. 

The composition of the Ethics Committee, and I note Councillor CASSIDY had some concerns but it’s a committee that is comprised of what I think is a good mix of people and personalities and experience. I think it’s a group of people who will be able to deliberate and rule on a measured, balanced, impartial basis.

The Committee is one that I think has a good mixture of experience, both in and outside of Council and broad based community experience so I’m very, very hopeful that if we do in fact have to convene and consider cases, that any outcomes will be measured and proportionate.

Turning to item F and the suitability of Colin Jensen as the CEO of Council. Now, I note that Councillor JOHNSTON has a raft of concerns but what we’re considering today is his suitability and I’ve had the privilege in the last 12 months to—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Mr Chair, we are not just considering his suitability. We are actually appointing him and again, if—

Chair:
I understand the point your making, thank you.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, but if the Finance Chairman is—doesn’t realise that’s what we’re doing, I’m very concerned that the LNP doesn’t know what they’re actually doing.

Chair:
Okay, well that’s not a point of order. That was a point you made earlier in your substantive presentation. As I said earlier, it was my view that that turn of phrase is a polite way of saying what’s in the resolution. 


Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Okay, thank you, Mr Chair and so I’ve had the privilege to work quite closely with the CEO as a member of Civic Cabinet and he is an officer who has incredibly deep domain experience in government at both local government level and State Government level. 

It’s an extremely complex organisation. This is an organisation with more moving parts and complexity than most people appreciate. He has extremely good functional experience across the whole organisation. There are very few questions that you put to the CEO that he can’t answer, or at least give you some good advice on.

More importantly, I think, is the organisation is large and we are in a dynamic environment, he’s extremely strategic. He has very, very good insights. He has always got different perspectives on issues and I find that particularly refreshing. 

So, in the context of suitability, I’d definitely support the ongoing tenure of the CEO and I’ll leave further debate the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Chair. I just really briefly on the Ethics Committee item, I might make a comment, through you, to the Labor Chairs that it’s perhaps both reflecting on the extent to which agreeing to sit on a committee like this serves to legitimise a flawed process in a broken system and that sometimes while it might feel like we’re being handed power, actually what you’re being handed are the tools to forge and fashion your own shackles. So perhaps that’s worth reflecting on. That’s all I’ll say.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Great, thank you, Mr Chairman. I’d like to speak on both items E and F but I’ll start with F and I think it’s really interesting that the LNP—I know I’ve heard them say many times that they were just re-elected and what a great job they’ve done and isn’t that great, the people of Brisbane chose them. 


I actually think they’re the organisation or the group that we’ve had to have because of coronavirus, not because they present any great alternative and I’m really concerned today with this reappointment of the CEO. I don’t believe that it follows due process in any way. If a Council officer was to be appointed this way, all hell would break loose. 

Officers and the public expect that deals aren’t done like this and this looks like a cosy deal where the LORD MAYOR has had a quiet chat to the CEO and then said yeah, mate, we’ll get you reappointed through Council and you keep getting paid the big bucks.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
I think you’ve already agreed with Mr Chair, that is imputing motive and it is misconduct.

Chair:
Yes, we’ve—please, resist the urge to impute motive and—

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Everything I say, according to Councillor ADAMS is imputing motive because anything that disagrees with Councillor ADAMS is imputing motive.

Chair:
Please. Please keep your—

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
She’s the biggest bully in the place.

Chair:
No, no, don’t talk over me, please. I—

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
I want that retracted. That is highly offensive.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I will retract that you’re the biggest bully in the place.

Chair:
Look, this is really uncalled for. Look, I apologise, I didn’t hear it. I’m glad it was retracted—

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
And observe it.

Chair:
Acknowledged and retracted in a sporting fashion but I’ll accept it now. 

Look, Councillor GRIFFITHS, can you please just make your presentation on the matter at hand and limit—

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes; yes and I am making presentation on hand. I think this is unacceptable. I think it’s unacceptable that we’re appointing to someone with such a significant influence in the organisation and look, he’s a nice fellow. Nice bloke. Good to chat to.

But there are lots of people who are nice and good to chat to and there are a lot of competent people out there. Why we aren’t going through a due process so that he can show how he competes with other people that he’s the best person for the job? Not just because you’re a mate of someone. Not because you just have a quiet chat with someone and there—as Councillor JOHNSTON said, there are no records kept about this.

We haven’t seen the deals done behind this and we’re not going to, evidently. I don’t think that’s acceptable. We’ve got the same Administration in place doing the same sneaky stuff and it’s disappointing for the people of Brisbane.

The second thing I want to get to is the Code of Conduct committee and I welcome the fact that the State Government have appointed the OIA. I’ve just had a ruling go through there that if it would have gone through Council’s LNP appointed committee, wouldn’t have been the same findings.

I’ve sat in this Council Chamber for a long time and had accusations made against me and been through this process on numerous times and I can tell you, those accusations only came from LNP Councillors. They didn’t come from the public. They didn’t come from staff. They’ve only come from LNP Councillors.

It’s interesting that with this new organisation, which thank God is separated from Brisbane City Council, I think we’re going to be—everyone is going to be up for a fair hearing rather than the political kangaroo court that has run for the last 17 years in the Chamber.

So, I think that’s good, but I really question the Ethics Committee and I question the need for the Ethics Committee—-

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON?

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Would Councillor GRIFFITHS take a question?

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, will you take a question?

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes.

Chair:
Yes, he will.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, which Councillor—LNP Councillor made an unfounded allegation against you that was completely disproven by the OIA?

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Oh, actually, it was Councillor Krista ADAMS and it was, strangely enough, there were only three people who knew of the accusation. Myself, the CEO and Councillor Krista ADAMS. It’s meant to be confidential, but The Courier-Mail and the Brisbane Times found out about it. I don’t know how that happened but anyway, it was dismissed but it was done during the election campaign which is very disappointing for the behaviour that has been—the way this Committee has been used and abused by LNP Councillors.


I’m looking forward to reading the retraction in the Brisbane Times or The Courier-Mail and I’m sure that will be leaked as well. Not.


So, I—my experience of these committees has been that they don’t work. They’re quite—even though the LORD MAYOR says we’re having Labor and Liberal on it, you’re not having the Greens, you’re not having the Independent. I can’t see how this is impartial and I certainly can’t see that anyone in the public, let alone ourselves, believes that politics and ethics goes together.


For us to be saying we’re setting up an ethics committee to review each other just seems absurd. So that’s my thoughts on the matter. I’ll support Labor’s position in relation to this, but I think this is an absurd thing to be doing again. Once again, it’s giving the Administration a lot of power, a lot of control and I’ve seen them use it consistently to try and intimidate anyone that doesn’t agree with them. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
—the Ethics Committee and just a few points I want to make in regard to this. I suppose I was a bit surprised when my name ended up on this because I certainly don’t have any legal background but I think Councillor Adam ALLAN said it well, that they wanted a balance on the Committee that’s been proposed today. I take that point.


But there is two things. First of all, the gender imbalance on this Committee is pretty obvious. There’s four guys and two girls, if I can put it that way, in those terms. So, I thought this Council was really very much likes to look at gender balance? At least for their—at least for the Chamber, maybe not for some of the boards but certainly the Committee has a gender imbalance.


Secondly, the impartiality of the Committee. I know they want a bipartisan view on the Committee to reflect on anything brought to it but I worry about the partisanship that can actually happen, especially when something is very aggressively pursued as a complaint. I worry about that bipartisanship that may not happen.


So I just want to flag the fact that I’m only talking for myself, of course, and that is that if I—if something comes before the Committee and I perceive it to be—or I perceive the discussion to be, I should say, to be a partisan discussion or a partisan outcome, I certainly won’t want to sit on the Committee from then on. I just want to flag that.


I do believe that the Chair of the Committee is someone I do respect as a human being, as a man and—but of course there’s no guarantee that Councillor ALLAN is always going to be the Chair, right? I mean, Chairs can be replaced. Members can be replaced as well. So, I don’t know actually how that works. We haven’t really talked about that, maybe the LORD MAYOR can address that if he’s back in the Zoom meeting, that when it comes to replacements.


Now, I do understand that if someone—if one of the members of the Committee actually has an action being brought against them, when it comes to the Committee, that they would stand aside and the LORD MAYOR would, with the Opposition Leader’s consultation, they will appoint another person onto the Committee to adjudicate.


But I just wonder, when—just in general terms, will Committee members be taken off and put on for other reasons? Or for any other reasons? So, I just want to pose that to LORD MAYOR. Maybe he can answer that question, just to satisfy my own thoughts on the matter. Thank you, Mr Chair. 

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair, and I’d like to address item E and item F. First of all, item E. Obviously, as has been made very clear here, this is a legislative requirement for us to have and as needed role for somebody somehow if something comes back from the Independent Assessor it needs to be dealt with by Council. The LORD MAYOR made it very clear that he did not think the option of him being the adjudicator was appropriate and I agree wholeheartedly. I also don’t believe the full Council Chamber is appropriate for these matters to be debated as well.


So that left us with the third option of an ethics committee. Now can I make it very clear where the structure from this Ethics Committee was based on. It is based on exactly the same—

Councillor interjecting.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Sorry, Mr Speaker.

Chair:
That’s all right. I was just insisting that you be heard in silence.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you. It is exactly the same as the Ethics Committee that we see in State Parliament. There are three Administration Councillors, there are three Opposition Councillors and, in the State, the same. Three ALP members per Parliament; three LNP members for Parliament. Surprisingly not—the Administration is the Chair and the Chair has the deciding vote.


This is not some secret big trick that the LORD MAYOR has come up with. We have mirrored the State Parliament Ethics Committee. Mirrored the Ethics Committee in State Parliament.


I take onboard Councillor STRUNK that you would love to see a gender balance—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order to you Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, Mr Chairman, Councillor ADAMS is misleading the Chamber because the Committee at State Parliament works different—

Chair:
Okay. That’s not the point she was making. That wasn’t a point of order. Thanks Councillor—thank you Councillor JOHNSTON. 


Councillor ADAMS please continue.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you. I do know that Councillor STRUNK said he would like to see more of a gender balance on this Committee. Look, Councillor STRUNK, if you could get some more females on your team that’d be fantastic too. I fully agree because we’ve got 50% on this side so stump up and get us some more females on your team, and we’ll welcome them on to the Ethics Committee if they’re eligible under the guidelines that we’ve put forward today.


When it comes to item F, Mr Chair, through you, I am not surprised at what we heard—the vitriol and the diatribe from the Councillor for Tennyson. She’s made it very clear that she has never respected the CEO’s position in this place, and she said it herself from the first day. This has nothing to do with the role of the CEO in this place. This is all to do with playing the man and I actually wouldn’t expect much more from Councillor JOHNSTON either.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Chair:
Point of order Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
The DEPUTY MAYOR is definitely imputing motive against me and I would ask that that is withdrawn.

Chair:
Thanks Councillor JOHNSTON. There were some pretty awful things said tonight but I’m going to ask—I insist that the DEPUTY MAYOR stay within the lines and I will ask if she would like to withdraw. That is up to her.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
I’m not quite sure what I need to withdraw because Councillor JOHNSTON did say she didn’t like Mr Jensen. She didn’t think he did a good job and hasn’t liked him from day one. So, I’m not quite sure which part she would like me to withdraw.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order, Mr Chairman.

Chair:
Point of order to you, Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
I did not say that. That’s definitely not the language I used and I am objecting to the fact that Councillor ADAMS is imputing motive by saying I’m playing the man. I outlined why he was not a suitable person and move to procedural amendment.

Chair:
—a matter a long time. We’re nearing the conclusion I think. 

I’m going to ask Councillor ADAMS to just quickly withdraw that one statement.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
I am happy to withdraw playing the man, Mr Chair. I was genuinely asking what part she wanted me to withdraw because she did say the other points. But with regards to Mr Jensen and the role as CEO, I have to concur exactly with the LORD MAYOR about—well actually not with the LORD MAYOR—what the LORD MAYOR said—we heard very clearly from Minister Hinchliffe, that he is a man of extreme professionalism, integrity and passion. I have to say as someone who’s been in this Council now for quite a while, 12 years, his dedication to this organisation repeatedly goes above and beyond.


I was quite surprised to hear that Mr Jensen would need to submit a CV on why he is a suitable candidate for the 10 years that he has had in this place. This is a large organisation that he has run extremely well over the time of his tenure, and over those last 10 years it has not been an easy time. We have seen the 2011 floods, which I know for a fact we had a CEO who slept in his office for nearly a week during the recovery efforts that we needed over the first few weeks of that flood. 


We have had severe storms, like what we saw in November 2014 that had massive impact on our suburbs across the city. We had the G20 which was an amazing effort for Brisbane. The most successful G20 across the globe for the plans that were put in place from our organisation.


Right now, we are facing a crisis and a pandemic that has not been seen globally for 100 years. We’re getting suggestions from the other side of the Chamber that maybe we should go and look at somebody else and see how they can go. Let’s take a chance on how they can go. That is not how you run an organisation the size of Brisbane City Council. 


To think now that anyone could do a better job than Colin Jensen in that role in these times is ludicrous, absolutely ludicrous. It was no sly comment from the LORD MAYOR.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
No interjections please. 


Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
There was no sly comment from the LORD MAYOR saying, hey, Colin, would you like to do it. Oh, yes, thanks, LORD MAYOR, I will. This is a serious job, it is an important job and it cannot be done by just anybody, and I agree again with the LORD MAYOR that to keep Colin in this role at the moment—Mr Jensen—is extremely important, beyond the fact that he has shown us that he can do this role in outstanding fashion over the last 10 years.


What we heard from some Councillors on the other side was disappointing, but as I said, not surprising and I fully support this recommendation to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


I see no further speakers. 


LORD MAYOR.

LORD MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Just wanted to clear up a couple of things just briefly. First of all, with the Ethics Committee. There was a suggestion—I think it was Councillor CASSIDY—made that the Ethics Committee would receive information about inappropriate conduct without recommendations or without finding of guilt or otherwise. That is not the case.


In all cases the Ethics Committee will receive a recommended finding. My view on this is that the Ethics Committee, the bipartisan Ethics Committee would have to have a very good reason to go against the recommended finding and it would need to be a bipartisan reason with bipartisan support.


The way this process will work is the Office of the Independent Assessor would refer a matter back to Council where there’s suspected or alleged inappropriate conduct. That would then go to the State-appointed Councillor Conduct Tribunal. This is not—this tribunal is not something we’ve appointed. This is a State‑appointed entity. That entity would investigate.


Now I think it was Councillor JOHNSTON that said what recourse do Councillors have. It won’t be the Ethics Committee that will be investigating this. It will be the State-appointed Councillor Conduct Tribunal that will be investigating.


Once that investigation has been completed, the State-appointed Councillor Conduct Tribunal would make a referral to the Ethics Committee with the recommended finding and a recommended punishment I understand. So that is the way it will work. 


There will always be a recommendation, and as I said, there would have to be a very good reason why the Ethics Committee would go against that recommendation. We have deliberately set this up as a bipartisan committee with an LNP Chair and a Labor Deputy Chair.


There are no other committees like that in Council so this is a very special Committee for a specific purpose, and it will receive those recommendations from the independent, State-appointed tribunal and the OIA.


Councillor STRUNK referred to the gender balance on the Committee. I’m not sure whether he was joking about this, but we would happily appoint more Labor women to this Committee if you actually had any more Labor women. There are four men and two women on this Committee. The Labor Party has four men and one woman in their team. We only had one choice, and we did appoint Kara COOK as the Deputy to the Committee, but if you provide more choices we will certainly make more female appointments to that Committee. That is something we’re proud to do. 


We are proud to have a team which has gender balance both in the team and in the cabinet. We’re the first Administration ever in the history of City Council to do that, and the first large organisation in—political government organisation in Australia to achieve that gender balance.


Finally, regarding the CEO, look I really think it’s disappointing that one particular Councillor seems to have such a negative view of the current CEO. It’s quite clearly not one that is shared by other Councillors when you hear the debate, and I guess the best way that I can illustrate this unreasonable and negative view is every year in the last meeting of Council before Christmas we do a special Motion of Appreciation to the Council staff. We stand up and give our thanks for the work that Council staff from CEO down do in supporting our city and helping us do the job that we do.


Every year all Councillors sign a letter of thanks that goes up in Brisbane Square so that all the Council staff can see the signature of each Councillor saying thank you for the work they’ve done over the past 12 months.


Yet, every year, one particular Councillor deliberately pens on that letter, I thank everyone except for the CEO of Council. So, this is what we’re dealing with here and I think that puts it in perspective. Look, I do not understand why that is the case, but Mr Jensen is widely respected across the political divide.


I quoted from Minister Hinchliffe before. Mr Jensen has worked far more time under Labor governments than he has with us through his career, but I can say this about him: he is genuinely non-partisan and non-political, he is a genuine professional and finally, I have never called him ‘mate’, never, and I wouldn’t do that because there is a respect there for the—performs for Council. I do believe that Brisbane City Council is fortunate to have such a highly qualified professional Chief Executive Officer and one of Australia’s best and most respected public servants.

Chair:
I’ll now put the items to the resolution. I will now put item E. 

Clause E put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause E, COUNCILLOR CONDUCT ASSESSMENT, INVESTIGATION AND ORDERS, of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Jonathan SRI immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

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

NOES: 2 -
Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Jonathan SRI.
ABSTENTIONS: 2
Councillors Peter CUMMIING and Steve GRIFFITHS.
Chair:
On item F.

Clause F put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause F, APPOINTMENT OF CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER OF BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL, of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Thereupon, Councillors Nicole JOHNSTON and Jonathan SRI immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 20 -
The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Fiona HAMMOND, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, James MACKAY, Kim MARX, Peter MATIC, David McLACHLAN, Ryan MURPHY, Angela OWEN, Steven TOOMEY and Andrew WINES.
NOES: 7 -
The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Kara COOK, Peter CUMMIING, Steve GRIFFITHS, Charles STRUNK, Jonathan SRI and Nicole JOHNSTON.

Chair:
That concludes the Establishment and Coordination Committee report. 
Thank you, Councillors. 

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
COUNCIL’S DOMESTIC AND FAMILY VIOLENCE PREVENTION STRATEGY

109/590/543/148

612/2019-20
1.
The Divisional Manager, Organisational Services, provided the information below.
2.
The Domestic and Family Violence Prevention Strategy (the Strategy) was developed in response to Council’s commitment to reduce violence happening in homes across our city. A coordinated and integrated strategy outlining Council’s current and planned actions and initiatives to help prevent domestic and family violence demonstrates Council’s commitment to this important issue.
3.
The Strategy illustrates and defines domestic and family violence. Further, it establishes Council’s position and high level action plan to educate and inform the community about domestic and family violence through a number of internal and external mechanisms and initiatives. Finally, the Strategy highlights the support and resources available to the community.
4.
Overall, this Strategy articulates Council’s position to build a diverse, inclusive and safe environment where residents and visitors feel safe and live free from violence. Council condemns all forms of domestic and family violence behaviours.
5.
It is the responsibility of each organisational area to operationalise the elements of this Strategy and have any outcomes reflected in their reporting.

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

7.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL ADOPT THE DOMESTIC AND FAMILY VIOLENCE PREVENTION STRATEGY, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A (submitted on file).


ADOPTED

B
ANNUAL OPERATIONAL PLAN PROGRESS AND QUARTERLY FINANCIAL REPORT FOR THE PERIOD ENDED MARCH 2020

134/695/317/1056

613/2019-20
8.
The Divisional Manager, Organisational Services, provided the information below.

9.
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.

10.
The Annual Operational Plan Progress and Quarterly Financial Report March 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.

11.
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.

12.
The previous financial report for the period ended 27 December 2019 was presented to Council on 11 February 2020. To meet the requirements of section 166(3), Council’s progress towards implementing the Annual Operation Plan was presented to Council on 12 May 2020.

13.
To meet the requirements of sections 166 and 196 outlined above, the current report which relates to the period ended 27 March 2020 will be presented to Council on 26 May 2020. This includes the quarterly financial report and progress towards implementation of the Annual Operational Plan.

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

15.
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 PERIOD ENDED MARCH 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 period ended March 2020, as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file), be noted.

ADOPTED

C
MUSGRAVE PARK POOL PROJECT – PARTIAL SURRENDER OF RESERVE

112/20/711/1158
614/2019-20
16.
The Executive Manager, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the information below.
17.
Council commenced the Musgrave Park Pool upgrade project (the project) in May 2019. The project is part of Council’s commitment to creating new lifestyle and leisure opportunities and delivering vibrant and liveable communities.
18.
The project includes: 

-
replacing the ageing pool shell with a new level wet deck shell and new finishes

-
widening and deepening the pool to enable water polo activities, school training and swimming carnivals

-
making the pool accessible for visitors of all ages and abilities to enjoy by installing a new ramp and two new shower/change rooms for people with a disability

-
replacing filtration systems, in-ground pipework, plant equipment (including power supply) to extend the operational life of the pool

-
creating the potential to extend pool operating months by providing heating.
19.
The pool is located within Musgrave Park on a reserve for Sport and Recreation purposes.

20.
As part of the project, it was necessary for Energex to install a pad mounted transformer on the site. A pad mounted transformer is inconsistent with the purpose of the reserve and must be located within dedicated road. In this instance, to avoid impacting existing underground services, the transformer was placed seven and a half metres from the road frontage. As a result, 15 m2 of additional land will need to be dedicated as road to provide access to the transformer. The Department of Natural Resources, Mines and Energy has been consulted and has advised that the proposal complies with the department’s policy on pad mounted transformers.
21.
It will therefore be necessary to surrender trusteeship of the part of the reserve where the transformer is located, together with access from Edmondstone Street, South Brisbane, and dedicate the area as road, as shown at Attachment B (submitted on file).

22.
The Executive Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

23.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO SURRENDER TRUSTEESHIP OF PART OF MUSGRAVE PARK RESERVE FOR THE MUSGRAVE PARK POOL UPGRADE PROJECT

That Council resolves to surrender trusteeship of the part of the Musgrave Park Reserve, located at 100 Edmondstone Street, South Brisbane, described as part of Lot 310 on CP898189, shown as new road at Attachment B (submitted on file).

ADOPTED

D
2019-20 BUDGET – THIRD REVIEW


134/135/86/352
615/2019-20
24.
The Divisional Manager, Organisational Services, provided the information below.
25.
Section 162(2) of the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 provides that Council’s budget for a financial year may be amended at any time before the end of the financial year.
26.
The Third Budget Review has been prepared and considers:

(a)
emerging issues requiring funding and additional revenue and expenditure for 2019‑20, 2020‑21, 2021-22 and 2022-23 
(b)
requests to carryover and bring forward project funding to 2019-20 and other forward years.
27.
Attachment B (submitted on file) outlines the recommended amendments to the approved budget for 2019‑20, 2020‑21, 2021-22 and 2022-23.

28.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

29.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO APPROVE BUDGET AMENDMENTS – THIRD REVIEW 

Council resolves to adopt the amended budget allocations for Programs 1 to 8, and Businesses and Council Providers in accordance with Attachment B (submitted on file).

ADOPTED

E
COUNCILLOR CONDUCT ASSESSMENT, INVESTIGATION AND ORDERS


109/268/189/347
616/2019-20
30.
The Divisional Manager, City Administration and Governance, provided the information below.
31.
Amendments to the Local Government Act 2009 and City of Brisbane Act 2010 have changed Council’s framework for dealing with complaints regarding Councillor conduct. Under the reforms, Council’s Councillor Conduct Review Panel will cease and complaints regarding the conduct of a Councillor will be made to the Office of the Independent Assessor (OIA). If the OIA believes a Councillor’s conduct is inappropriate they may refer the suspected inappropriate conduct to Council for more information or investigation.
32.
It is proposed that AP247 Councillor Conduct Assessment and Investigation Policy (refer Attachment B, submitted on file) apply to all investigations and determinations of a complaint about suspected inappropriate conduct of a Councillor which have been referred to Council by the OIA.
33.
AP247 Councillor Conduct Assessment and Investigation Policy will detail the following.

-
The principles of confidentiality and natural justice to be applied to investigations.

-
Steps for Council officials to take upon becoming aware of a complaint about a Councillor’s conduct.

-
The method by which referrals from the OIA for more information or investigation should be handled.

-
The investigation process for complaints referred to Council by the OIA.

-
Appropriate actions if an investigation indicates misconduct or corrupt conduct.

-
The duties of the CEO upon completion of an investigation.

-
Obligations regarding providing notice to complainants about the outcome of an investigation. 

-
Inclusion of decisions on the Councillor Conduct Register.

-
Responsibility for payment of costs relating to investigations.

34.
The Code of Conduct for Councillors in Queensland now applies to Brisbane City Council Councillors. For this reason, AP215 Code of Conduct for Councillors Policy (refer Attachment C, submitted on file) is now redundant and should be rescinded.
35.
If a complaint regarding suspected inappropriate conduct is referred to Council by the OIA, AP247 Councillor Conduct Assessment and Investigation Policy provides for the complaint to be referred to Councillor Conduct Tribunal (the Tribunal) to provide an independent investigation. Following investigation, the Tribunal will report their findings and recommendations.
36.
It is proposed that a new standing committee, the Councillor Ethics Committee (the Committee), be established to meet on an as-needed basis. The Committee will be created with the powers and responsibilities to consider the findings and recommendations of the Tribunal in relation to instances of suspected inappropriate conduct referred to that Tribunal by Council. In relation to the findings and recommendations of the Tribunal in a matter of suspected inappropriate conduct, the Committee will have the power to adopt, adopt with amendments, or adopt a separate finding and penalty. It is further proposed that the Committee will have delegated power under section 238(2)(c) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 to make a decision about a Councillor’s conduct under section 150AH of the Local Government Act 2009.

37.
The Divisional Manager provided the following recommendation and the Committee agreed.

38.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVES AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO ADOPT AP247 COUNCILLOR CONDUCT ASSESSMENT AND INVESTIGATION POLICY, RESCIND AP215 CODE OF CONDUCT FOR COUNCILLORS POLICY, ESTABLISH THE COUNCILLOR ETHICS COMMITTEE AND DELEGATE POWERS UNDER THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 2009 TO THE COUNCILLOR ETHICS COMMITTEE
As:

(i)
Council is required to adopt an investigation policy about how it deals with the suspected inappropriate conduct of Councillors referred by the Office of the Independent Assessor to Council to deal with pursuant to section 150AE of the Local Government Act 2009
(ii)
the Minister for Local Government must make a code of conduct that sets out the standards of behaviour for Councillors in performing their obligations under the Local Government Act 2009 and the City of Brisbane Act 2010
(iii)
Council may, by resolution, establish a standing committee as a committee of Council pursuant to section 15(1) of the Meetings Local Law 2001
(iv)
Council must pursuant to section 150AG of the Local Government Act 2009, after an investigation into a Councillor’s conduct, decide whether or not the Councillor has engaged in inappropriate conduct and what action Council will take under section 150AH of the Local Government Act 2009 to discipline the Councillor
(v)
Council may, in accordance with section 238 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 delegate its powers to a standing committee of Council,

then Council:

(i)
resolves to adopt AP247 Councillor Conduct Assessment and Investigation Policy, as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file)
(ii)
resolves to rescind AP215 Code of Conduct for Councillors Policy, as set out in Attachment C (submitted on file)

(iii)
resolves to create the Councillor Ethics Committee as a standing committee of Council with the responsibilities and membership as set out in Attachment D (submitted on file)

(iv)
resolves to delegate, pursuant to section 238(2)(c) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010, to the Councillor Ethics Committee Council’s powers to decide whether or not a Councillor has engaged in inappropriate conduct under section 150AG of the Local Government Act 2009 and what action Council will take under section 150AH of the Local Government Act 2009 to discipline the Councillor on the special conditions set out in Table 1 below and the general conditions of delegation set out in Attachment E (submitted on file).

	Table 1

	Special Conditions

	In considering the findings that have been put forward in a report of the Councillor Conduct Tribunal, the Councillor Ethics Committee has the power to:

- 
adopt the findings and penalty in relation to the Councillor conduct;

-
adopt, with amendments, the findings and penalty in relation to the Councillor conduct; or

-
adopt a separate finding and penalty in relation to the Councillor conduct.


ADOPTED

F
APPOINTMENT OF CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER OF BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL

164/680/291/9-002
617/2019-20
39.
The Divisional Manager, City Administration and Governance, provided the information below.

40.
Mr Colin Jensen is currently appointed as Chief Executive Officer (CEO) of Council under a senior executive contract.  This contract commenced on 9 August 2015 and expires 8 August 2020.
41.
Mr Jensen has indicated that he wishes to be considered for a further contract.
42.
Pursuant to section 190 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010, a suitably qualified person must be appointed by Council to the position of CEO, with a written contract entered into following this appointment.
43.
As Mr Jensen remains suitably qualified to perform this role and his performance as CEO has been to a more than satisfactory standard, it is proposed that Mr Jensen be appointed to the position of CEO for a further term up to and including 8 August 2024.

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

45.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT COUNCIL RESOLVE AS PER THE DRAFT RESOLUTION SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder.

Attachment A

Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO APPOINT COLIN JENSEN TO THE ROLE OF CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER OF BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL 

As:

(i) 
Council is required under section 190 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 to have a suitably qualified person to be appointed to the position of Chief Executive Officer of Council (CEO)

(ii)
Mr Colin Jensen is the currently appointed CEO and is qualified to perform the functions of that position

(iii)
Mr Jensen’s current term as CEO expires 8 August 2020 and has advised that he is willing to be reappointed to the position of CEO,

then Council: 

(i) 
appoints Mr Jensen to the position of Chief Executive Officer of Council, for a further term up to and including 8 August 2024 under section 190 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010
(ii)
delegates to the Lord Mayor under section 238 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010, the power to negotiate and determine the terms and conditions of the senior executive contract with Mr Jensen under section 190(3) of the City of Brisbane Act 2010.

ADOPTED

Chair:
The next committee—and this is going to be a new treat for everyone. The next Committee will be chaired by the Deputy Chair, Councillor TOOMEY. 
At that time, 6.41pm, the Deputy Chair, Councillor Steven TOOMEY, assumed the Chair. 

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, Chair. I draw everyone’s attention to the City Planning and Economic Development Committee. 


DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you Mr Deputy Chair. I move that the City Planning and Economic Development Committee minutes on the meeting held on Tuesday 19 May 2020 be adopted.


I did read—do you want me to read it again?

Deputy Chair:
Sorry, DEPUTY MAYOR, we were just changing over loudspeakers. 

Sorry if you wouldn’t mind I didn’t hear it the first time.

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 19 May 2020, be adopted.

Deputy Chair:
DEPUTY MAYOR.

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair.

Deputy Chair:
Point of order Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Sorry, Chair, mostly just for my interest I was keen to understand whether—a ruling from you as to whether Councillor JOHNSTON is currently present in the meeting.

Deputy Chair:
Yes, I can actually see that a representation of Councillor JOHNSTON is actually in the meeting; however, she’s not speaking and she does require to be present to speak. So, if her—

Councillor interjecting.
Deputy Chair:
—corflute does start speaking she’ll be required to replace it with her person. 


DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Deputy Chair. Last week we had a presentation on Brisbane’s Knowledge Corridor which is a very important strategic framework that the Council officers have been working on in partnership with the State Government with the Cross River Rail and Metro planning over the last couple of years.


The Brisbane Knowledge Corridor runs north to south through Brisbane’s inner city between Bowen Hills and Dutton Park, featuring clusters of knowledge‑based businesses, universities, research institutes and hospitals.


As mentioned, the corridor will be traversed by Brisbane Metro and Cross River Rail, both of which are major infrastructure projects that are set to kickstart growth in jobs and fuel more housing and lifestyle opportunities as well.


The exciting part of this is the acceleration in growth that we’ll be able to see in Brisbane knowledge economy, and based on this, Council has prepared five precinct renewal strategies for consultation, which have included the Boggo Road precinct, Woolloongabba precinct, Albert Street, Roma Street and the Exhibition precinct.


The draft framework and the five precinct strategies are now live on Council’s website and are open for feedback until 29 June. I would ask all Councillors to make sure they encourage their residents, business owners and property owners, particularly those Councillors close to these precincts, to have their say on these strategies.


Also, before us we have a petition requesting Council to refuse the development application of 55 Benhiam Street, Calamvale, and I will leave the debate to the Chamber.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you DEPUTY MAYOR. 


Is there any further debate? 


I see no one raising their hands. 


DEPUTY MAYOR? 


All right so the resolution has been put. 
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 – BRISBANE’S KNOWLEDGE CORRIDOR
618/2019-20
1.
The Chief Planner, City Planning and Economic Development, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide an update on Brisbane’s Knowledge Corridor. She provided the information below.
2.
‘Brisbane’s Knowledge Corridor’ is a framework and overarching strategy to help advance the role of the knowledge corridor. It is supported by renewal strategies for five precincts. 

3.
Brisbane’s Knowledge Corridor runs north-south through our inner city. Brisbane Metro and Cross River Rail (CRR) will connect skilled workers to knowledge precincts and accelerate the growth of Brisbane’s knowledge economy. Council has worked collaboratively with the Cross River Rail Delivery Authority to develop the draft framework and renewal strategies.

4.
Evidence from around the world confirms that knowledge workers choose to live in cities that offer a high quality of life. Knowledge precincts need to be supported by quality urban environments. Brisbane’s inner-city precincts have significant untapped potential to deliver new knowledge and lifestyle outcomes. The ultimate success of Brisbane’s Knowledge Corridor requires a commitment to the creation of the great places. 

5. 
The vision for Brisbane’s Knowledge Corridor is ‘Connecting people, places and ideas’.

6.
Brisbane’s Knowledge Corridor comprises five key precincts that each offer a distinct mix of knowledge-based activities within established urban neighbourhoods. The precincts include Exhibition precinct, Roma Street precinct, Albert Street precinct, Woolloongabba precinct and Boggo Road precinct. 

7. 
The vision for the Exhibition precinct is a concentration of exemplary research, health and allied industries, accommodation and event spaces on the doorstep of the city centre. Retail high streets and treasured cultural spaces such as the Old Museum, Brisbane Showgrounds and Victoria Park create a thriving urban lifestyle.
8. 
The catalyst projects for the Exhibition precinct include a reimagined Victoria Park and Old Museum revitalisation. 

9. 
The vision for Roma Street precinct is to be the western gateway to the city centre, combining a regional transport function with an expanded commercial, retail and leisure offer creating an attractive destination for business and visitors. The precinct boasts outstanding connectivity, a vibrant public realm and exemplary subtropical architecture. 

10.
The catalyst projects for the Roma Street precinct include the Roma Street corridor, a green ribbon and revitalised cultural sites. 

11.
The vision for the Albert Street precinct takes full advantage of improved connectivity and is a thriving mix of high density working, living, shopping and dining. Commuters, residents and visitors enjoy walking the shady streets and exciting laneways and discovering new creative spaces. 

12.
The catalyst projects for the Albert Street precinct is the green spine, Mary Street pedestrian spine and curated connections. 

13.
The vision for the Woolloongabba precinct is to be a vibrant city fringe neighbourhood founded on health, sport and entertainment. The precinct is focused around an emerging green heart and thriving high street which, together with The Gabba stadium, creates a destination with world-class events, an enviable lifestyle and a rich history and culture. 

14.
The catalyst projects for the Albert Street precinct include the Stanley Street corridor, from creek to cliffs and stitching the community together. 

15.
The vision for the Boggo Road precinct is to continue to grow and transform into one of the world’s most critically acclaimed and commercially successful centres of health, science and education. As an integrated, accessible, liveable, and vibrant part of the city, it attracts talented minds and a diverse community. 

16.
The catalyst projects for the Boggo Road precinct include the central pedestrian way, unlocking the Boggo Road Gaol and advancing the knowledge and technology district. 

17.
Brisbane’s Knowledge Corridor Framework and five precinct renewal strategies have been progressively released as consultation drafts on Council’s website since early March. Community engagement will commence on 18 May 2020 and continue for 30 business days until 29 June 2020. Residents, property owners, businesses, employees and stakeholders will be invited to read the documents and provide feedback via an online survey, email or in writing. Example images of newsletters and signage were shown to the Committee.  

18.
Communications regarding Brisbane’s Knowledge Corridor include EDM (electronic direct mail) sent to planning and development database contacts, a HTML email sent to stakeholder networks, a media release, signage displayed in each of the five precincts, and newsletters sent to businesses in the precinct area, residents in suburbs and absentee property owners. 

19.
An online survey will make it easy for the community and stakeholders to provide feedback. The feedback received will assist Council to identify future priorities for revitalising Brisbane’s Knowledge Corridor and precincts. 

20.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Chief Planner for her informative presentation.

21.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REFUSE THE DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION AT 55 BENHIAM STREET, CALAMVALE (APPLICATION REFERENCE A004923578)


CA19/1051682 
619/2019-20
22.
A petition from residents, requesting Council refuse the development application at 55 Benhiam Street, Calamvale (application reference A004923578), was presented to the meeting of Council held on 5 November 2020, by Councillor Steven Huang on behalf of Councillor Angela Owen, Councillor for Calamvale Ward, and received.
23.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

24.
The petition contains 137 signatures.

25.
The petitioners’ concerns include:

· excessive unit development within the Calamvale area and further supply is not wanted 
· removal of a vegetated buffer between Ayesha Place and Riverina Street, Calamvale, which provides a green corridor supporting possums, lizards and birds
· impacts to traffic on the surrounding local road network caused by construction and development.

26.
The subject site is located in the Emerging community zone under the Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan) and is subject to the Calamvale district neighbourhood plan.

27.
The subject site comprises a total area of 15,193 m2 and the predominant built form in the local area consists of single detached dwellings and multiple dwellings with a range of heights from one to two storeys.  

28.
On 16 May 2018, an Impact assessable development application for a Reconfiguration of a lot (one into 15 lots), Material change of use for Multiple dwelling (seven units) and Dwelling house on a small lot (12 dwelling houses) was lodged with Council. On 21 January 2019, the applicant changed the development application to include a Reconfiguration of a lot (one into 12 lots) and Material change of use for two Dual occupancies (four units), Multiple dwelling (seven units) and Dwelling house on a small lot (seven dwelling houses) in accordance with the Planning Act 2016 (the Act).

29.
Council made information requests to the applicant on 6 July 2018 and 19 March 2019, seeking information about the proposed lot sizes and layout, safe site access and manoeuvring requirements, tree retention areas, stormwater management, bushfire assessment, extent of earthworks, and streetscape upgrades. The applicant responded to the requests on 18 September 2019.

30.
In accordance with the Act, the applicant was required to undertake public notification, which included signs being placed on each frontage of the subject site, an advertisement in the local paper circulating in the locality and the immediate neighbours being directly notified. Public notification was carried out from 4 October to 29 October 2019, with Council receiving 64 submissions, of which 61 were properly made.

31.
On 12 November 2019, Council issued a further advice letter to the applicant requesting further clarification regarding lot size, setbacks and the Bushfire overlay code. In response to Council’s further advice letter, on 31 January 2020, the applicant changed the development application for a Reconfiguration of a lot (one into 11 lots) and removing the Material change of use component for Dual occupancy and Multiple dwelling.

32.
The changed application is currently under assessment against the requirements of City Plan and in accordance with the Act. The matters raised by all submitters will be carefully considered by Council officers as part of the assessment process.

Consultation
33.
Councillor Angela Owen, Councillor for Calamvale Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.
34.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

35.
RECOMMENDATION:

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

Draft response

Petition Reference: CA19/1051682

Thank you for your petition requesting Council refuse the development application at 55 Benhiam Street, Calamvale (application reference A004923578).

Council notes the issues raised in the petition, including the appropriateness of the proposed land use, removal of a vegetation corridor onsite and impacts on traffic on local roads due to construction and development. All the issues raised are planning matters that will be taken into consideration during the assessment of the application. 

The subject site is located in the Emerging community zone under the Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan) and is subject to the Calamvale district neighbourhood plan. The subject site comprises a total area of 15,193 m2 and the predominant built form in the local area consists of single detached dwellings and multiple dwellings with a range of heights from one to two storeys.  

On 16 May 2018, an Impact assessable development application was lodged over the land for a Reconfiguration of a lot (one into 15), Material change of use for Multiple dwelling (seven units) and Dwelling house on a small lot (12 dwelling houses) was lodged with Council. On 21 January 2019, the applicant changed the development application to include a Reconfiguration of a lot (one into 12) and Material change of use for two Dual occupancies (four units), Multiple dwelling (seven units) and Dwelling house on a small lot (seven dwelling houses) in accordance with the Planning Act 2016 (the Act).

In accordance with the Act, public notification took place between 4 October to 29 October 2019, with Council receiving 64 submissions, of which 61 were properly made.

On 12 November 2019, Council issued a further advice letter to the applicant requesting further clarification regarding lot size, setbacks and the Bushfire overlay code. In response to Council’s further advice letter, on 31 January 2020, the applicant changed the development application for a Reconfiguration of a lot (one into 11 lots) and removing the Material change of use component for Dual occupancy and Multiple dwelling.

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

The information above will be forwarded to the other petitioners by email.

Should you have any questions, please contact Mr Brendan Gillham, Team Manager, Planning Services South, Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, on (07) 3403 5958.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

Deputy Chair:
I’ll move on to the next report. 


Councillors, I draw your attention to the Public and Active Transport Committee. 


Councillor MURPHY.

PUBLIC AND ACTIVE TRANSPORT COMMITTEE

Councillor Ryan MURPHY, Chair of the Public and Active Transport Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Angela OWEN, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 19 May 2020, be adopted.

Deputy Chair:
Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes, thanks very much, Deputy Chair. Last week’s Committee presentation was on bikeway planning in Brisbane, and I think it’s very good to see how far we’ve come as a city in terms of bikeway planning. 


Brisbane has a long and proud history of cycling dating back to the 1890s when penny-farthing bicycles traversed Brisbane streets. One of the first cyclist roadmaps in Brisbane was actually produced in 1896 by the Surveyor‑General’s Department, which looked at recreational cycling in Brisbane and the surrounding areas.


Leading up to the year 2000, transport plans started to acknowledge that cycling was a legitimate mode of transport as well, and between 2000 and 2008, Council’s approach to bikeway planning involved using parkland and waterways to provide cycling facilities. A good example of this is the Kedron Brook Bikeway, now one of Brisbane’s most popular bike paths which takes about 800 trips per day under normal circumstances.


Council also started installing on-street bicycle lanes and connections to the Southeast Freeway Bikeway. Work then began in earnest on the Bicentennial Bikeway, effectively building an active transport super-highway along the Brisbane River.


Council’s Active School Travel program kicked off in 2004 and is now a globally recognised, award-winning behaviour change program. With the growing popularity of cycling, discussions then began on a public bike hire scheme with CityCycle launching 10 years ago in 2010.


Today the combined bikeway network in Brisbane is approximately 938 kilometres, almost 1,000 kilometres and 90% of this network is Council owned. The network includes major commuter bikeways such as the Bicentennial Bikeway which is jointly owned by TMR and Council and is Brisbane’s busiest bikeway with 3,600 trips per day; the North Brisbane Bikeway which is jointly owned by TMR and Council with an average of 1,200 trips per day; the Veloway 1 or V1, which I know the Transport and Main Roads Minister, Mark Bailey uses very regularly, has an average trip—average trips of 1,000 per day; the Gateway Upgrade North Bikeway, which is TMR owned and the Jim Soorley Bikeway have a combined average of 1,000 trips per day; the Western Freeway Bikeway with an average of 500 trips per day and the Kedron Brook Bikeway, Bulimba Creek Bikeway and Norman Creek Bikeway also as I’ve mentioned.


Now during the Committee meeting Councillor SRI made an inquiry about bikeway investment, and I am pleased to just provide a summary of this for the Chamber. Over the last term Council’s invested more than $100 million in active travel infrastructure to the Better Bikeways 4 Brisbane program alone to build a cleaner, greener and more active city.


Fifty-one million dollars of that has gone towards signature projects, so last year Council constructed Brisbane’s first on-road bidirectional separated bikeway with the Woolloongabba Bikeway costing $15.3 million, with innovative features such as one of Queensland’s first floating bus stops—first of their kind—and the Woolloongabba Bikeway now sees 1,200 trips per day. So, it’s certainly true what they say: build it and they will come.


The same year we’ve also delivered the Kangaroo Point Stage 1 which is a $6.9 million investment including innovative shared street on Little Dock Street with an average amount of trips of 3,000 per day happening on that bikeway.


The Botanic Gardens Riverwalk and River Hub, a combined investment of $20 million, has enhanced the Brisbane River as a recreational and tourist destination with an average of 1,300 trips per day.


Of course, we’re now starting to see serious work on the Indooroopilly Riverwalk which has been enthusiastically welcomed by the community, and that’s a $9 million investment in last year’s Better Bikeways 4 Brisbane program contributing towards that project. Obviously, the total cost of that project is higher.


In addition to these signature bikeways we’ve invested $24 million on improving suburban links right across the city. Encouraging and enabling active travel isn’t just about building bikeways of course; $6.7 million has gone to lighting upgrades to ensure our bikeways are accessible safe; $8 million has gone to enhancing safety and cyclist facilities through a number of smaller projects. These include installing and managing bike shelters, parking facilities, removal of unpopular deflection rails and banana bars, and installing bikeway counters.


Ten per cent of the overall budget, so $10 million, has gone towards investigation and design to ensure that we construct high quality bikeway products for the people of Brisbane to enjoy for generations to come. I know that many Councillors are interested in the pipeline of projects that we will be delivering over the coming term.


This is in addition to projects—and I mentioned this last week—that we deliver as part of infrastructure projects which aren’t included in the bikeway schedules, and there are many of them which I described last week. So, Wynnum Road Stage 1; Kingsford Smith Drive; Lores Bonney Riverwalk. No one would argue that those aren’t critical parts of the bikeway network and yet all of the money that we invest in building those facilities actually sits outside this program. So, it’s certainly not true to say that you can accurately describe the total sum of investment in bikeways in this city just from the numbers that you see in the schedules.


Now future planning of Brisbane bikeway network will involve identifying opportunities to fill missing links in the network; constructing new bikeway connections focusing on the inner city and connections to public transport, and also major suburban hubs; providing connections to the future green bridges; installing lighting on existing bikeways to ensure safety and their ability to be used at night; continuing to provide supporting infrastructure such as wayfinding and end of trip facilities and bikeway counters is also very important.


Today, as part of the announcement around the e-Scooters initiative, we made a commitment to harmonising the various different counters that we have to track bikeway usage around the city so that there’s one source of truth there which we can enhance through open data initiatives and make that data available to the travelling public.


Now Council’s undertaking a total review of existing bikeway network within the City Plan to identify network deficiencies, gaps and opportunities. This is a working document currently in development. As part of the review, Council is taking into consideration the increases in e-Scooter usage and how this will influence active travel across the city, especially as it pertains to last mile connectivity.


The outcome of the review will mean a prioritised investment program that aligns with Council’s strategic objectives and the policies of the Transport Plan for Brisbane and the Brisbane Active Transport Strategy 2012-2026.


The review will also inform the State Government’s principal cycling network plan and Council and TMR will continue to plan and deliver projects that provide missing gaps and improve the interface between both cycling networks.


We also had two petitions, one requesting Council relocate the terminus in Mountford Road to Brunswick Street, New Farm which was received during the 2020 election recess. All voted in favour of that. Then another—

Councillor SRI:
Point of order, Chair.

Deputy Chair:
One moment Councillor MURPHY. 


Point order Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Sorry to interrupt. I just wanted to check if Councillor MURPHY would take a question about those costings. I just wanted to make sure I’ve got them all down.

Deputy Chair:
Councillor MURPHY, would you take a question?

Councillor MURPHY:
Sure.
Councillor SRI:
Thanks. Sorry, so I’ve got $51 million for signature projects, $24 million on improving suburban links, $8 million towards bike shelters et cetera, and $10 million towards investigation and design. I think I’ve missed something because I’m $7 million short.

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes, there were some ones in there that were small, and I didn’t combine the total. So, I can come back to you offline Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Feel free to email me. Thank you.

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes, okay. 

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, Councillor MURPHY, you’ve got two minutes remaining.

Councillor MURPHY:
Two minutes remaining. Okay, well I will—there was another petition requesting Council to reconsider the design of the proposed Toowong to West End green bridge to remove bus services, and I’ll leave further debate to the Chamber.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you Councillor MURPHY. 


Is there any debate? 


Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes, thank you, Mr Deputy Chair. I rise to speak on item A, Brisbane’s bikeway planning.


It’s fascinating to sit back and listen to the presentation about bikeways in Brisbane when your own ward is ignored. Not just one term or two terms but very significantly pretty much the whole time I’ve been here.


It says here that between 2012 and 2016 and 2016-2020, $220 million was invested in Council bikeways. Now the only money that was invested in Tennyson Ward was a $3,000 signage program at the deaf school at Yeerongpilly that I asked for. Every other bikeway project in my ward that I have requested, that cyclists have requested, has been ignored.


Now that ranges from small things like moving poles on footpaths, which are very narrow in many parts of my older area, so that you can get through, through to new bikeway infrastructure to support cycling.


Now it’s not like Tennyson Ward is this really sleepy ward where no one rides a bike. Tennyson Ward actually is a significant part of the River City Loop, a 35 kilometre loop that services the largest number of cyclists every single day. Thousands of people every single day do this 35-kilometre recreational ride.


Now in addition to that of course we have a lot of people who cycle to school. I have very active Active School Travel Program in my ward that I strongly support and we obviously have people who ride to get to work or university or school more generally.


What is really disappointing to me is that Council refuses to invest in cycling infrastructure and there are huge gaps in my ward, and I find it very entertaining that Councillor MURPHY says the project’s going to look at plugging the gaps. I mean, Sherwood Road, which has been on my list since I started, doesn’t even have a footpath. There are three bridges you have to cross, it’s not even more than a metre wide, and it’s not safe for people on foot. It’s not safe for people on bikes. It’s been my number one bikeway project since day one, so that’s just over 12 years now.


There is no on or off-road cycling protection on that east-west connection between Sherwood and Rocklea and if there was that would enable you to connect into the Yeronga and the Tarragindi Bikeway in the east. There’s nowhere to connect in the west at Sherwood because there’s no cycling infrastructure along Oxley Road.


So, I’ve got three arterial roads in my ward, none of which have any kind of on or off-road cycling infrastructure on them, even projects brought about by the Coroner’s recommendation regarding Annerley Road and Rebekka Meyer’s death a few years ago. That huge investment of money stops on the edge of my ward. Annerley Road is not all the way connected. Only half of Annerley Road actually has cycling infrastructure. So, there is an acute need in my ward for basic, basic cycling infrastructure. 


The only things that this LNP Administration is doing in my ward—which I understand the cycling community supports because I do talk to them—the only things this Administration is doing is taking away the BAZs, the Bicycle Awareness Zones that—I’ve been here 12 years, I remember they brought in with great fanfare it’ll help vehicles and cyclist share the road. Well now we go no, they’re not safe anymore and we’re getting rid of those. Then (2) the banana bars, which was a special Lord Mayoral or Deputy Mayoral promise as it was back in the day. 


We’re not making any progress at all in Tennyson Ward. Then the icing on the cake came today with an email from the Manager of Transport Planning and Operations indicating to me that Council was doing some reviews of primary and secondary cycling routes within my ward, and I’d be contacted in early 2021 for my feedback to be sought.


Now that’s—let’s say that means January 2021. That’s seven months away. Let’s say that’s March 2021. That’s 10 months away. I’ve got an email in May saying I’m going to be consulted in early 2021 on bikeways, and to be honest I actually thought it was a joke and I read it because it came yesterday and then the manager recalled it. Then it got sent through again today.


When I read the first one, I thought oh well that must be a mistake, and then I opened the second one, same thing. So, the mistake—I haven’t actually seen what the mistake is yet, but the mistake is not that Council will consider cycling infrastructure now. They’re going to possibly talk to me in early 2021. I’d really like Councillor MURPHY to explain to me why I’m being told in May that I might be consulted in seven to 10 months’ time about cycling infrastructure in my ward.


I have over and over again contributed to every single PIP (Priority Infrastructure Plan), LGIP (Local Government Infrastructure Plan), bikeway that was in other people’s wards. I’ve made budget submissions, you name it. I have given Council over 12 years consistently what are the key priorities, and this Council has ignored them. Now in something that I think they’ve put a lot of effort into they’ll consult me in seven to 10 months about primary and secondary cycling routes in my ward. 


I just saved a space for cycling and BUG (Bicycle User Group) west who I know regularly watch the Council meetings. I mean the LORD MAYOR thinks no one out there’s watching, but I have to say residents in my ward and stakeholders in the western suburbs are usually really keen on what’s happening at Council. 


I’d just say to you this is how out of touch and incompetent this Administration is. The cycling community in this city is running a major campaign to deal with COVID‑19 responses that will find some temporary fixes to improve cycling, and this Administration has written to me saying that they’ll consult me in seven to 10 months. You wonder why I have some problems with how this Council operates.

Deputy Chair:
Further debate? 


Councillor LANDERS.

ADJOURNMENT:

	620/2019-20

At that time, 7.02pm, 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 vacated the Chamber.
Council stood adjourned at 7.05pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:
Deputy Chair:
Is there further debate? 


Welcome back everyone. 

Further debate? 


Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Chair. I just wanted to speak briefly on the bikeways presentation and our cycling strategy.


I’m not sure, is Councillor MURPHY in the room? Might wait. 

Deputy Chair:
Councillor SRI, I think we should continue please.

Councillor SRI:
I might just wait until he’s in the room because obviously I want him to hear my comments. I mean he’s the chair of the committee. Do you know if he’s coming back?

Deputy Chair:
Sorry, I do not, but I’d suggest you continue because this will end up on the record anyway.

Councillor SRI:
Sure. Oh, here he is. Hey, Councillor MURPHY, I was just about to direct some comments to you, but these comments are also going to be relevant to the Chair of City Planning, Councillor ADAMS, to Chair of Infrastructure, Councillor McLACHLAN and to the Chair of Parks, Councillor CUNNINGHAM, in particular.

Deputy Chair:
Councillor SRI before you continue can I remind you to direct your comments through the chair. We’re not operating a party room here; we’re operating a Council Chambers. 

So, all your comments through to other Councillors should go through the chair.

Councillor SRI:
Yes. I don’t think I’ve been violating that order in any way, but I’ll take your feedback onboard.

Deputy Chair:
Just reminding you.

Councillor SRI:
Sure. So, there was a lot of good stuff in the presentation we received on bikeways planning and I’m really excited to see some positive steps towards greater support for active transport in Brisbane.


I’ve been a little bit concerned about the timeframes though, and it does seem now that it’s still going to be a fair while before we actually have a public document for a bikeway strategy or an active transport strategy. It does sound like it’s a fair way from being finalised.


The concern I have about that is that in the meantime there isn’t a strong existing document to guide other parts of Council, and this is why I refer to those other Councillors. Because for example, if we don’t have an up-to-date document that says we need a new bike lane along this major road, say Vulture Street in West End, for example, then there’s no hard requirement or mechanism to identify to Council’s City Planning team and the Development Assessment team et cetera that we need to set aside space specifically for bike lanes. For example, require a developer that, as part of upgrading in the streetscape, they might want to install sections of bike lanes in front of their building.


Similarly, in terms of parks, when we’re planning some of our major parks, particular riverside parks like Riverside Drive in West End, if we don’t have an up-to-date bikeway strategy then there’s not going to be enough clear guidance for our parks planners that they need to set aside a certain amount of space or a certain width or land area for bikeway purposes.


The same problem arises with infrastructure projects where, for example, our congestion reduction unit might have decided they need to undertake an intersection upgrade in Kangaroo Point, and because we don’t have an existing bikeway strategy that clearly identifies that we need bike lanes through Main Street in Kangaroo Point, there’s no prompt to our infrastructure planners to identify and include bike lanes as part of a new set of traffic lights or an intersection upgrade.


So, my concern—and I’m interested in Councillor MURPHY’s response to this, but also if any of the other Chairs have any comments on this—is how do we ensure that those other teams within Council are actively planning ahead for bikeways. Are they just looking at the old bicycle network overlay? Are they looking at a draft of the new strategy or the new bikeways plan that hasn’t yet been released publicly? If so, that’d be good to know.


My concern particularly in the inner city is around new development projects because I think—and new intersection upgrades—because I think there needs to be really clear mechanisms that identify that bike lanes will be installed along certain road corridors. To date I haven’t seen that that’s happening in any meaningful way. 


Even recent neighbourhood plans like the Dutton Park—Fairfield neighbourhood plan and the Kangaroo Point Peninsula neighbourhood plan. These have come through just in the last couple of years. They didn’t clearly identify where new bike lanes would be, even though logically we would be installing bike lanes along some of the corridors through those suburbs.


There’s obviously not a good existing mechanism to ensure that neighbourhood planning and intersection planning et cetera sets aside space, but actually designs segments of bikeways here and now. My worry is that if we’re still drafting and seeking Councillor feedback on this bikeway strategy in early 2021, that presumably means it’s not going to be released and it’s not going to be imbedded into City Plan until quite a bit after that.


So, what happens in the meantime? Is it going to be the case that for the next year every time there’s a new development in my area along a road where I think a bike lane is necessary, that the Development Assessment team and the City Planning team will simply say oh well there’s no current bike lanes identified as necessary there.


Similarly, when they want to upgrade a new intersection, as is happening along Gladstone Road at the moment in Dutton Park as part of the new high school, there’s no clear requirement for separated bike lanes along Gladstone Road because we don’t have an existing plan that requires that.


So hopefully Councillor MURPHY understands the concerns I’m raising and will be able to speak to this a little bit, but I’d also be really keen to hear from Councillor ADAMS as to—through you, Chair—how Councillor ADAMS sees this interregnum period or this transition period operating in terms of new development. Because I know that on some major roads we set aside land and acquire that as part of the road infrastructure, as a trump infrastructure acquisition, but we don’t do that for all the roads where we’re going to need bike lanes in the future.


There are many stretches where we’re going to need to upgrade the streetscape and have off-road bike lanes in front of—running alongside the footpath, hopefully separated from pedestrians. But there’s no current mechanisms for City Planning or Development Assessment teams to set that space aside.


That’s a big concern and I think it means that over the next year we will continue to see millions of dollars spent on streetscape upgrades, on traffic light projects, even on park upgrades that then has to be redone or undone a few years from now once the bike strategy eventually comes into play, and we realise, oh, geez, we should have put in bike lanes there and there and there and there and we should have got the developers to pay for them at the time that the development was happening. It’s been concerning to me that even with the Kangaroo Point Riverwalk between Mowbray Park and Dockside, we no longer seem to have a clear mechanism to require developers to complete their structures of the riverwalk within the current infrastructure plan. 

I’m open to being corrected on that, but that does seem to be the case now where all we are doing is saying, oh, please set that land aside and don’t build on it, but we’re not actually requiring the developers to build their section of the river side bikeway. So, this is a pretty significant concern, which really stems from the fact that what I thought this active transport plan and this bikeways plan would be out by now. I thought it was going to be released before the Council election, I thought it was going to be released a year or two ago. Still we don’t have an up-to-date plan. 

Still we’re just going off the old bicycle network overlay, which doesn’t include any of those hard requirements that I mentioned. So, it’s an ongoing issue. More generally, I’m still disappointed in the overall lack of investment in bikeways in Brisbane. I acknowledge that it’s a lot of money, but that money doesn’t go very far when we’re outsourcing to private contractors and designing projects that I think are sometimes a little over‑engineered and when we could have delivered similar quality of bike lane infrastructure much cheaper. 

But, yes, in general, I just want to encourage the Council Administration to put as much funding as possible towards bike lanes in the coming Council budget, acknowledging that we’ve seen a big rise in ridership; not just bikes, but also e‑Scooters and that we’re going to see greater conflicts between pedestrians and riders, unless we get those separated bike facilities along all our major corridors. So that’s something that troubles me a lot, because I see these issues emerging in my ward and they’re not being addressed and it doesn’t feel like there’s enough forward-planning right now.

It doesn’t feel like we’re planning ahead for what the community is going to need in a couple of years. While I understand that’s what the bikeway strategy hopes to do, if it doesn’t come into effect for a while yet, what happens in the meantime? Thanks.

Deputy Chair:
Further debate?


Councillor MACKAY.

Councillor MACKAY:
Thank you, Deputy Chair. I rise to speak on item B, the green bridges consultation. As you heard last week, Deputy Chair, by building green bridges across Brisbane, we’re going to get more cars off the road and we’re giving people of Brisbane more choices when it comes to travel. In fact, 84,000 fewer car trips will be made using river crossings per year, once the Kangaroo Point bridge is in. Just one bridge alone is 84,000 cars. So, this all comes down to fantastic community consultation. I went through the statistics last week. Personally, from this ward office, we did more than 7,000 community surveys out to the mailboxes of Toowong and St Lucia.


We also had a community consultation event at the Toowong Library and another one at the St Lucia Community Hall. I also attended a third one over in Councillor SRI’s ward at the old South Brisbane Sailing Club, and these were very well attended community consultation sessions, Deputy Chair. Overall, combined with the in-person meetings, the mail and all of the other methods of communication, the community response was very supportive of building five new green bridges. There was very broad support for the Toowong to West End green bridge, with about 60% indicating they would use it either daily or weekly.


That is a huge amount of support. Sixty-seven per cent were in favour of the alignment from somewhere on Archer Street to Orleigh Park near Forbes Street in West End. A fantastic result. But, Deputy Chair, let’s think about what Councillor CASSIDY had to say about this last week. I’ve got—my mind boggles. God forbid if Councillor CASSIDY was running this city and, more importantly, running the consultation that goes into running this city. In his speech last week, Councillor CASSIDY said there wasn’t widespread consultation with people who would be using the bridges. 


Well, I’m not exactly sure what he would expect widespread consultation to be, because I’ll tell you what, Chair—

Councillor SRI:
A point of order, Chair.

Councillor MACKAY:
—Deputy Chair—

Councillor SRI:
A point of order, Chair. 

I can see that you’ve called my name, but I can’t hear you, so I’m going to assume that I’ve been called. Just on relevance. I understand the meeting we’re talking about was the presentation on bikeway planning and there was a petition about the Toowong Bridge, but Councillor MACKAY’s comments seem to be ranging a little bit more broadly now. I’m—I wonder if maybe we could draw him back to the topic.

Deputy Chair:
I believe the report does contain report on the green bridges and Councillor MACKAY is addressing those green bridges. So, I’m quite happy to let Councillor MACKAY continue. 


Thank you, Councillor MACKAY.

Councillor MACKAY:
Thank you, Deputy Chair. Many of the people from the consultations opposed these bridges catering for buses and other public transport. But what does Councillor CASSIDY say? Oh no. The LNP would be hypocrites. To help—I’ll quote you, Deputy Chair. The hypocrisy of the LNP and the hypocrisy of Councillor SRI in opposing these bridges being proper green bridges is actually quite astounding. Deputy Chair, that sounds to me like Councillor CASSIDY is saying don’t worry about what the people said in the community consultation. Get rid of that. Let’s just put buses on there, because that’s what he wants to see.


Now, Deputy Chair, Councillor CASSIDY is no Bob Hawke. However, he does seem to have the mindset and the thinking back from the 20th century, because he thinks we should focus on additional car crossings instead. It’s no real surprise, because it does meet the low expectations that I had for his contributions, because I didn’t see him at any of the consultation sessions. I didn’t—don’t even know if he put a submission in about it. But you know what, Deputy Chair? 

He does say that the consultation process is broken, because instead of that—quoting, instead of that, having a so-called Greens Councillor who runs around saying he needs infrastructure to get people moving around his ward, he’s railing against the kind of infrastructure that we need. He’s calling on more car bridges, Deputy Chair. How’s this? 

I quote, I think this process is fundamentally broken and we need to start again. Deputy Chair, we have gone through massive amounts of community consultation for the green bridge at Toowong through to West End and it will continue, because future planning of Brisbane’s active travel network will involve providing connections to the new green bridges, which I’m sure Councillor SRI would appreciate, even though he may think that I’m not being relevant to the topic, obviously it is. We’re looking forward to moving forward with this transformational project and we will make it easier to get around on bike or on foot or with public transport, but we will take into consideration the will and the wishes of the people who live in the local area. Thank you, Deputy Chair.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, Councillor MACKAY. 


Further speakers?


I see no hands rising. 

Councillor MURPHY.

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes. Thanks very much, Deputy Chair, and I thank all Councillors for their contribution to the debate on this item. Just quickly, covering off on some of the points that Councillor MACKAY made; I agree with you Councillor MACKAY. I did think it was weird that Councillor CASSIDY was banging on about putting buses through West End, despite the fact that the comm*unity consultation that we had done showed very clearly that residents didn’t want that on both sides of the river where those bridges landed. 

I seriously question whether Councillor CASSIDY has checked with the local State Member out that way, Jackie Trad, the Member for South Brisbane, just to see what her thoughts were on that. I know he said that they weren’t going to be true green bridges unless they carried buses, so, look, I’ll just leave that one with Councillor CASSIDY. I’ll just see what he’s got to say about that when he goes and does the consultation with the local member out that way. I hope that he’s more interested in consulting with her than he was in putting a submission in on the green bridges consultation, because I know despite attacking the consultation, as you say, he didn’t put in a submission himself.

So, again I will just leave that one with him and I’m sure he’ll come back to me in due course with an answer to that—the questions that he has raised there. So, to your points, Councillor SRI, on the Active Transport Network Plan —actually, firstly, before I do that, you raised where the missing $7 million was from the $100 million Better Bikeways 4 Brisbane program. My answer to you is that $6.7 million was used for lighting upgrades on those bikeways. So not quite $7 million. I don’t know what happened to that $300,000 there. I’m sure it will—it was a rounding error in the figures I’ve got here, but that’s where that came from. 

Now, onto the Active Transport Network Plan. So, you raised some legitimate points there and some not-so-legitimate points, but let’s just cover off on what the active transport plan actually is. This is a long-term strategic plan that will integrate as the primary bikeway overlay network does within the City Plan at the moment. Now, it’s actually very easy to have the primary network overlay within the City Plan and to plan around that. Most of it is on public land or running through reserves or separated. 

The secondary network is actually where the vast majority of the work gets done in terms of moving people around our suburbs, moving them through our communities. That is why we are taking the time to get this one right. The primary network is easy to do; the secondary network, not so much. What I want to see with this and what the LORD MAYOR wants to see is that bikeway planning is taken as seriously in this city by the City Plan and by the development community as road planning is, so that when a developer lodges an application, they see a road take, they go, okay, there’s also a bikeway take for that and that rigor is applied.

Now, historically in Brisbane, that hasn’t been the case that the bikeway planning has been done in the same way that planning for future roads has been. So that’s why we’re doing the work with the Active Transport Network Plan. We’ve got an enormous network to plan for. We’ve got 853 kilometres worth of bikeway network existing in Brisbane and, as you can imagine, the Active Transport Network Plan has significantly a greater amount of future planned bikeway, both in the primary and secondary networks. So, we don’t apologise for getting this one right. 

We’ve got to remember that active transport isn’t just about building more bikeways for cyclists. It’s about walking. It’s about skateboards. It’s about scooters. It’s about e-bikes. It’s about all of those things and making sure that those users aren’t conflicting with each other. So, I take the point that you wish it would go faster. Look, the reality is we are pushing for this one. We are going as fast as we can. We’ve done the primary network. 

We’re working on the secondary network now and we’ll continue to rollout an infrastructure build at the same time as doing that, but we have to remember that a lot of the projects that were easy to do in the primary network have now been done and there are a lot of costly projects that sit within there. The work that we’re bringing forward over the coming weeks and months as part of the COVID‑19 stuff, that is easier stuff. That is the cheaper stuff, that we can do stuff that can be done with signs and lines. So, I realise we probably will never invest to a level that you will be satisfied with, Councillor SRI, but we will just have to agree to disagree, on that one as we so often do.

Councillor SRI:
A point of order, Chair.

Deputy Chair:
Point of order, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Will Councillor MURPHY just take one more quick, clarificatory question?

Councillor MURPHY:
Sure.

Deputy Chair:
Councillor MURPHY, are you happy to take a question from Councillor SRI?

Councillor SRI:
Thanks for indulging me. Just from my understanding—

Deputy Chair:
No. Hang on. Hang on. Councillor SRI, Councillor MURPHY hasn’t responded yet whether he would take—

Councillor SRI:
I heard he said yes.

Deputy Chair:
Okay.

Councillor MURPHY:
I said I’m happy to take it, Deputy Chair.

Councillor SRI:
Sure. Thank you.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Yes. Thanks. So, I think I understand all of that. I’m just uncertain because, for example, the Vulture Street bike lanes, it’s already identified in the existing bicycle network overlay as a primary cycle route subcategory. But recently we’ve had some high-rise developments going along Vulture Street in South Brisbane near the train station. I know space was set aside for future bike lanes and the footpaths were designed in a way that’s kind of not particularly good for bikes either. It forces pedestrians and cyclists into close conflict. 

So, I take your point, but I—can you just explain how is that existing bicycle network overlay functioning and why is it that even on a street that’s currently identified on the primary network overlay that developers aren’t taking that stuff into account or that we’re not requiring developers to take that into account?

Councillor MURPHY:
Yes. Look, it’s a good point that you make, Councillor SRI. The reality is that Council has traditionally delivered bikeways very much in a project-driven sense, so we’ll identify a project and we’ll go from A to B and we’ll complete the project in that way. It hasn’t been the case that we can just condition a developer to build a slice of bikeway outside the front of their development and then just leave it as orphaned infrastructure in the same way that sometimes happens with footpaths. You see developers will add those footpaths outside the front of their development and then Council will come through eventually and connect it up. 


It has simply not been the case historically that Council has delivered bikeways in that way, but certainly that would be something—that would be the direction that we would like to head in in areas where it’s possible. It’s not possible in all areas, because of constructability concerns. So, the Active Transport Network Plan, it covers off on all those issues. Sure, when officers come out to consult with you on the plan, in weeks by the way, not in—not next year or not in 2021, I think which was claimed previously by someone in this debate. 

Then you would be able to have your input as each and every Councillor in this place will be able to have their input on that plan. Thank you, Deputy Chair. I commend the motion to the Chamber.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, Councillor MURPHY. 

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Deputy Chair:
I will now put the motion.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Point of order.

Deputy Chair:
Sorry. 

Councillor JOHNSTON, point of order.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Yes. Thank you, Mr Deputy Chair.

Councillor interjecting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Sorry. All the way through that debate we had 10 non-video participants in the Council meeting and there were 23 Councillors, now 24. Could you please advise us who the 10 non-video participants are and if you can’t advise us, can you make sure their names are recorded in the minutes, because it shows they are participating in the meeting and we don’t know who they are.

Deputy Chair:
Yes. I’ll take that on notice, Councillor JOHNSTON, and we will have a look at that for you and get back to you. 

We will now put the—Councillor MURPHY’s resolution. 

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

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Ryan Murphy (Chair), Councillor Angela Owen (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Greg Adermann, Jared Cassidy, Steven Huang and Jonathan Sri.
A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – BRISBANE BIKEWAY PLANNING
621/2019-20
1.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on Brisbane bikeway planning. She provided the information below.
2.
Brisbane has a long history of cycling. From the late 1860s, penny-farthing bicycles have been seen on Brisbane streets. One of the first cyclists road maps of Brisbane was produced in 1896 by the Surveyor-General’s Department. This touring map covered Brisbane and surrounding districts, with all routes being ridden and mapped by Queensland Government staff. The cyclists road map was shown to the Committee.

3.
Council’s planning and delivery of bikeways prior to 2000 included:

-
acknowledging cycling potential in transport plans
-
the Bicentennial Bikeway, emerging in its original form in 1988
-
delivery of smaller sections of the Riverwalk
-
consideration that bicycle riding was primarily for recreational use

-
rolling out of Bicycle Advisory Zone (BAZ) treatments.
4.
During 2000 to 2008, planning and delivery of bikeways involved:

-
a lower level of funding
-
a strategy that was focused on ‘greenways’; using parkland and waterways (e.g. Kedron Brook Bikeway)
-
the installation of on-street bicycle lanes
-
connections to the South East Freeway Bikeway
-
commencement of discussions in regard to the bike hire scheme
-
commencement of the Active School Travel program in 2004.

5.
During 2008 to 2012, Council invested $100 million into the Better Bikeways 4 Brisbane (BB4B) program. The program:

-
was developed based on the Bikeway Network Plan
-
was centered on recreational cycling, which was still predominantly creek/waterway and parkland based
-
had limited focus on commuting, however, work began on upgrading the Bicentennial Bikeway
-
commenced the CityCycle program in 2010.

6.
Council’s Active Transport Strategy (2012–2026):

-
was developed with a focus on bikeway planning being for commuting as well as for recreation, with planning to provide networks for commuters and recreational cyclists

-
influenced the BB4B program and revised Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan) – Bicycle network overlay.
7.
During 2012 to 2016, Council invested $120 million into the BB4B program. The program:

-
had half of all its projects aimed at improving commuter trips
-
featured supporting projects, including wayfinding and end-of-trip facilities 
-
had major upgrades to the Bicentennial Bikeway completed.

8.
During 2016 to 2020, Council invested $100 million into the BB4B program. The program:

-
supported Council’s approach to reducing traffic congestion by promoting an active and healthy lifestyle
-
connected major bikeway corridors and suburban bikeways
-
delivered a range of lighting, bike parking and other projects to improve safety for cyclists and pedestrians across the city
-
constructed Brisbane’s first separated bikeway, the Woolloongabba Bikeway.

9.
The current bicycle network in Brisbane includes:

-
the following major commuter bikeways
-
Bicentennial Bikeway (jointly owned by TMR and Council), with an average of 3,600 trips/day and 1.3 million trips recorded in 2019
-
Veloway 1 (V1) (Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR) owned), with an average of 1,000 trips/day
-
North Brisbane Bikeway (jointly owned by TMR and Council), with an average of 1,200 trips/day
-
Western Freeway Bikeway (TMR owned), with an average of 500 trips/day

-
the following popular recreational bikeways
-
Gateway Upgrade North Bikeway (TMR owned) and Jim Soorley Bikeway (Council owned), with a combined average of 1,000 trips/day
-
Kedron Brook Bikeway, with an average of 800 trips/day
-
Bulimba Creek Bikeway, with an average of 120 trips/day
-
Norman Creek Bikeway, with an average of 300 trips/day
-
the following recently completed projects

-
Woolloongabba Bikeway, with an average of 1,200 trips/day

-
Kangaroo Point Bikeway, with an average of 3,000 trips/day

-
Botanic Gardens Riverwalk, with an average of 1,300 trips/day.

10.
A number of maps detailing Brisbane’s bikeways were shown to the Committee, including:

-
the combined on-road and off-road constructed bikeway network, totalling approximately 938 kilometres of bikeways

-
the Queensland Government’s Principal Cycle Network Plan (PCNP)
-
the City Plan – Bicycle Network Overlay (BNO)
-
the draft Active Transport Network Plan (ATNP).

11.
The PCNP, which is developed in partnership with Council, shows ‘ultimate’ strategic routes to deliver a connected cycling network across Queensland. The plan is intended to support, guide and inform the planning, design and construction of the transport network. Priority route mapping has been developed to determine the delivery priority of routes.

12.
The BNO identifies ‘ultimate’ strategic routes to deliver a connected cycling network across Brisbane. It includes three levels of route hierarchy: primary, secondary and local. The Local Government Infrastructure Plan sets delivery timeframes for key projects.

13.
The ATNP, currently in draft form, reviews the existing bicycle network in City Plan, identifying network deficiencies, gaps and opportunities. It has been developed to inform the PCNP and prepared with TMR. The outcome of ATNP is a prioritised investment program that aligns with Council’s strategic objectives and policies including:

-
the Transport Plan for Brisbane – Strategic Directions 

-
the Brisbane Active Transport Strategy 2012-2026.

14.
TMR and Council are working together to deliver ‘missing’ sections and upgrades to V1 bikeway and the North Brisbane Bikeway. The following are Council projects in planning and delivery that will connect to TMR strategic links:
-
Weyers Road Bikeway, which connects to the Gateway North Bikeway
-
Indooroopilly Riverwalk, which provides improved access to the Western Freeway Bikeway and University of Queensland
-
North Brisbane Bikeway, Bridge Street to Kedron Brook and Chermside to Aspley, which provides an extension of the existing bikeway
-
Viola Place Bikeway connection, which fills a gap in the Moreton Bay Cycleway and provides commuter access to Brisbane Airport and TradeCoast
-
Joachim Street pathway, which provides access to V1 at Birdwood Road, Holland Park West.
15.
Council’s future bikeway planning involves:

-
identifying opportunities to fill missing links in the network
-
constructing new bikeway connections, focusing on inner-city and connections to public transport and centres in the suburbs
-
providing connections to the five new green bridges
-
continuing to install lighting on existing bikeways
-
continuing to provide supporting infrastructure, such as wayfinding, end-of-trip facilities and bikeway counters.
16.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Manager for her informative presentation.

17.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL TO UNDERTAKE CONSULTATION WITH RESIDENTS OF RIVERPOINT APARTMENTS, WEST END, AND RECONSIDER THE PROJECT DESIGN FOR THE PROPOSED TOOWONG TO WEST END GREEN BRIDGE


CA19/1195464
622/2019-20
18.
A petition from residents, requesting Council to undertake consultation with residents of Riverpoint Apartments, West End, and reconsider the project design for the proposed Toowong to West End green bridge, was received during the Summer Recess 2019-20.
19.
The Executive Manager, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

20.
The petition contains 31 signatures from the residents of Riverpoint Apartments, West End.
21.
The petitioners oppose the proposed bridge catering for buses and requested meaningful and regular community engagement throughout the development of the project’s business case and detailed design.

22.
The Toowong to West End green bridge was initially proposed to cater for pedestrians, cyclists and potentially buses. The proposed alignment, as shown in Attachment B (submitted on file), extends from near Archer Street at Toowong to Orleigh Park, West End, near Forbes Street. This alignment is not final and is subject to community consultation and further technical studies. 

23.
The Toowong to West End green bridge is still in the early stages of planning. Further investigations, including traffic and flood modelling, environmental and fauna assessments and other studies, will be carried out during future stages of the project. These investigations will help determine a preferred alignment and inform the development of a business case for the bridge. The business case will outline the costs, benefits and feasibility of delivering the Toowong to West End green bridge. 

Consultation details
24.
In November and December 2019, Council held the first formal phase of engagement on the Green Bridges Program.  Council encouraged the community to have their say on the green bridges, including which transport options would most benefit their local area.

25.
A community information session was held at the South Brisbane Sailing Club, West End, on 18 November 2019. There were approximately 160 attendees from the community, many of whom reported living at Riverpoint Apartments, West End. Feedback forms were completed and recorded by members of the project team. 

26.
Across all activities, approximately 3500 people participated in the consultation program, with 3385 pieces of feedback received. Council has completed a detailed analysis of all feedback received during the initial consultation period and published an Initial Consultation Outcomes report.

27.
Feedback indicated many people are opposed to the West End green bridge catering for buses or public transport. As a result, Council will be progressing the St Lucia to West End and Toowong to West End green bridges as pedestrian and cycling connections only.

28.
Following the program’s initial round of consultation in late 2019, ongoing stakeholder and community feedback will continue to be welcomed throughout the delivery of the Green Bridges program. The Green Bridges project team will continue to gather feedback through its community information line, email address and Council’s website and progress engagement with key stakeholders. Further community consultation periods are expected to take place later in 2020. 

Funding
29.
This project was funded in the 2019-20 budget under Service 1.1.3.1 Providing Active Transport Infrastructure.
Consultation
30.
Councillor Jonathan Sri, Councillor for The Gabba Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.
31.
Councillor James Mackay, Councillor for Walter Taylor Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
32.
The response will address the petitioners' concerns.
33.
The Executive Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Jared Cassidy dissenting.
34.
RECOMMENDATION:
THAT THE INFORMATION IN THIS SUBMISSION BE NOTED AND THAT THE DRAFT RESPONSE, AS SET OUT IN ATTACHMENT A, hereunder, BE SENT TO THE HEAD PETITIONER.
Attachment A

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/1195464

Thank you for your petition requesting Council undertake consultation with residents of Riverpoint Apartments, West End, regarding the proposed Toowong to West End green bridge. 
Council’s five new green bridges for Brisbane will get more cars off the road and give people more choice when it comes to travel, making it even easier for residents and visitors to get around our city using public transport, or by bike or on foot.

The new green bridges will link Kangaroo Point to the Central Business District, Toowong to West End, St Lucia to West End, as well as new crossings at Breakfast Creek and Bellbowrie.
The Toowong to West End bridge is still in the early stages of planning, with a proposed alignment extending from near Archer Street, Toowong, to Orleigh Park, West End, near Forbes Street. The proposed alignment is not final and is subject to community consultation and further investigations.

Council acknowledges your objection to buses using the proposed green bridge from Toowong to West End and your request for ongoing engagement throughout the project’s planning phase. 
Stakeholder feedback is critical to the development of the proposed green bridge and it will play a vital role in further defining the project’s benefits, including the proposed bridge’s final alignment, landing locations and design treatments. During the program’s initial consultation period in November and December 2019, Council encouraged the community to have their say on the green bridges, including which transport options would most benefit their local area.

Council has completed a detailed analysis of all feedback received and prepared an Initial Consultation Outcomes report. As outlined in this report, feedback indicated many people are opposed to this bridge catering for buses or public transport. As a result, Council will be progressing the Toowong to West End green bridge as a pedestrian and cycling connection only. You can download a copy of this report by going to Council’s website at www.brisbane.qld.gov.au and searching for ‘green bridges’.
It is important to note the project is currently in its pre-feasibility phase. Further community consultation and investigations, including flood modelling, environmental and fauna assessments and other studies, will also be carried out throughout 2020 to help determine a preferred alignment and inform the development of a business case for the bridge. The business case will outline the costs, benefits and feasibility of delivering the Toowong to West End green bridge.
As part of this planning process, Council will provide more information about each project and further opportunities for the community to provide feedback later this year. In the meantime, the Green Bridges project team will continue to gather feedback through its community information line and email address and will progress engagement with key stakeholders as required. 

If you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Jim Hefferan, Program Director, Green Bridges Program, Major Projects, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3403 8888.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

C
PETITION – RELOCATE BUS TERMINUS IN MOUNTFORD ROAD TO BRUNSWICK STREET, NEW FARM


CA20/268979
623/2019-20
35.
A petition from residents, requesting Council relocate the terminus in Mountford Road to Brunswick Street, New Farm, was received during the Election Recess 2020.
36.
The Divisional Manager, Transport for Brisbane, provided the following information.

37.
The petition contains a total of 320 signatures, with 124 signatories from New Farm, including 16 signatures from residents opposite the Mountford Road terminus. 

38.
Council operates its bus services under a contract with TransLink, a division of the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads. TransLink is responsible for the delivery of public transport services, fare collection and infrastructure for South East Queensland. Council continues to have a major role in operating bus services in Brisbane. Council works in conjunction with TransLink to ensure residents and visitors of Brisbane have access to a reliable and accessible public transport network, with TransLink having overall responsibility for approving and funding modifications to services including any service augmentations.

39.
The Mountford Road terminus is used by the route 196 service, which is a high frequency BUZ service commencing in Fairfield and travelling across the city to end in New Farm. The service has a focus on servicing a number of streets in the New Farm locality of Merthyr, due to the notably high population of seniors, retirees, and people requiring mobility assistance. The consideration of routing and terminus locations in the Merthyr locality has been protracted over several years dating back to when the route 196 was upgraded to a high frequency service in June 2011. 

40.
In 2013, Council considered a petition from residents of Oxlade Drive, New Farm, requesting the relocation of the former terminus in Oxlade Drive (CA13/333653). The residents had expressed concern about the terminus for some time, but the decision to relocate the terminus was forced when the Glenfalloch apartment building denied access to toilet facilities previously provided to Council bus operators, resulting in a lack of options for alternative facilities at that location. The provision of a toilet facility at a terminus is an obligation Council must provide to bus operators under the Brisbane City Council Bus Transport Employees Award.

41.
In addition, the positioning of the previous terminus on Oxlade Drive was not long enough as changes in the service meant that buses regularly encroached upon the T‑intersection of Oxlade Drive and Sydney Streets creating traffic safety concerns. It was not deemed possible to lengthen the stop to stop in this location. Given these circumstances, the terminus had to be relocated and TransLink’s position that the terminus not be relocated was untenable.

42.
Further, during the bus review in 2013 that Council was asked to conduct by the Queensland Government, feedback was received from residents of ’Marina Court’ War Widows home, in Moray Street, New Farm, requesting a regular bus service to be reinstated to their section of Moray Street. In addition, the National Seniors Association also sought to have former bus routes that TransLink removed reinstated. 

43.
As part of the consideration of the 2013 petition to relocate the route 196 terminus, Council also considered the previous requests to provide additional services in the vicinity of the War Widows home. Council subsequently recommended a series of changes to the route, including the terminus location for route 196. Prior to recommending the preferred option to TransLink for approval, Council undertook consultation via direct mail to all residents in the streets subject to any change to identify, review, and include their support. Nearly 90% of the 121 responses received of the approximately 500 letters sent, were in favour of the proposed changes.

44.
Deciding where to locate a terminus is a complex process and even more so in the inner-city areas where kerb space is at a premium. To maintain an efficient and effective network as well as to ensure appropriate standards of service are delivered to the community, it is necessary in some cases to locate termini in more developed residential areas and the 196 service is one of these cases.

45.
In determining to locate the terminus on Mountford Road, Council explored a number of options before making its recommendation to TransLink. These included the New Farm ferry terminal and the New Farm Bowls Club with neither of these being feasible for a variety of reasons.

46.
Considering the concerns raised by the petitioners in this petition about noise, environmental impacts, traffic and safety concerns with the Mountford Road terminus, Council has again reviewed several options for an alternative terminus location, including the New Farm Bowls Club as raised by the petitioners. These options would have required the installation of a new roundabout at the intersection of Brunswick Street and Sydney Street, with potential impacts on private property and New Farm Park, and/or replacing the existing roundabout at this intersection with a larger intersection including traffic signals with potential impacts for pedestrian and bicycle access to New Farm Park.

47.
The proposal to relocate the terminus would also see a significant number of buses in streets currently without buses resulting in an adverse reaction similar to the issues raised in this petition, such as bus movements, vibrations, noise and fumes from a much greater number of residents. A routing option that avoids this could only be achieved by removing services from the high demand areas of New Farm. In addition to these community impacts, the proposal from the petitioners would be unable to be delivered within the existing TransLink funding agreement. 

48.
Council has undertaken a number of initiatives in response to concerns raised by some residents in the Mountford Road terminus area, including:

· regular site inspections to ensure operators are conducting themselves in a professional manner

· the erection of signage asking operators to shut down engines and to keep noise levels to a minimum

· modification works to dampen noise from the toilet facility at the terminus

· regular safety interactions with operators reminding them of their responsibilities in adhering to road rules when driving in and around the Mountford Road area

· reducing the overall length of the bus zone and bus stop, therefore requiring standard rigid 12.5 metre buses to only be despatched with route 196

· limiting the number of not-in-service buses being allocated to provide route 196 services.

49.
Council continues to have a major role in operating bus services in Brisbane. However, TransLink oversees all public transport delivery in Queensland, has the authority to initiate changes to bus services, and makes the final decision on proposals.

50.
The previous decision of Council is still considered to provide the best overall outcome for the New Farm area as it:

· provides additional services to the War Widows home in Moray Street

· addresses some of the concerns of the National Seniors Association New Farm branch

· provides a location that allows Council to meet its obligations under the award to provide a toilet facility at a terminus location

· provides a location for the terminus that allows safe bus movements

· allows the route to service medium density areas of New Farm generating a high demand for the service

· provides greater access to high frequency services to more New Farm residents by including two additional stops on the high frequency route 196.

51.
Council is not proposing to request TransLink for a further relocation of the route 196 terminus as the previous decision is still considered to provide the best overall outcome for the New Farm area. 

Consultation
52.
Councillor Vicki Howard, Councillor for Central Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact
53.
In 2018-19, 349,910 of passenger trips on the 196 BUZ were to the suburb of New Farm.  The majority of residents in the area have previously strongly supported the current routing and terminus location, however, residents in Mountford Road continue to voice their objection to the current terminus location and ask for its removal.
54.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

55.
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: CA20/268979

A petition has been received requesting Council relocate the terminus in Mountford Road to Brunswick Street New Farm. Council operates its bus services under a contract with TransLink, a division of the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads. TransLink is responsible for the delivery of public transport services, fare collection and infrastructure for South East Queensland. Council continues to have a major role in operating bus services in Brisbane. Council works in conjunction with TransLink to ensure residents and visitors of Brisbane have access to a reliable and accessible public transport network, with TransLink having overall responsibility for approving and funding modifications to services including any service augmentations.

The Mountford Road terminus is used by the route 196 service, which is a high frequency BUZ service commencing in Fairfield and travelling across the city to end in New Farm. The service has a focus on servicing a number of streets in the New Farm locality of Merthyr, due to the notably high population of seniors, retirees, and people requiring mobility assistance. The consideration of routing and terminus locations in the Merthyr locality has been protracted over several years dating back to when the route 196 service was upgraded to a high frequency service in June 2011. 

In 2013, Council considered a petition from residents of Oxlade Drive, New Farm, requesting the relocation of the former terminus in Oxlade Drive (CA13/333653). The residents had expressed concern about the terminus for some time, but the decision to relocate the terminus was forced when the Glenfalloch apartment building denied access to toilet facilities previously provided to Council bus operators, resulting in a lack of options for alternative facilities at that location. The provision of a toilet facility at a terminus is an obligation Council must provide to bus operators under the Brisbane City Council Bus Transport Employees Award.

In addition, the positioning of the previous terminus on Oxlade Drive was not long enough as changes in the service meant that buses regularly encroached upon the T‑intersection of Oxlade Drive and Sydney Streets, creating traffic safety concerns. It was not deemed possible to lengthen the stop to stop in this location. Given these circumstances, the terminus had to be relocated and TransLink’s position that the terminus not be relocated was untenable.

Further, during the bus review in 2013 that Council was asked to conduct by the Queensland Government, feedback was received from residents of ‘Marina Court’ War Widows home, in Moray Street, New Farm, requesting a regular bus service to be reinstated to their section of Moray Street. In addition, the National Seniors Association also sought to have former bus routes that TransLink removed reinstated. 

As part of the consideration of the 2013 petition to relocate the route 196 terminus, Council also considered the previous requests to provide additional services in the vicinity of the War Widows home. Council subsequently recommended a series of changes to the route, including the terminus location for route 196. Prior to recommending the preferred option to TransLink for approval, Council undertook consultation via direct mail to all residents in the streets subject to any change to identify, review, and include their support. Nearly 90% of the 121 responses received of the approximately 500 letters sent, were in favour of the proposed changes.

Deciding where to locate a terminus is a complex process and even more so in the inner-city areas where kerb space is at a premium. To maintain an efficient and effective network as well as to ensure appropriate standards of service are delivered to the community, it is necessary in some cases to locate termini in more developed residential areas and the 196 service is one of these cases.

In determining to locate the terminus on Mountford Road, Council explored a number of options before making its recommendation to TransLink. These included the New Farm ferry terminal and the New Farm Bowls Club with neither of these being feasible for a variety of reasons.

Considering the concerns raised by the petitioners in this petition about noise, environmental impacts, traffic and safety concerns with the Mountford Road terminus, Council has again reviewed several options for an alternative terminus location including the New Farm Bowls Club as raised by the petitioners. These options would have required the installation of a new roundabout at the intersection of Brunswick Street and Sydney Street, with potential impacts on private property and New Farm Park, and/or replacing the existing roundabout at this intersection with a larger intersection including traffic signals with potential impacts for pedestrian and bicycle access to New Farm Park.

The proposal to relocate the terminus would also see a significant number of buses in streets currently without buses resulting in an adverse reaction similar to the issues raised in this petition, such as bus movements, vibrations, noise and fumes from a much greater number of residents. A routing option that avoids this could only be achieved by removing services from the high demand areas of New Farm. In addition to these community impacts, the proposal from the petitioners would be unable to be delivered within the existing TransLink funding agreement. 

Council has undertaken a number of initiatives in response to concerns raised by some residents in the Mountford Road terminus area, including:

· regular site inspections to ensure operators are conducting themselves in a professional manner

· the erection of signage asking operators to shut down engines and to keep noise levels to a minimum

· modification works to dampen noise from the toilet facility at the terminus

· regular safety interactions with operators reminding them of their responsibilities in adhering to road rules when driving in and around the Mountford Road area

· reducing the overall length of the bus zone and bus stop, therefore requiring standard rigid 12.5 metre buses to only be despatched with route 196

· limiting the number of not-in-service buses being allocated to provide route 196 services.

Council continues to have a major role in operating bus services in Brisbane. However, TransLink oversees all public transport delivery in Queensland, has the authority to initiate changes to bus services, and makes the final decision on proposals.

The previous decision of Council is still considered to provide the best overall outcome for the New Farm area as it:

· provides additional services to the War Widows home in Moray Street

· addresses some of the concerns of the National Seniors Association New Farm branch

· provides a location that allows Council to meet its obligations under the award to provide a toilet facility at a terminus location

· provides a location for the terminus that allows safe bus movements

· allows the route to service medium density areas of New Farm generating a high demand for the service

· provides greater access to high frequency services to more New Farm residents by including two additional stops on the high frequency route 196.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Selena Beaverson, Executive Assistant, Divisional Manager’s Office, Transport for Brisbane, on (07) 340 72216.

Thank you for raising this matter.

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 19 May 2020, be adopted.

Deputy Chair:
Councillor McLACHLAN.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
I will correct you on that, Deputy Chair. May, Sir, not March. But—

Deputy Chair:
Sorry. My apologies. My apologies.

Councillor McLACHLAN:
Moving on. Moving on. Moving on. The presentation last week was on the U‑turn signal trial. Now, this was something that was commenced by my predecessor in this Chair, Councillor Cooper, did great work in this regard to get this going, looking at the appropriateness of the signs at traffic signals in particular for U‑turns and recognising there’s a disparity between rules and laws in New South Wales and rules and laws here in Queensland. So, what had been initiated, and this was the presentation on the outcome of the trial, was looking at simpler signage. 

I can’t show you the images here unfortunately, but what was presented to the committee last week was a simpler sign that tells a clearer picture to those who might want to undertake a U-turn at traffic signals. So, what this showed is there’s through increasing the visibility, legibility of the signage, there has been increased safety; that is, fewer illegal U-turns at traffic lights in particular. So that was the trial that was undertaken. That was the outcome of the trial. The next stage is to talk to TMR. I think TMR has been most interested. 

The Department of Transport and Main Roads has been most interested in the outcome of this trial. We’ll certainly share this information with them. Obviously, they have a remit for the rules and laws across the whole of the state, rather than just here in Brisbane. But that is the outcome that will be achieved from undertaking this trial is to share that with TMR and to see if there’s a way of initiating through the manual of uniform traffic control devices a simpler sign that can be adopted across the state. 

Mr Deputy Chair, there was also a petition before the committee last week that was calling for the installation of traffic‑calming devices in Holland Park West. If there’s any debate, I will respond after that. Thank you, Mr Deputy Chair. 

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, Councillor McLACHLAN. 


Is there further debate? 


Councillor GRIFFITHS. 

Mute?
Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Sorry. Yes. Yes. I’ve unmuted. Sorry. 

Deputy Chair:
Thank you.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Just—I don’t know if you can see that? Yes. That’s the simplicity of the new sign that is being proposed. Can I say Councillor Cooper was good in picking this up. This came out of a discussion at the Infrastructure Committee and she wrote to Mark Bailey, the Minister for Transport, and it was good to see that this trial got up and going and has been very successful. One of the most successful sites has actually been at Moorooka, where we have a very large issue of people breaking the law at a particular U-turn site. So, I welcome this, the Labor Party welcomes this and we hope that TMR will consider extending the trial or, if not, approve these signs. Thank you.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, Councillor GRIFFITHS. 


Further debate?


Councillor ADAMS. 

DEPUTY MAYOR.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Just got me on mute. Thank you, Mr Deputy Chair. I would like to speak on item A and item B. I’d like to reiterate what Councillor McLACHLAN and Councillor GRIFFITHS said. It’s been a very successful trial and I note that Councillor GRIFFITHS said one of the most successful sites—I’ll go up then, the most successful site at Holland Park West at Logan Road and Birdwood Road. But give them their due, there was also a very big intersection upgrade there funded by the Federal Government that has made it very clear that U-turns are quite awkward at that intersection as well.


I remember the debate for many, many years that you only put ‘No U-turn’ at very rare occasions and everybody should know they can’t U-turn at traffic lights except where it’s signalled, which was always frustrating. So, this, yes, was a very, very good outcome for the community. Even though it is the law, sometimes people forget and they’re looking at what they can do to get easier access around the place too, so a fantastic outcome and would love to see this, as you mentioned, Councillor McLACHLAN, rolled out across the city at places where we do have issues with people doing U-turns at intersections.


With regards to item B, the traffic calming in Sterculia Avenue, there’s been a long discussion in the community around traffic-calming in Sterculia Avenue. It is a long road. It is windy. It has several bends and hills, a long-contested school zone that we can’t get, because the gate from the school is 100 metres away from the road. It ends at a busway at the end. It is a district connector, but it is also fully residential. As it’s said here in the petition, we—I did do the survey for local traffic management in 2018. We did a traffic count in 2019. There is a SAM (speed awareness monitor) that lives there permanently, which does go a long way to reducing the traffic. 


But it is very, very separate issues, depending on what part of the street you live along in Sterculia Avenue as well. So even though the LATM (Local Area Traffic Management) survey came back that the majority of the street didn’t want it, there is one straight section that comes of Logan Road that were quite supportive of traffic management at their end of the street and I am working with officers at the moment about what that might look like if it was just a certain segment of the street and whether that can be done, but I’ll continue to work with the community on what we can do in this area and I fully support the response that went back to the petitioners. Thank you.

Deputy Chair:
Thank you, DEPUTY MAYOR. 


Further speakers?


There being no hands rising, 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 – U-turn Signage Trial
624/2019-20
1.
The Transport Network Operations Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on the U-turn signage trial. She provided the information below.

2.
The Committee was shown images of the U-turn trial signage approved for use at signalised and non‑signalised intersections.
3.
The purpose of the U-turn signage trial was to increase awareness and enhance road safety at intersections by implementing clearer signage. The trial was undertaken over 12 months between March 2019 and February 2020 at six locations across Brisbane. The trial was approved by the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR).
4.
The six U-turn signage trial locations were:

· Logan Road, Greenslopes (northern approach to the traffic lights at Curd Street)

· Logan Road, Holland Park (northern approach to the traffic lights at Birdwood Road)

· Manly Road, Tingalpa (western approach to the traffic lights at Castlerea Street)

· Beaudesert Road, Moorooka (southern approach to the traffic lights at Durack Street)

· Gowan Road, Stretton (southern approach to the traffic lights at Compton Road)

· Main Street, Kangaroo Point (northern approach to the traffic lights at River Terrace).
5.
As part of the trial, Council commissioned pre-trial surveys in March 2019. Follow up surveys to evaluate the trial occurred in June, September and November 2019 and February 2020. Further evaluation analysis included the review of complaints, WebCrash data, enquiries and feedback.

6.
The Committee was shown statistics of observed U-turn movements at the trial locations. Overall, all trial locations experienced a reduction in U-turn movements of at least 25%. In particular, Logan Road, Greenslopes, had the lowest reduction of 26%, while Logan Road, Holland Park, was observed to have the highest reduction of 85%.

7.
WebCrash data indicates there were no crashes at the trial intersections since the U-turn signage was installed at the beginning of April 2019. To date, Council has received no complaints about the U-turn signage.

8.
Council will meet with TMR to discuss the trial results and identify opportunities to amend existing U‑turn signage to best suit the needs of Brisbane and Queensland.

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

10.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – requesting Council install traffic calming devices to discourage speeding and reduce injury risk in Sterculia Avenue, Holland Park West


CA19/1165384

625/2019-20
11.
A petition from residents, requesting Council install traffic calming devices to discourage speeding and reduce injury risk in Sterculia Avenue, Holland Park West, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 3 December 2019, by the Deputy Mayor, Councillor Krista Adams, and received.
12.
The Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.
13.
The petition contains eight signatures. Of the petitioners, one lives on Sterculia Avenue, with the remainder living in other suburbs of the City of Brisbane.

14.
The petitioners are concerned about the speed at which motorists are travelling on Sterculia Avenue and they are requesting traffic calming devices to slow vehicles down and improve safety.

15.
Sterculia Avenue is a 50 km/h neighbourhood access road providing access to local residential properties. There are no Council bus services operating on Sterculia Avenue. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map. 

16.
The petitioners’ request for traffic calming devices has been noted. Traffic calming involves the installation of devices such as speed platforms and chicanes to discourage use from non‑local traffic and to moderate vehicle speeds, providing a safer environment for all road users. There is a high demand for traffic calming across the city and Council must prioritise funding to those projects that deliver the greatest benefit in terms of safety and amenity for the wider community. 

17.
Traffic calming schemes are generally installed across several streets to stop traffic being diverted to other streets in the surrounding area. In addition, detailed community consultation forms an important part of any proposed traffic calming scheme to ensure that local residents’ feedback is taken into account. It is noted that the local Councillor surveyed residents of Sterculia Avenue in July 2018 for a proposed Local Area Traffic Management scheme. The response rate was very low and not enough to progress the scheme further at that time. 

18.
Traffic surveys at the western and eastern ends of Sterculia Avenue were previously undertaken in March 2019. The results indicate that approximately 3,148 and 2,602 vehicles travel through the western and eastern ends respectively each day. The difference between these figures is attributed to Marshall Road State School which can be accessed from Monaco, Brescia and Rheims Streets at the western end of the road corridor. Regardless of this, traffic volumes indicate a level of non-local traffic is utilising this street. However, the results indicate that speed compliance is very good, with 85% of all motorists travelling at or below 49 km/h and 47 km/h respectively at the western and eastern ends of Sterculia Avenue. A summary of the traffic surveys is shown in Attachment C (submitted on file).
19.
Given the results of the traffic surveys, a formal investigation for a traffic calming scheme for Sterculia Avenue will be listed for future funding in Council’s budget subject to prioritisation against other competing citywide priorities.

20.
To promote safety through driver awareness and minimise speeding on suburban roads, Council has implemented the Speed Awareness Monitors (SAM) program. SAMs are installed for a minimum of one month and increase motorist awareness of their travelling speed by acting as a reminder to adhere to the speed limit. The citywide program has seen a marked decrease in the number of motorists travelling over the speed limit when passing the signs, with an average speed reduction of more than 8 km/h across all sites since the program began in late 2013.
21.
An existing SAM footing is in place on Sterculia Avenue for westbound traffic near 66 Sterculia Avenue. This site is semi-permanent, and a SAM will generally be in this position unless there is a maintenance issue with another device elsewhere in Brisbane. The SAM is very effective in this 50 km/h location, with the data showing the average speed of motorists who were recorded exceeding the speed limit dropping by 9 km/h after passing the sign.

22.
It is anticipated that the SAM will continue to assist with moderating vehicle speeds while it is in place.

23.
Speeding and reckless driving, including hit and run crashes are primarily behavioural issues best handled by enforcement of the Queensland Road Rules by the Queensland Police Service (QPS). Speeding vehicle complaints, can be mitigated by regular enforcement by the QPS, and they can be contacted via the Policelink service on 131 444.

Consultation

24.
Councillor Krista Adams, Councillor for Holland Park Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact
25.
The response will address the petitioners’ concerns.
26.
The Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.
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 petitioners.
Attachment A
Draft response

Petition Reference: CA19/1165384

Thank you for your petition requesting Council install traffic calming devices to discourage speeding and reduce injury risk in Sterculia Avenue, Holland Park West.

Your request for a traffic calming device has been noted. Traffic calming involves the installation of devices such as speed platforms and chicanes to discourage use from non‑local traffic and to moderate vehicle speeds, providing a safer environment for all road users. There is a high demand for traffic calming across the city and Council must prioritise funding to those projects that deliver the greatest benefit in terms of safety and amenity for the wider community. 

Traffic calming schemes are generally installed across several streets to stop traffic being diverted to other streets in the surrounding area. In addition, detailed community consultation forms an important part of any proposed traffic calming scheme to ensure that local residents’ feedback is taken into account. It is noted that the local Councillor surveyed residents of Sterculia Avenue in July 2018 for a proposed Local Area Traffic Management scheme. The response rate was very low and not enough to progress the scheme further at that time.

Traffic surveys at the western and eastern ends of Sterculia Avenue were previously undertaken in March 2019. The results indicate that approximately 3,148 and 2,602 vehicles travel through the western and eastern ends respectively each day. The difference between these figures is attributed to Marshall Road State School which can be accessed from Monaco, Brescia and Rheims Streets at the western end of the road corridor. Regardless of this, traffic volumes indicate a level of non-local traffic is utilising this street. However, the results indicate that speed compliance is very good, with 85% of all motorists travelling at or below 49 km/h and 47 km/h respectively at the western and eastern ends of Sterculia Avenue.

Given the results of the traffic surveys, a formal investigation for a traffic calming scheme for Sterculia Avenue will be listed for future funding in Council’s budget subject to prioritisation against other competing citywide priorities.

To promote safety through driver awareness and minimise speeding on suburban roads, Council has implemented the Speed Awareness Monitors (SAM) program. SAMs are installed for a minimum of one month and increase motorist awareness of their travelling speed by acting as a reminder to adhere to the speed limit. The citywide program has seen a marked decrease in the number of motorists travelling over the speed limit when passing the signs, with an average speed reduction of more than 8 km/h across all sites since the program began in late 2013.
An existing SAM footing is in place on Sterculia Avenue for westbound traffic near 66 Sterculia Avenue. This site is semi-permanent, and a SAM will generally be in this position unless there is a maintenance issue with another device elsewhere in Brisbane. The SAM is very effective in this 50 km/h location, with the data showing the average speed of motorists who were recorded exceeding the speed limit dropping by 9 km/h after passing the sign.

It is anticipated that the SAM will continue to assist with moderating vehicle speeds while it is in place.

Speeding and reckless driving, including hit and run crashes are primarily behavioural issues best handled by enforcement of the Queensland Road Rules by the Queensland Police Service (QPS). Speeding vehicle complaints, can be mitigated by regular enforcement by the QPS, and they can be contacted via the Policelink service on 131 444.

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

Deputy Chair:
Just before we move on, I might address Councillor JOHNSTON’s question before regarding who is in the meeting. 

Outside of those Councillors who have their videos turned off, we have two IT personnel, we have three clerks, we have an authorised officer, and also the Chair of Council. 

So, they’re the ones who are participating in the meeting outside the Councillors who are not currently present in the meeting.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Thank you, Mr Deputy Chair. That—

Deputy Chair:
Sorry. 

Now I’ll move on to—

Councillor JOHNSTON:
Sorry. That was a question.

Deputy Chair:
Sorry. 

Councillor JOHNSTON.

Councillor JOHNSTON:
That adds up to seven. So, there were nine and there were 10 when Councillor MURPHY was speaking.

Deputy Chair:
Yes. As I’ve mentioned, they were the people in the meeting who were not Councillors. 

So, there were some Councillors not present at the time in the meeting. 

Okay? 

Thank you. 

I’ll now hand the Chair back to the Chair of Council. Thank you.

At that time, 7.49pm, the Chair, Councillor Andrew WINES, resumed the Chair.
Chair:
Thank you. Councillor TOOMEY. 
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 19 May 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 


Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Thank you, Chair.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order—

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes.

Chair:
—to you, Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Seriatim - Clause C
	Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS requested that Clause C, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL MAKE A CLIMATE EMERGENCY DECLARATION, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Chair:
Councillor CUNNINGHAM, please proceed.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Thank you, Chair. So, the presentation in Committee last week was about bees in Brisbane. Very timely, as the following day was World Bee Day. Through you, Mr Chair, I know Councillor MACKAY is particularly passionate about bees and he actively supports them, the establishment of native beehives in his ward, so keep up the great work, Councillor MACKAY. There are more than 1,700 species of native bees in Australia and, as we know, bees pollinate native forests, trees and plants and support biodiversity. European honey bees pollinate commercial crops, including cereal, fruit, nut and vegetable crops and it’s estimated the value of pollination services is $19 billion.


So, Council’s efforts to support native bees include installing native bee hotels and encouraging residents to install a hive or bee hotel in their backyard. Council offers grants to support community groups to improve homes and opportunities for native bees to colonise in new areas across our city. We help save bees by finding new owners and homes for swarming honey bees, while removing some wild swarms in some inappropriate places. We’re also currently trialling native bee hotels in Council parks in partnership with B4C (Bulimba Creek Catchment Coordination Committee). So, in the Committee last week, we had a petition also requesting a skate park in Windsor Park.


The petition was signed by nine people asking that a skate facility be added to Windsor Park, with the majority of Windsor Park dedicated to providing small sporting and community facility uses—sorry—I’m a bit tired tonight, Mr Chair—there’s only a small section of the park that is allocated for general recreation. So, Council officers have determined that there’s insufficient space in Windsor Park to construct a skate facility that would adequately be separated enough from adjoining residents to mitigate the potential noise and amenity impacts. 

The second petition, as Councillor GRIFFITHS has identified, was a request to declare a climate emergency. Calls for Council to declare a climate emergency were debated in this Chamber last year. The truth is, our Administration has done more to recognise and address climate change than many other local governments across Australia. We are recognised as a leader in this space. Making a declaration won’t change the outcome. Our action in reducing our carbon emissions speak louder than words than this—certainly speak louder than a symbolic gesture, so I will leave the rest to the Chamber. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers?


Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes. Unmuted. Thanks. Thanks, Mr Chair. Look, I just really want to speak about the climate emergency declaration. Obviously, we spent a lot of time last year talking about that and talking about the importance of that for Brisbane City Council. We are the biggest Council in Australia. Potentially, we’ve got the ability to lead and to demonstrate the importance of what can happen in terms of supporting this declaration. It’s disappointing that the LNP didn’t support this declaration, that this LNP Council didn’t support this declaration. Sometimes acts and having declarations are just as important or go alongside having actions.


We saw that earlier tonight with the DV document that was brought through the Chamber. You have the action plan or the broad belief that goes with what you’re actually doing. Similarly, we believe with the—with climate change and calling for emergency declaration of the climate that this would reinforce our role as a leader in the country. It’s interesting to note that with coronavirus I’ve been reading National Geographic and other organisations are reporting that the drop in carbon. This has actually been the most useful way of getting a drop in carbon across the planet. 


They’ve reported that the drop in China of their carbon production is down 25% and across the planet the drop in carbon is down significantly too. We remain committed to calling for a climate emergency. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers?


I see Councillor SRI.

Councillor SRI:
Thanks, Chair. Also just want to again share my disappointment that the Administration is not supporting the petition calling for a climate emergency declaration. This debate has been had at length in the Chamber previously, so I won’t rehash the entire thing now, but, yes, it’s quite disappointing and I think—I guess I’d hoped that—I mean, we’ve just had a Council election where almost one in five Brisbane residents voted for the Greens. Maybe that would send some signal to the Administration that they need to take issues like climate change a little bit more seriously.


It’s a bit disappointing that that doesn’t seem to have happened and there hasn’t been a big shift in that respect. But I just thought it might be interesting Councillor GRIFFITHS’ point, that although the recent COVID‑19 shutdown has seen a dramatic drop in fossil fuel emissions and energy consumption, a lot—I think it also has demonstrated that individual reductions in consumption, such as people flying less and driving less et cetera, are not in of themselves enough to address climate change. 

Because those significant drops that we’ve seen in fossil fuel emissions while in some sense is positive, don’t actually go far enough to address the climate crisis we’re all facing. So, I think it highlights the importance of systematic structural change and, in particular, the importance of holding big industries to account. So, when you think about it, we’ve just had a massive reduction in fossil fuel emissions because of a global shutdown and that still hasn’t been enough to drop carbon emissions down to where they need to be going forward, which I think really highlights the need for particularly broad systematic foundational change.

That’s why people are calling for these climate emergency declarations, because the pace of change that we need and the kinds of changes we need are dramatic and sometimes difficult to comprehend if you haven’t turned your mind to it closely. So, yes, I don’t want to labour the point too much, but, just again really disappointed that the LNP isn’t supporting this idea of a climate emergency declaration. I should flag that I’m sure there’ll be further motions along this topic in the future. 

I think it will be interesting to see how and to what extent the Administration shifts its position over time, but to the people who—I don’t know the people who put this petition together, but I’m sorry that the Administration hasn’t listened to you. In the grand scheme of things, it would have been a pretty small gesture. It wouldn’t have actually cost Council very much to declare a climate emergency. It’s not like a particularly large budget impact to at least acknowledge that we’re facing a crisis. It would have been quite an easy thing for the Council to do, in fact, and yet still no action. So, yes, a bit disappointing and I’d hoped for better.

Chair: 
Further speakers?


Councillor CUNNINGHAM.

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:
Thanks, Chair. So, this so-called emergency declaration is an issue that Council has been working on for 20 years. So, look, a large achievement that I think is sometimes overlooked is that in early 2017, Council achieved carbon neutrality. Councillor GRIFFITHS talked about reducing carbon. Council is the largest certified carbon-neutral organisation in Australia, and this includes our contractors’ emissions, something that he would well know. 

If you contrast this to the Labor State Government for just a second, they can’t even get one department of their government to be carbon neutral and our entire Council is carbon neutral. So, Councillor SRI, to your point, for more than half my life, Council has been working on practical ways to reduce waste and implement activities that deal with climate change. So, I just reject that your statement that Council doesn’t take it seriously enough. This is something that we have been working on for a long time, so I will commend the report to the Chamber. I think we’ve covered all the points previously.

Chair:
I will now put the resolution for items A and B. 

Clauses A and B put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause A, COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – BEES IN BRISBANE, and Clause B, PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL CONSTRUCT A SKATE PARK IN WINDSOR PARK, WINDSOR, 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, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL MAKE A CLIMATE EMERGENCY DECLARATION, of the report of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
All right there appears to be no division. 

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 – BEES IN BRISBANE
626/2019-20
1.
Lachlan Carkeet, Parks and Natural Resources Manager, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide an update on bees in Brisbane. He provided the information below.
2.
The major types of bees found in Australia include social stingless bees (Tetragonula carbonaria), solitary bees, european honey bees and the european bumblebee. There are more than 1,700 species of native bees. Only 11 of these species are stingless. Solitary bees can sting but most are too small to deliver an effective sting as they are not aggressive. Most stings are not as painful as those of a bull ant or paper wasp and last only a few minutes. A native bee can sting more than once, and it is possible to be allergic to the sting of a native bee. A State‑by‑State location table showing different Australian native bees was shown to the Committee. 

3.
Different native bees in Australia include leafcutter bee, teddy bear bee, green carpenter bee, blue banded bee, masked bees, homalictus bees, resin bees and reed bees. Different types of bee homes were shown to the Committee. 

4.
Bees pollinate native forests trees and plants, and support biodiversity. European honey bees pollinate commercial crops including cereal, fruit, nut and vegetable crops. The value of pollination services is $19 billion. Hive products produced include honey, wax, propolis, pollen, royal jelly and bee venom. 

5.
Australia remains the only honey bee industry that remains free from the varroa mite a fat sucking parasite. It is most likely that the mite will establish in Australia in the near future. The Australian Government and bee industry has issued a statement of a honey bee and pollination continuity strategy.

6.
Council’s efforts to support native bees include installing native bee (solitary bee) hotels and encouraging residents to install a hive or hotel in their backyard. Council offers grants to support community groups to improve homes and opportunities for native bees to colonise in new areas. Council finds new owners and homes for swarming honey bees while removing wild swarms from the wild in nest boxes. Council is currently trialling native bee hotels in Council parks. Pictures of the bee hotels were shown to the Committee. 

7.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Manager for his informative presentation.

8.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL CONSTRUCT A SKATE PARK IN WINDSOR PARK, WINDSOR


CA19/1199065
627/2019-20
9.
A petition from residents, requesting Council construct a skate park in Windsor Park, Windsor, was received during the Summer Recess 2019-20.
10.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

11.
The petition contains nine signatures. 

12.
Windsor Park comprises approximately nine hectares and is primarily classified as a district sport park, but also contains smaller areas classified for local general recreation and district community facilities. In accordance with Windsor Park’s classification, large areas of the park are leased for sporting purposes to St Margaret’s Anglican Girls School, Windsor Bowls Club and Windsor Croquet Club. A further section of Windsor Park is leased to the Brisbane Institute of Art for community facility uses.
13.
With the majority of Windsor Park dedicated to providing formal sporting and community facility uses, there is only a small section of the park that is allocated for general recreation. Accordingly, this section is classified as local recreation park, as it is not of an appropriate size or scale to cater for district-level recreational uses. Therefore, there is insufficient space in Windsor Park to construct a skate facility that would be adequately separated from adjoining residents to mitigate potential noise and amenity impacts.
14.
Council’s desired standards of service for the public parks network are contained within Part 4 of Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). Table 4.4.3.1.5 in Part 4 lists skate facilities as an appropriate park embellishment in district and metropolitan general recreation parks only. Further, the Parks chapter of the Infrastructure design planning scheme policy in City Plan includes the following statements regarding skateboarding and BMX.
-
Skateboarding and BMX facilities are not suitable for local recreation, corridor access and landscape amenity parks.
-
A district skateboarding and BMX facility may be provided within cycling or skating distance for youths (approximately 3 km to 5 km of most residences).
15.
The above City Plan extracts reinforce that a skate facility is not appropriate in Windsor Park in its current form and classification.
16.
There are currently 36 skate facilities in Council parks throughout Brisbane. The closest skate facility to Windsor Park is in Melrose Park, Wooloowin, which is just over two kilometres away. There are also skate facilities in Ross Park, Nundah, and Shand Street Park, Stafford, which are less than five kilometres away. These existing facilities ensure the community surrounding Windsor Park is adequately serviced for skate facilities in accordance with City Plan.
17.
The Queensland Department of Transport and Main Roads has a current agreement with Council to use approximately 5,000 m2 of Windsor Park on the corner of Blackmore Street and McDonald Road as a construction depot and site office during construction of the North Brisbane Bikeway. This agreement expires on 30 June 2021, at which time the agreement requires that the land will be returned to Council, fit for purpose, to be used and possibly further developed as public parkland. Once complete, the North Brisbane Bikeway will improve cyclist and pedestrian connections to suburbs and facilities north of Windsor Park, including to Kedron Brook and Melrose Park.
18.
During the 2020-21 financial year, Council intends to undertake preliminary planning to determine the most appropriate facilities and uses for the section of Windsor Park being returned to Council. The petitioners’ request for a skate facility to be constructed in Windsor Park will be considered along with other community requests as part of this planning work.
Consultation
19.
Councillor David McLachlan, Councillor for Hamilton Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

20.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed. 

21.
RECOMMENDATION:

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

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA19/1199065
Thank you for your petition requesting Council build a skate park in Windsor Park, Windsor.

Council provides a range of skate facilities across Brisbane enjoyed by people who skate, BMX, scooter and inline skate. These facilities contribute to Council’s vision for an active and healthy city. They also foster creativity and self-expression and provide opportunities for cultural exchanges between different groups.

Windsor Park comprises approximately nine hectares and is primarily classified as a district sport park, but also contains smaller areas classified for local general recreation and district community facilities. In accordance with Windsor Park’s classification, large areas of the park are leased for sporting purposes to St Margaret’s Anglican Girls School, Windsor Bowls Club and Windsor Croquet Club. A further section of Windsor Park is leased to the Brisbane Institute of Art for community facility uses. 

With most of Windsor Park is dedicated to providing formal sporting and community facility uses, there is only a small section that is identified for general recreation. Accordingly, this section is classified as local recreation park, as it is not of an appropriate size or scale to cater for district-level recreational uses. Therefore, there is insufficient space in Windsor Park to construct a skate facility that would be adequately separated from adjoining residents to mitigate potential noise and amenity impacts. 

There are currently 36 skate facilities in Council parks throughout Brisbane. Council’s Brisbane City Plan 2014 includes an aim to provide skateboarding and BMX facilities in district recreation parks within approximately 3 km to 5 km of most residences. There is an existing skate facility in Melrose Park, Wooloowin, which is just over two kilometres from Windsor Park. There are also skate facilities in Ross Park, Nundah, and Shand Street Park, Stafford, which are both less than five kilometres away. For details of all 36 skate facilities in Brisbane, please visit www.brisbane.qld.gov.au and search ‘skate parks’.

As you may know, a section of Melrose Park on the corner of Blackmore Street and McDonald Road is currently being used as a construction depot and site office for the construction of the North Brisbane Bikeway. This use is expected to conclude by 30 June 2021, at which time the land will be again be used and possibly further developed as public parkland. In preparation, Council intends to undertake planning to determine the most appropriate park facilities and uses for this section of Windsor Park, subject to funding availability in the 2020-21 Council budget. Your request for a skate park will be considered along with other community requests should funding for this planning be secured.

Please note that once complete, the North Brisbane Bikeway will improve cyclist and pedestrian connections to suburbs and facilities north of Windsor Park, including Kedron Brook and Melrose Park.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Anton Trenorden, Senior Policy and Planning Officer, Parks Network Planning, Parks Policy and Planning, Parks and Natural Resources, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, on (07) 3403 4644.

Thank you for raising this matter.

ADOPTED

C
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL MAKE A CLIMATE EMERGENCY DECLARATION


CA20/13374
628/2019-20
22.
A petition from residents, requesting Council make a climate emergency declaration was received during the Summer Recess 2019-20.
23.
The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the following information.

24.
The petition contains 169 signatures. 

25.
A climate emergency declaration is a formal recognition of the risks presented by a changing climate, and a commitment to prepare to mobilise resources in order to protect populations, the economy and the environment.

26.
Local governments are part of the climate solution and have an important role to play. However, individual councils cannot solve the global climate challenge on their own. Local governments can act to limit their operational impact and encourage and support residents and businesses to do the same.

27.
Council has been a leader in sustainability practices for more than 20 years and continues to invest significantly in measures which aim to both mitigate and adapt to the potential impacts of climate change including the following.
-
The purchase of 100% renewable energy between July 2010 and June 2016, in addition to offsetting emissions from all fuel used by Council.
-
Council achieved carbon neutrality in February 2017 and was formally certified under the National Carbon Offset Standard Carbon Neutral Program in January 2018. This means Council’s greenhouse emissions are net zero, which is achieved through the delivery of emissions reduction projects and the purchase of renewable energy and carbon offsets. Council is Australia’s largest certified carbon neutral organisation.
-
As a proud member of the Cities Power Partnership, Council has pledged to increase renewable energy systems on Council facilities, progress energy efficiency projects within Council, encourage sustainable transport, and implement educational and behaviour change programs internally and in the community. The delivery of a significant program of lighting upgrades since 2014, including light emitting diode (LED) upgrades at the Story Bridge, South Bank Parklands, Roma Street Parkland, Council’s two public parking stations and a number of Council depots and workshops. Council was one of the first local governments in Australia to deliver a major streetlighting retrofit program (25,000 lights installed across Brisbane) and is currently undertaking LED upgrades of Brisbane’s bikeways and parks.
-
In the last four years, Council has installed solar power systems on the Brisbane Powerhouse, some bus depots, resource recovery centres and libraries. Council has now installed more than 1,500 kilowatts of solar systems on facilities across Brisbane.
-
Council continues to invest significantly in promoting emissions-free active travel. This includes the development of cycle paths across Brisbane and Council’s CityCycle service, which is also operated by a carbon neutral company.
-
Council will introduce a new fleet of 60 high-capacity electric Metro vehicles. Rather than hundreds of buses travelling into the CBD, they will link with high-capacity and high-frequency Metro services running along dedicated busways. That means a greater public transport network with more available buses for the suburbs and less bus congestion in the inner city.
-
Council’s sustainability agency, CitySmart, delivers a range of programs to help residents and businesses reduce energy use, emissions and waste and to promote more efficient use of resources.
-
The Lord Mayor’s Community Sustainability and Environmental Grants Program assists in funding energy efficiency and solar system installations at non-profit community facilities across Brisbane.
-
Council continues to purchase and restore ecologically significant land to reach a target of 40% natural habitat cover and wildlife corridors across Brisbane. Council has been accelerating the purchase of significant habitat through the Bushland Acquisition Program and has recently achieved the goal of protecting 750 hectares of land between 2016 and 2020. Council has secured 752 hectares since 2016.
-
Council is working to achieve 50% shade cover for footpaths and bikeways in residential areas by 2031. To assist in achieving this target, Council’s Neighbourhood Shadeways program focuses on planting new trees in centres, growth nodes along selected public transport corridors and residential areas identified with less than 30% tree cover by suburb.
-
Council developed flood modelling (sea level rise, river and estuarine flooding and overland flow) for the entire Brisbane local government area and currently funds the Flood Resilient Homes program in partnership with CitySmart. This program helps residents prepare for, live through and recover from the impacts of flooding with the least amount of disruption. Council also offers financial assistance for eligible homes.
-
Council is currently preparing a Coastal Hazard Adaptation Strategy to assess the risk of projected sea level rise over the medium to long term and to propose adaption measures to mitigate impacts.
28.
This list is by no means exhaustive, but highlights Council’s continued significant action to both mitigate and adapt to a changing climate, with a focus on the needs of Brisbane’s residents. Council’s Energy and Carbon team, Water, Energy and Environmental Systems, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, is committed to exploring further ways Council can reduce its environmental impact and increase Brisbane’s climate resilience. Council will continue to undertake real and practical measures to help deliver a lower carbon future for Brisbane.

29.
A motion to make a Climate Emergency Declaration was previously considered by Council at the meeting of 30 July 2019, however, the motion was not carried. At this time Council is not of the view that a climate emergency declaration is necessary to support Council’s adaptive management approach to a changing climate.

Consultation
30.
As this petition relates to a citywide issue, and makes no reference to a specific ward, Councillor Fiona Cunningham, Chair, Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, was consulted and supports the recommendation.

31.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Jared Cassidy and Steve Griffiths dissenting. 

32.
RECOMMENDATION:

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

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA20/13374
Thank you for your petition requesting Council make a climate emergency declaration.

Council appreciates the concerns you have raised regarding recent drought and bushfires and acknowledge this has been an extremely difficult year for many Australian communities. Prior to Christmas, Council donated $100,000 on behalf of residents to charities supporting the bushfire response, as well as another $100,000 to help families affected by the ongoing drought.

While individual councils cannot solve the global climate challenge on their own, local governments can take action to limit their operational impact and encourage and support residents and businesses to do the same. Council has been a leader in sustainability practices for more than 20 years and continues to invest significantly in measures which aim to both mitigate and adapt to the potential impacts of climate change including the following.
-
The purchase of 100% renewable energy between July 2010 and June 2016, in addition to offsetting emissions from all fuel used by Council.
-
Council achieved carbon neutrality in February 2017 and was formally certified under the National Carbon Offset Standard Carbon Neutral Program in January 2018. This means Council’s greenhouse emissions are net zero, which is achieved through the delivery of emissions reduction projects and the purchase of renewable energy and carbon offsets. Council is Australia’s largest certified carbon neutral organisation.
-
As a proud member of the Cities Power Partnership, Council has pledged to increase renewable energy systems on Council facilities, progress energy efficiency projects within Council, encourage sustainable transport, and implement educational and behaviour change programs internally and in the community. The delivery of a significant program of lighting upgrades since 2014, including light emitting diode (LED) upgrades at the Story Bridge, South Bank Parklands, Roma Street Parkland, Council’s two public parking stations and a number of our depots and workshops. Council was one of the first local governments in Australia to deliver a major streetlighting retrofit program (25,000 lights installed across Brisbane) and is currently undertaking LED upgrades of Brisbane’s bikeways and parks.
-
In the last four years, Council has installed solar power systems on the Brisbane Powerhouse, some bus depots, resource recovery centres and libraries. Council has now installed more than 1,500 kilowatts of solar systems on facilities across Brisbane.
-
Council continues to invest significantly in promoting emissions-free active travel. This includes the development of cycle paths across Brisbane and Council’s CityCycle service, which is also operated by a carbon neutral company.
-
Council will introduce a new fleet of 60 high-capacity electric Metro vehicles. Rather than hundreds of buses travelling into the CBD, they will link with high-capacity and high‑frequency Metro services running along dedicated busways. That means a greater public transport network with more available buses for the suburbs and less bus congestion in the inner city.
-
Council’s sustainability agency, CitySmart, delivers a range of programs to help residents and businesses reduce energy use, emissions and waste and to promote more efficient use of resources.
-
The Lord Mayor’s Community Sustainability and Environmental Grants Program assists in funding energy efficiency and solar system installations at non-profit community facilities across Brisbane.
-
Council continues to purchase and restore ecologically significant land to reach a target of 40% natural habitat cover and wildlife corridors across Brisbane. Council has been accelerating the purchase of significant habitat through the Bushland Acquisition Program and has recently achieved the goal of protecting 750 hectares of land between 2016 and 2020. Council has secured 752 hectares since 2016.
-
Council is working to achieve 50% shade cover for footpaths and bikeways in residential areas by 2031. To assist in achieving this target, Council’s Neighbourhood Shadeways program focuses on planting new trees in centres, growth nodes along selected public transport corridors and residential areas identified with less than 30% tree cover by suburb.
-
Council developed flood modelling (sea level rise, river and estuarine flooding and overland flow) for the entire Brisbane local government area and currently funds the Flood Resilient Homes program in partnership with CitySmart. This program helps residents prepare for, live through and recover from the impacts of flooding with the least amount of disruption. Council also offers financial assistance for eligible homes.
-
Council is currently preparing a Coastal Hazard Adaptation Strategy to assess the risk of projected sea level rise over the medium to long term and to propose adaption measures to mitigate impacts.
This list is by no means exhaustive, but highlights Council’s continued significant action to both mitigate and adapt to a changing climate, with a focus on the needs of Brisbane’s residents. Council’s Energy and Carbon team is committed to exploring further ways Council can reduce its environmental impact and increase Brisbane’s climate resilience. Council will continue to undertake real and practical measures to help deliver a lower carbon future for Brisbane.
To ensure Council retains its focus on sustainability in our strategic planning, programs and initiatives, Council has developed two documents, Brisbane Vision 2031 and Brisbane. Clean, Green, Sustainable 2017-2031. Brisbane Vision 2031 is Council’s long-term community plan for Brisbane. It details the aspirations for Brisbane’s future and outlines ideas for achieving this vision. Should you wish to obtain further information regarding either of these documents or Council’s climate initiatives, please visit www.brisbane.qld.gov.au and search for Council’s dedicated ‘Climate Action’ webpage.

Council trusts this response has reassured you of its commitment to delivering a clean, green and sustainable future for everyone’s benefit. 

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Michael Arens, Service Delivery Manager, Energy and Carbon, Water, Energy and Environmental Systems, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, on (07) 3178 3089.
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 19 May 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 


Councillor MARX.

Councillor MARX:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair.

Councillor STRUNK:
Point of order, Mr Chair.

Chair:
Point of order to you. 

I think it’s Councillor STRUNK. 

Yes, Councillor STRUNK.

Seriatim - Clause B
	Councillor Charles STRUNK requested that Clause B, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL ASSISTANCE TO STOP THE RESIDENTS OF 30 ATHERTON CIRCUIT, FOREST LAKE, FEEDING PIGEONS AND OPERATING A BUSINESS FROM THE PROPERTY, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Chair:
Councillor MARX.

Councillor MARX:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. Look, there are a couple of questions from last week’s Committee that we unfortunately didn’t get time to answer this morning, in this morning’s Committee. So, I’m happy to take a minute to do that now. So, one of the questions we had last week was from Councillor CUMMING regarding the two park projects in Heathwood. You requested details on what was included in these projects and the budget that was allocated. They are probably questions better suited to the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee but there is some overlap in portfolios. Since you’ve asked the questions here I’m more than happy to address them.


In total expenditure on the Heathwood Park project was $1.3 million across a number of different funding sources. Work was undertaken between 2018 and 2019. It involved park safety lighting, sports field lighting, concord net replacement, park cricket facilities, a shelter for fitness equipment and a banner pole installation. The second Rotary Park project in Heathwood had a budget of $280,000 and was funded through the ward footpath and parks trust fund in two parts. The EP&S Committee approved expenditure in December 2017 and June 2018. Stage 1 involved the building of a new playground, creation of a fenced DOLA (dog off-leash area), installation of a new picnic shelter, taps and bubblers.


Stage 2 involved establishing a multi-level sandstone wall and landscaping. So, it sounds like a pretty nice park upgrade. So maybe given your keen level of interest in this particular upgrade I maybe suggest you take a drive out there to Heathwood. I’m sure Councillor OWEN would be more than happy to show you around one of her parks that she’s upgraded. The next question we’ve also had was from Councillor JOHNSTON about the crash history on which the Committee presentation was at—Beenleigh Road and Nursery Avenue intersection in Runcorn. As I mentioned at the time there was definitely a fatality.

So, the official accident data is there were eight reported crashes between January 2013 and December 2018 resulting in one fatality, two hospitalisations and five incidents requiring medical treatment. The crash data was collected by the Department of Transport and Main Road, road safety and management division based on reports generated by the QPS (Queensland Police Service). As I also mentioned at the time Beenleigh Road is one of the busiest roads through my area and it has approximately 21,000 vehicles per day.

Which leads us on to what the Committee presentation was about which was Beenleigh Road and Nursery Avenue, Runcorn. I did mention in my report last week in Committee that I wanted to pass on my thanks to the Council officers and everyone that was involved in this particular project. It was one that finished in a very timely manner. It certainly came in on budget. There was very, very little disruption to the local community. So, I’m very pleased that they did such a great job. So, on a more public note I want to pass on my congratulations to everyone involved in that presentation and that project.

There were three petitions which were brought to Committee. I’m happy to leave them for debate.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor STRUNK.

Councillor STRUNK:
Thank you, Chair. Listen I want to speak on item or Clause B, the petition that was actually lodged with Council I believe about 18 months ago. So, thank you to the new chair, Councillor MARX, for rescuing this petition. So I was—the comments I made—I didn’t support the recommendation because whilst the issue was something that I have a great deal of sympathy for, it was the fact that the recommendation that I put in was—to vote against the recommendation—was because the Council hadn’t really achieved the two items; the feeding of birds and also the transport depot being operated from this particular address.

They actually hadn’t stopped that happening. Now the recommendation said that they had curtailed the transport depot and they couldn’t find that birds were being fed. But after that came through, I checked it out with the complainant and—or the head petitioner—and found that it was still continuing. So that’s why I didn’t approve or wouldn’t endorse the recommendation. Now a bit of good news. We’ve checked in recent times—I think it was just before or just after the election—there was some mediation that went on between the head petitioner and the person or the property—the owner of the property that they were complaining against.

The outcome of that mediation was that the transport depot or the amount of trucks that were actually intersecting or interacting in that particular street was greatly reduced. Also, the birds—that they stopped feeding the birds as well. So, I was just quite astounded that it took 18 months for the petition to actually come to this Chamber. I don’t know what happened. Maybe the new chair can answer that question. But I just find that quite outstanding or unbelievable. Anyway, thank you, Chair.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor CUMMING.

Councillor CUMMING:
Thank you, Mr Chair. 

Seriatim - Clause D
	Councillor Peter CUMMING requested that Clause D, PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL TAKE ACTION TO REMOVE TWO SHIPPING CONTAINERS LOCATED ON A PROPERTY AT 85 WALNUT STREET, WYNNUM, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.


Chair:
Please continue.

Councillor CUMMING:
Item D is a petition which requests Council take action to remove two shipping containers located in a property at 85 Walnut Street, Wynnum. I have presented petitions containing 186 signatures on 27 August and 3 September last year which is nine months ago. So, it’s taken a long time for the Administration to deal with the petition. Local residents are most unimpressed with this building going on in their area. The two containers were dumped one on top of each other along the side boundary of their property.

The containers are placed close to the side boundary and affect the views of the bay of neighbours in Walnut Street and the street at the back, Cedar Street and are most concerned about this type of development, if you could call it that, occurring in the Wynnum Manly area. We’ve already put up with duplexes being built in the Wynnum Manly area, some 75 of them approved as granny flats and the builders had no intention of having any related persons living in the premises. They were advertised as dual income properties.

Then we’ve had many boarding houses built in the area which have five units but only two off-street car parking spaces required. So, I’m just interested to know what will be next with these containers. I think the next thing we will be having is an Airbnb establishment using the containers. The other insult though is the response from Council. I’ll refer you to paragraph 44. It points out the property is in the character zone precinct and covered by the traditional building character overlay in the Brisbane City Plan 2014. I’m quoting from paragraph 44.

In the Traditional building character overlay houses built in or before 1946 to be retained and any extensions or alterations are to complement the traditional building style. So, two containers dumped on top of each other are extensions or alterations which complement the traditional building style. That’s a farce, Mr Chair. Containers complement an old Queenslander? What rubbish. So, anything goes in the City of Brisbane under the laissez-faire Liberals.

Chair:
Further speakers? 

No? 


Councillor MARX.

Councillor MARX:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. Yes, I just want to address Councillor STRUNK through you, Mr Chair, regarding his petition. Just let you know Councillor STRUNK through you, Chair, that Councillor CUMMING did speak up on your behalf at that Committee meeting about that particular petition that you had put forward. I did mention that if the information was still not relevant to certainly bring it forward again to us. So, it’s very pleasing to hear that the mediation between the parties has worked. I’m delighted to hear it.

I think sometimes that’s the best way, is people kind of potentially work stuff out themselves without coming through us. But that was a really good outcome so I’m pleased to hear it. As far as Councillor CUMMING’s concern with his petition, what he was talking about, my understanding is this was done through a private certifier so there is nothing more I can add to that comment other than, that’s the way it was done. That’s all I have so thank you, Mr Chair.

Chair:
I will now put the resolution up for items A and C. 

Clauses A and C put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause A, COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – BEENLEIGH ROAD AND NURSERY AVENUE, RUNCORN, and Clause C, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL ADDRESS THE ISSUE OF AIR CONDITIONING NOISE LEVELS FROM THE BUILDING AT 8 GILLINGHAM STREET, WOOLLOONGABBA, AND ENSURE THAT ANY FURTHER DEVELOPMENT APPROVALS DO NOT ALLOW ADDITIONAL NOISE EMISSIONS, of the report of the City Standards, Community Health and Safety Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
On item B.

Clause B put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause B, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL ASSISTANCE TO STOP THE RESIDENTS OF 30 ATHERTON CIRCUIT, FOREST LAKE, FEEDING PIGEONS AND OPERATING A BUSINESS FROM THE PROPERTY, of the report of the City Standards, Community Health and Safety Committee was declared carried on the voices.
Chair:
On item D.

Clause D put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause D, PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL TAKE ACTION TO REMOVE TWO SHIPPING CONTAINERS LOCATED ON A PROPERTY AT 85 WALNUT STREET, WYNNUM, 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 – BEENLEIGH ROAD AND NURSERY AVENUE, RUNCORN
629/2019-20
1.
The Manager, Construction, Field Services, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an overview of the intersection upgrade at Beenleigh Road and Nursery Avenue, Runcorn. He provided the information below.
2.
Details of the scope of works were shared with the Committee in terms of the federally funded Black Spot Program for the Beenleigh Road and Nursery Avenue intersection in Runcorn. 

3.
Details and images of manhole and gully construction were shared with the Committee. This included stormwater gully preparation, stormwater gully completion in terms of kerb and channel, construction of a new stormwater manhole and the laying of stormwater pipes. The project also included relocation of a water main, images of which were also shown to the Committee. 

4.
Details of asphalting activities, construction activities and the construction of the bike path and footpath were shared with the Committee. Asphalting activities involved in the project included profiling and the laying of asphalt. Construction activities included installation of stormwater outlets and a stone pitched headwall. Construction of the bike path and footpath also involved ramp construction activities. 

5.
Installation of traffic signals was a part of the project, with details of the signal plan shared with the Committee. 

6. 
Images of the landscaping works were shared with the Committee. 

7.
Construction challenges included installing a tree drip zone, guardrail installation and pedestrian management. Example images of some challenges involved in completion of the project were shared with the Committee. 

8.
Project completion was achieved in April 2020. 

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

10.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL ASSISTANCE TO STOP THE RESIDENTS OF 30 ATHERTON CIRCUIT, FOREST LAKE, FEEDING PIGEONS AND OPERATING A BUSINESS FROM THE PROPERTY
CA18/1092861 
630/2019-20
11.
A petition from residents, requesting Council assistance to stop the residents of 30 Atherton Circuit, Forest Lake, feeding pigeons and operating a business from the property, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 4 December 2018, the former Lord Mayor, Councillor Graham Quirk, and received.

12.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.

13.
The petition contains 21 signatures.

14.
The petitioners raise concerns that the bird feeding activities are attracting a high number of birds to the area, resulting in issues with vermin, noise and mess from the birds defecating, and that a business is being run from the property as the occupants park and repair trucks in the front yard. 

15.
While Council has no power to stop people feeding birds, public health risks, such as activities that attract vermin, can be investigated under the Queensland Government’s Public Health Act 2005 (the PH Act). 
16.
A complaint was received by Council on 27 September 2018, reporting concerns about the residents at 30 Atherton Circuit feeding birds from their property. In response, a Council officer engaged with the residents on 15 October 2018 to make them aware a complaint had been received and remind them of their responsibilities under the PH Act. The job was subsequently closed pending further complaints.

17.
When a new complaint was received on 30 October 2018, a Council officer was assigned to review the matter, which included an inspection of the property on 23 November 2018. The officer did not observe any evidence of vermin, bird seed or food scraps to attract vermin. Therefore, it was determined a public health risk did not exist and the property was compliant with the PH Act. No further complaints have been received since 2018. As such, Council cannot take any further action in relation to this matter at this time. 

18.
In relation to the concerns raised with a home-based business being operated from the property, I can advise development in the Brisbane area is regulated by Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). Investigations regarding development compliance with this legislation is regulated by the Planning Act 2016 (the Act).

19.
After a complaint was received on 27 October 2018 about a home-based business being run from 30 Atherton Circuit, Council commenced an investigation. An inspection of the property was conducted on 12 December 2018 to determine compliance with City Plan, in accordance with the Act. The investigating officer found a transport depot was being operated from the premises. An assessment against City Plan confirmed that a transport depot in a Low density residential zone is assessable development and triggers the requirement for a Development (Planning) Approval from Council.

20.
As no approval had been granted for the property, a Show Cause Notice was issued to the property owners on 19 December 2018, requesting they make representations to Council about the matter. Representations were received on 7 February 2019. A subsequent inspection of the property on 8 February 2019, found the vehicles had been removed and the residents had ceased operating as a transport depot. Therefore, the property has been deemed compliant and the investigation is finalised.   

Consultation
21.
Councillor Charles Strunk, Councillor for Forest Lake Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation.
22.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Peter Cumming and Nicole Johnston dissenting.
23.
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: CA18/1092861

Thank you for your petition requesting Council assistance to stop the residents of 30 Atherton Circuit, Forest Lake, feeding pigeons and operating a business from the property. 

While Council has no power to stop people feeding birds, public health risks, such as activities that attract vermin, can be investigated under the Queensland Government’s Public Health Act 2005 (the PH Act). 

A complaint was received by Council on 27 September 2018, reporting concerns about the residents at 30 Atherton Circuit feeding birds from their property. In response, a Council officer engaged with the residents on 15 October 2018 to make them aware a complaint had been received and remind them of their responsibilities under the PH Act. The job was subsequently closed pending further complaints.

When a new complaint was received on 30 October 2018, a Council officer was assigned to review the matter, which included an inspection of the property on 23 November 2018. The officer did not observe any evidence of vermin, bird seed or food scraps to attract vermin. Therefore, it was determined a public health risk did not exist and the property was compliant with the PH Act. No further complaints have been received since 2018 and as such, Council cannot take any further action in relation to this matter at this time.

In relation to the concerns raised with a home-based business being operated from the property, I can advise development in the Brisbane area is regulated by Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). Investigations regarding development compliance with this legislation is regulated by the Planning Act 2016 (the Act).

After a complaint was received on 27 October 2018 about a home-based business being run from 30 Atherton Circuit, Council commenced an investigation. An inspection of the property was conducted on 12 December 2018 to determine compliance with City Plan, in accordance with the Act. The investigating officer found a transport depot was being operated from the premises. An assessment against City Plan confirmed that a transport depot in a Low density residential zone is assessable development and triggers the requirement for a Development (Planning) Approval from Council.

As no approval had been granted for the property, a Show Cause Notice was issued to the property owners on 19 December 2018, requesting they make representations to Council about the matter. Representations were received on 7 February 2019. A subsequent inspection of the property on 8 February 2019, found the vehicles had been removed and the resident had ceased operating as a transport depot. Therefore, the property has been deemed compliant and the investigation is finalised.   

Please let other petitioners know of this information.  

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Nicholas Goulter, Business Manager, Built Environment, City Standards, Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3178 5454.

Thank you for raising this matter.
ADOPTED

C
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL ADDRESS THE ISSUE OF AIR CONDITIONING NOISE LEVELS FROM THE BUILDING AT 8 GILLINGHAM STREET, WOOLLOONGABBA, AND ENSURE THAT ANY FURTHER DEVELOPMENT APPROVALS DO NOT ALLOW ADDITIONAL NOISE EMISSIONS
CA19/432388 

631/2019-20
24.
A petition from residents, requesting Council address the issue of air conditioning noise levels from the building at 8 Gillingham Street, Woolloongabba, and ensure that any further development approvals do not allow additional noise emissions, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 14 May 2019, by Councillor Jonathan Sri, and received.

25.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.

26.
The petition contains 59 signatures.

27.
Council investigates reports of excess noise from properties with a development approval which conditions noise emissions. The noise emissions from the premises were assessed against the requirements of Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). At the time, the condition required that the noise emissions from the premises comply with the noise report provided during the application process.

28.
A search of Council records confirmed three complaints had been received about excessive noise from the premises since 22 September 2018. As the initial complaint was still being investigated, the additional two complaints were added to the open investigation.

29.
City Plan contains requirements for protecting residential amenity, including minimising residents’ exposure to noise pollution through appropriate building location and design. Some of these requirements can be found in the performance and acceptable outcome 42 (PO42 and AO42) of the Multiple dwelling code.

30.
As outlined in AO42, a development is required to ensure a mechanical plant, including air‑conditioning units, are acoustically screened from nearby sensitive uses, such as a dwelling house. Where a mechanical plant is unable to be acoustically screened, the development is required to address PO42 to ensure it is located, designed and attenuated to minimise residents’ exposure to noise pollution. 

31.
The City Plan also contains guidance in the Noise impact assessment planning scheme policy. The policy provides advice for satisfying the requirements in City Plan and outlines a standard acceptable level of noise for development, including those assessed through the Multiple dwelling code.

32.
On 5 June 2019, Council undertook noise readings from affected residences. The readings found that noise emissions from the premises exceeded the maximum noise emissions permitted at night-time, as conditioned by the development approval.

33.
Consequently, Council issued a Show Cause Notice to the landowner on 19 June 2019. The notice outlines the nature of the non-compliance and allowed 20 business days for the recipient to provide representations. After this time, based on the available evidence, Council issued an Enforcement Notice on 5 November 2019 directing the landowner to submit a development application to Council by 28 February 2020.  An acoustic report was provided to Council which demonstrated compliance with the development approval conditions.

34.
Subsequent inspections in early March 2020 confirmed acoustic padding and braces to mitigate movement in high winds had been implemented. Consultation with complainants confirmed that the noise had reduced. The investigating officer also attended an affected property and directly observed that the noise had reduced, with surrounding traffic being a primary noise source. Therefore, the investigation was finalised. Should any concerns be raised with Council after this time, they will be investigated as a new complaint and will require contemporary evidence before any lawful enforcement action is taken.

Consultation
35.
Councillor Jonathan Sri, Councillor for The Gabba Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.
36.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

37.
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: CA19/432388

Thank you for your petition requesting that Council address the issue of air conditioning noise levels from the building at 8 Gillingham Street, Woolloongabba, and ensure that any further development approvals do not allow additional noise emissions

Council investigates reports of excess noise from properties with a development approval which conditions noise emissions. The noise emissions from the premises were assessed against the requirements of Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). At the time, the condition required that the noise emissions from the premises comply with the noise report provided during the application process.

A search of Council records confirmed three complaints had been received about excessive noise from 8 Gillingham Street, Woolloongabba, since 22 September 2018. As the initial complaint was still being investigated, the additional two complaints were added to the open investigation.

City Plan contains requirements for protecting residential amenity, including minimising residents’ exposure to noise pollution through appropriate building location and design. Some of these requirements can be found in the performance and acceptable outcome 42 (PO42 and AO42) of the Multiple dwelling code.

As outlined in AO42, a development is required to ensure a mechanical plant, including air‑conditioning units, are acoustically screened from nearby sensitive uses, such as a dwelling house. Where a mechanical plant is unable to be acoustically screened, the development is required to address PO42 to ensure it is located, designed and attenuated to minimise residents’ exposure to noise pollution. 

City Plan also contains guidance in the Noise impact assessment planning scheme policy. The policy provides advice for satisfying the requirements in City Plan and outlines a standard acceptable level of noise for development, including those assessed through the Multiple dwelling code.

On 5 June 2019, Council undertook noise readings from affected residences. The readings found that noise emissions from the premises exceeded the maximum noise emissions permitted at night-time, as conditioned by the development approval.

Consequently, Council issued a Show Cause Notice to the landowner on 19 June 2019. The notice outlines the nature of the non-compliance and allowed 20 business days for the recipient to provide representations. After this time, based on the available evidence, Council issued an Enforcement Notice on 5 November 2019 directing the landowner to submit a development application to Council by 28 February 2020.  An acoustic report was provided to Council which demonstrated compliance with the development approval conditions.

Subsequent inspections in early March 2020 confirmed acoustic padding and braces to mitigate movement in high winds had been implemented. Consultation with complainants confirmed that the noise had reduced. The investigating officer also attended an affected property and directly observed that the noise had reduced, with surrounding traffic being a primary noise source. Therefore, the investigation was finalised. Should any concerns be raised with Council after this time, they will be investigated as a new complaint and will require contemporary evidence before any lawful enforcement action is taken.

Please let other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Morgan Pratt, Built Environment Supervisor, City Standards, Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3178 7372.

Thank you for raising this matter. 

ADOPTED

D
PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL TAKE ACTION TO REMOVE TWO SHIPPING CONTAINERS LOCATED ON A PROPERTY AT 85 WALNUT STREET, WYNNUM
CA19/809959, CA19/828546 and CA19/836094  
632/2019-20
38.
Three petitions from residents, requesting Council take action to remove two shipping containers located on a property at 85 Walnut Street, Wynnum, was presented to the meetings of Council held on 27 August and 3 September 2019, by Councillor Peter Cumming, and received.

39.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.

40.
The petitions contain a total of 186 signatures. 

41.
Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, investigated the containers following a complaint lodged on 5 March 2019 and determined the shipping containers were assessable building work under the Planning Act 2016 and required a Development (Building) Approval (BA).

42.
Council issued a Show Cause Notice and Enforcement Notice requiring the property owner to obtain a BA or restore, as far as practicable, the property to the condition it was prior to when building works commenced.

43.
A subsequent search of records and inspection of the property on 27 August 2019 confirmed a BA was granted by a private building certifier on 7 June 2019 for the construction of a secondary dwelling, using the shipping containers. Therefore, the Enforcement Notice was complied with.

44.
The property is in the Character zone precinct and covered by the Traditional building character overlay in Brisbane City Plan 2014. In the Traditional building character overlay, houses built in or before 1946 are to be retained and any extensions or alterations are to complement the traditional building style. 

45.
When determining the level of assessment for any development, the zone and the overlays relevant to the land are considered. In this case, the buildings are standing separately at the back of the existing house and do not require prior demolition work. Therefore, the proposal meets the description of accepted exempt development.

Consultation
46.
Councillor Peter Cumming, Councillor for Wynnum Manly Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation.
47.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillors Peter Cumming and Nicole Johnston dissenting.

48.
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: CA19/809959, CA19/828546 and CA19/836094
Thank you for your petitions requesting that Council take action to remove two shipping containers at 85 Walnut Street, Wynnum.

Compliance and Regulatory Services investigated the containers following a complaint lodged on 5 March 2019 and determined the shipping containers were assessable building work under the Planning Act 2016 and required a Development (Building) Approval (BA).

Council issued a Show Cause Notice and Enforcement Notice requiring the property owner to obtain a BA or restore, as far as practicable, the property to the condition it was, prior to when building works commenced.

A subsequent search of records and inspection of the property on 27 August 2019 confirmed a BA was granted by a private building certifier on 7 June for the construction of a secondary dwelling, using the shipping containers. Therefore, the Enforcement Notice was complied with.

The property is in the Character zone precinct and covered by the Traditional building character overlay in Brisbane City Plan 2014. In the Traditional building character overlay, houses built in or before 1946 are to be retained and any extensions or alterations are to complement the traditional building style. 

When determining the level of assessment for any development, the zone and the overlays relevant to the land are considered. In this case, the buildings are standing separately at the back of the existing house and do not require prior demolition work. Therefore, the proposal meets the description of accepted exempt development.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Matthew Wighton, Built Environment Supervisor, Built Environment, Compliance and Regulatory Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3027 4309.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information. 
ADOPTED

COMMUNITY, ARTS AND NIGHTTIME ECONOMY COMMITTEE 

Councillor Vicki HOWARD, Chair of the Community, Arts and Nighttime Economy Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Sandy LANDERS, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 19 May 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 


Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I will be very quick. Last week we had a presentation from Council’s Manager of Customer Services on the work that our business hotline does to support businesses in Brisbane. We heard also that the business hotline manages the lighting of our Council assets and also filming applications which was quite interesting for the Committee to hear some of those. I’d certainly like to take this opportunity as always to thank our fantastic teams and the incredible work they do. Mr Chair, the other item that we had was a petition requesting Council keep and protect the Sunnybank Bowls Club as a community space. I will leave the debate to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor MARX.

Councillor MARX:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. I just rise to speak very briefly on item B, the petition about requesting Council keep and protect the Sunnybank Bowls Club as a community space. Look I just want to say for the record that this was a silly political stunt by the ALP candidate. I spoke to a number of the residents who approached me about the signing of the petition. They were led to believe that the building was going to be turned into townhouses on that site. That was never, ever going to be the case. Everybody knew that. It was just silly nonsense games.

The only way that that could ever be changed into townhouses was if the State Government rezoned that site. That site is zoned for sport and rec (recreation), always has been, always will be. In fact, I just met up with officers today who were able to give me the briefing that the outdoor sporting multi-use court is now available for use. It’s on the website. Obviously unfortunately because of the COVID‑19 then no one can actually use it at the moment. So hopefully by the time summer rolls around people will be able to go onto the website, log on and book those courts for use.

As part of the upgrade there we’re looking at doing some new toilets, canteen, change sheds as well. The stage 2 is some of the inside—interior—that needed refurbishing. That was all undertaken by Council. They did the installation of accessible entry ramps, they did electrical repairs. Upgrades had to be undertaken because it was completely non-compliant. Lighting repairs and upgrades, plumbing repairs and upgrades, air conditioning repairs and upgrades, installation of smoke detectors and fire equipment and internal ceiling repairs—all of that work has already been undertaken.

Half of that community space has been used and let out to many different community groups for the past year and half since the bowling club ceased their leasing. So, to suggest that we would spend that sort of money and then allow it to be knocked down, that was just an absolute nonsense. I’m looking forward to being out there on the day when the COVID‑19 restrictions are lifted, and the LORD MAYOR comes along and we can officially open the multi-use court out there at Sunnybank Community Centre. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor GRIFFITHS.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yes, thanks, Mr Chair. I wasn’t going to speak but I couldn’t help but have to chime in after hearing that little speech. It was interesting that yes the candidate out there, John Prescott, who did a great job certainly works very hard in his local community and was very popular, did take this petition or did help support this petition. The track record of this LNP Council is appalling when it comes to bowls clubs. All we need to do is look no further than Wellers Hill Bowls Club or Tarragindi Bowls Club where Council has allowed that land to be developed and not just into townhouses, but a high-rise development.

There’s been no saving of that land. There’s been—I was just astounded to hear how much is being spent on that bowls club in Councillor MARX’s ward. There’s been no money invested in the bowls club. It has just been that Council—Council, not the State, has allowed that land to be used for a private development. They’ve allowed that facility to be lost to the city.

Chair:
Councillor GRIFFITHS, I appreciate the point you’re trying to make but this is a petition about Sunnybank. 

I know you’re—

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
I agree and I’m coming back to the point, Mr Chair.

Chair:
—but can I bring you back to Sunnybank please.

Councillor GRIFFITHS:
Yeah, I come back to the point about the amount of money spent at Sunnybank and the fact that we have the Chair of City Standards telling us the standard she received in her ward. Well I hope that standard is going to be delivered in every other ward to every other community facility like she has received. Thank you, Mr Chair.

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I just want to speak briefly as well on this item B, the petition requesting Council keep and protect the Sunnybank Bowls Club. As I was sitting in this Committee last week, Mr Chair, I was actually quite—you know, pleasantly surprised about the level of investment in this particular bowls club. It reminded me a lot of the situation at Cannon Hill Bowls Club which is now in Councillor ATWOOD’s ward but last year was in my ward. Very similar circumstances there where the lease was surrendered. Extensive work was required to be done.

I had a number of conversations with Council officers about the opportunity to turn these bowls clubs into community centres, exactly what has been done here at Sunnybank Hills. I think that this demonstrates exactly what Council can do when there is a willingness and a capital expenditure to match, let alone I have no idea how much—I’d be interested to know—all of these extensive upgrades that were undertaken, what the cost of that was.

We did find out in the Committee meeting today that the synthetic field alone was a $1 million investment from Council in addition to all of these other works which we have heard about—installation of accessible entry ramps, electrical repairs and upgrades, lighting repairs, plumbing repairs, air conditioning repairs, smoke detectors, internal ceiling repairs. In the case of Cannon Hill there was some upgrades undertaken but then it was put out to lease which meant that many smaller community organisations in my community lost the opportunity to have a space where they could go to and utilise as effectively what is a Council managed facility.

I think this is a really good use of Council facilities. I think that it enables a lot of the smaller groups to have the opportunity to, as I said, have somewhere to go. I think that this would be an excellent example to roll out to other parts of the city. I’d love to see Council putting up the capital investment to do that. I’d love to see more bowling greens where possible turned into synthetic surfaces to save these clubs money as well as the use for other sports like badminton, soccer and for practicing ball skills. There’s just so much opportunity here.

So, look I support the outcome of the petition and I think that it could, as Councillor GRIFFITHS has said, have gone a very different way. But here we will see in the upcoming budget whether or not these types of commitments are rolled out in non-LNP areas, Mr Chair. Thank you.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor HOWARD.

Councillor HOWARD:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I would like to respond to some of the debate through you and through you, Mr Chair, to Councillor MARX to thank her for her comments. In fact, we actually had a presentation in Committee this morning about the synthetic turf that is part of that upgrade. Everybody was very impressed with that, including Councillor COOK. So, I would just like to correct the record a little bit though on the Cannon Hill Bowls Club. It was put out to tender due to the community demand out that way. It was something that has been worked through with the Council officers.

So, through you, Mr Chair, every site is different. We work very closely with the Councillor to work out what it is that is required for that community need. So, I see lots of laughter on the Zoom which is really good that you can see everyone. But can I just say that Councillor MARX worked really, really hard for her community and the outcome is amazing and fantastic. So, I look forward to working with each and every Councillor within the Chamber to make sure that all of our community clubs get the level of attention that they all deserve and which as the Chair of that Committee, I am committed to achieving. So, thank you, Mr Chair.

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
I will now put the resolution. 

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 – BUSINESS HOTLINE
633/2019-20
1.
The Manager, Customer Services, Lifestyle and Community Services, attended the meeting to provide an update on Council’s Business Hotline. He provided the information below.
2.
Council’s Business Hotline provides the following services: 

-
a 24/7 business hotline (133 BNE) 

-
a Tier 2 level (Tier 2) which provides a client-managed and specialised service for business permits, filming approvals, festivals and events and city activation. 

3.
Tier 2 is a client-managed service answering complex business enquiries, facilitating a variety of licensing applications and responding to customers selling goods and services to Council. The most common enquiries include food business, advertising signs, filming applications, festival and event applications, and lighting up Council assets, such as the Story and Victoria bridges. Tier 2 also provides support at business forums including Talk to a Planner and the Lord Mayor’s Small Business Forum. 

4.
The Festival and Events Liaison Office (FELO) works as a single point of contact with small and large scale event organisers to coordinate all Council permits and bookings including park bookings, event permits and road closures. FELO supported 254 events in 2018-19. FELO coordinates site meetings, key stakeholder meetings, post-event reviews and works with areas across Council and event organisers to ensure safe and compliant events, while implementing process improvements and efficient application processes. 

5.
The Filming Approvals Liaison Office (FALO) is dedicated to helping the film industry apply for and receive the relevant permits they require to film in Brisbane, quickly and efficiently. FALO supported 431 filming applications in 2018-19. FALO assists with enquiries such as where filming can occur and gives suggestions about possible locations. FALO acts as the conduit between internal stakeholders to ensure a seamless experience for the customer. 
6.
City Activations processes requests for approvals to light up Council assets and hang banners from approved locations across Brisbane. In 2018-19, City Activations:
-
supported 136 organisations by lighting up Council assets
-
activated the Story Bridge and Victoria Bridge for 326 nights
-
hung 148 bridge and overpass banners for more than 75 organisations
-
recently worked with Queensland Government counterparts to arrange for Council and State assets to be lit green in a joint show of support for our health professionals. 

7.
The Business Hotline has been working proactively with businesses during COVID-19 to ensure they are aware of the additional support Council is offering, such as fee relief and options for operating on Council land. The Business Hotline has also been working with small business owners, particularly in the food industry, in the restructuring of their business models e.g. more mobile food and takeaway options, in addition to assisting applicants with the requirements to manage any cancelled or postponed events and filming consents. 

8.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Manager for his informative presentation.
9.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.

ADOPTED

B
PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL KEEP AND PROTECT THE SUNNYBANK BOWLS CLUB AS A COMMUNITY SPACE


CA18/960420
634/2019-20
10.
A petition from residents, requesting Council keep and protect the Sunnybank Bowls Club as a community space, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 23 October 2018, by Councillor Steve Griffiths, and received. 

11.
The Divisional Manager, Lifestyle and Community Services, provided the following information.

12.
The petition contains 98 signatures. 

13.
The facility, located at 65 Gager Street, Sunnybank, opened in 1955 and is located on Queensland Government reserve land that has been in trust to Council since September 2008. The Sunnybank Bowls Club Inc. leased the facility from Council on 8 September 2008 and renewed the lease on 2 June 2009, for a 10-year term.
14.
At the Sunnybank Bowls Club Inc. annual general meeting held on 22 September 2018, members voted to end the lease with Council on 31 October 2018.
15.
Council is committed to maintaining community access to the Sunnybank Community Centre (formerly the Sunnybank Bowls Club). It is now being managed by Council’s Community Halls team, Community Facilities and Venues, Lifestyle and Community Services, and is currently available for regular and casual hire as a community space.
16.
As of February 2020, and prior to cancellations due to COVID-19 impacts, two community groups, Brisbane Tongan Community Inc and Evergreen Community Inc, were using the space one day each per week under permit agreements. Other regular community hall hirers are the Providence Presbyterian Church, Stampin' Daze Rubber Stamp Club Inc, Sunnybank Seido Karate, Community Weight Loss Challenge and the Brisbane Chinese Line Dance Inc.
17.
The following upgrade works have been completed since Council’s Community Halls team started managing Sunnybank Community Centre in December 2018:

-
installation of accessible entry ramps and PWD parking spaces
-
electrical repairs and upgrades to remove non-compliant wiring throughout the hall
-
lighting repairs and upgrades including emergency lighting
-
plumbing repairs and upgrades
-
air conditioning repairs and upgrades
-
installation of smoke detectors and fire equipment
-
internal ceiling repairs.

18.
Work is currently underway to convert the external garage/shed into new sports amenities with accessible toilets and canteen to service the synthetic sports field.
Consultation
19.
Councillor Kim Marx, Councillor for Runcorn Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.


Customer impact
20.
Customers will be able to continue to use the facility for community events and activities.
21.
The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed.

22.
RECOMMENDATION:

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

Draft Response

Petition Reference: CA18/960420

Thank you for your petition requesting Council keep and protect the Sunnybank Bowls Club as a community space. 

Council is committed to maintaining access to the Sunnybank Community Centre (formerly the Sunnybank Bowls Club) for existing users and other community organisations that may wish to use the facility. The outdoor area is also proposed to be used to support outdoor activities and events. 

If you are interested in hiring the Sunnybank Community Centre, you are welcome to contact Council’s Community Halls team, Community Facilities and Venues, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3407 0811.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information. 

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Belinda Miller, Community Halls Operations Manager, Community Facilities and Venues, Lifestyle and Community Services, on (07) 3403 5465.

Thank you for raising this matter. 

ADOPTED

FINANCE, ADMINISTRATION AND SMALL BUSINESS COMMITTEE

Councillor Adam ALLAN, Chair of the Finance, Administration and Small Business Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Steven HUANG, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 19 May 2020, be adopted.

Chair:
Is there any debate? 


Councillor ALLAN.

Councillor ALLAN:
Thank you, Mr Chair. In the Committee we had a presentation on the local procurement update in particular and how our local procurement works at a high level. The outline was provided of the procurement policy and plan. It sort of gives a high level overview of how we go about procurement. There was also a section there that outlined the context and scale of Council’s procurement activities. One of the headline numbers is that procurement spend is about $1.3 billion per annum, so obviously a very significant function within Council.

It also provided some oversight on the practices that they adopt in terms of procuring services and products under $250,000 and over $250,000 and how there is a very heavy focus on supporting local business. It also outlined a number of the successes they’d had in the procurement space and also some of the opportunities. There’s a lengthy list of opportunities in the report for us today. In addition to the procurement presentation we had a report on the bank and investment report from March 2020. I’ll leave further debate to the Chamber.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


I see no further speakers. 


Councillor ALLAN, further comments?

Councillor ALLAN:
All good.

Chair:
I’ll put the resolution. 

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the Finance, Administration and Small Business Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows(
ATTENDANCE:
Councillor Adam Allan (Chair), Councillor Steven Huang (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Lisa Atwood, Angela Owen, Jonathan Sri and Charles Strunk.
A
COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – LOCAL PROCUREMENT UPDATE
635/2019-20
1.
The Chief Procurement Officer, Strategic Procurement Office, Organisational Services, attended the meeting to provide a local procurement update. He provided the information below.
2.
The Committee was provided background on the Procurement Policy and Plan with the target for local procurement spend, the strategy for low dollar procurement and the strategy for high dollar procurement.

3.
Council’s annual procurement spend is approximately $1.3 billion. The figure for this financial year, up to March 2020, consists of more than $950 million, more than 4,000 vendors with 79% local suppliers and $3.4 million with social enterprises. There were 372 contracts awarded out of tendering processes, with 76% awarded to local businesses.

4.
When seeking and/or evaluating quotes reasonably estimated to be worth less than $250,000, preference will be applied to local suppliers, in Brisbane, then South East Queensland, and then Queensland. For purchases estimated to be worth $250,000 or more, a local weighting of up to 30% may be applied to the non-price score.

5.
Council is looking at other opportunities including: 

- 
supplier experience – by introducing a user-friendly supplier portal (tender submissions, self‑service, etc), issuing tender results sooner and rapid, pragmatic feedback to unsuccessful bidders

-
supplier outreach – through maintaining supplier forums, COVID-19 safe formats and offering supplier recognition (e.g. program/scheme)

-
data (foundational) – supplier diversity, performance, knowledge
-
contract planning for local businesses (e.g. work package sizes)

-
forms of contracts – reduce the size of suite, simplify for suppliers
-
increase use of P-cards for lower value procurements
-
removing barriers for first-time suppliers to Council.

6.
Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Chair thanked the Chief Procurement Officer for his informative presentation. 

7.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED

B
COMMITTEE REPORT – BANK AND INVESTMENT REPORT – MARCH 2020


134/695/317/1028

636/2019-20
8.
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 27 March 2020.

9.
During the March period, total Council funds held by banks and investment institutions (per general ledger) decreased by $111 million to $283.4 million excluding trusts (Ref: 1.4 in the Bank and Investment Report). The net decrease is predominantly due to the quarterly debt service payments of $37.5 million and $44 million net repayment to the working capital facility with Queensland Treasury Corporation.

10.
Council funds as at 27 March 2020 held by bank and investment institutions (per statements) totalled $289 million (Ref: 2.4 and 3.1 in the Bank and Investment Report). The investment variance relates to timing differences between transactions recorded in the general ledger and those reflected in the bank statements.

11.
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.
12.
Surplus funds are invested daily with approved counterparties.

13.
RECOMMENDATION:

THAT THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE REPORT, as submitted on file, BE NOTED. 
ADOPTED

PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS:

Chair:
Councillors are there any petitions? 


Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Yes, thank you, Mr Chair. I have a petition signed by 1,216 signatories to save our sporting and community clubs.

Chair:
Councillor TOOMEY.

Councillor TOOMEY:
Thank you, Chair. I have a petition from 30 residents in Ashgrove requesting Council relocate a Telstra tower.

Chair:
Any further—I can’t see any further petitions. 


May I please have a resolution to accept those?

637/2019-20
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

	CA20/554633
	Kara Cook
	Requesting Council provide an immediate financial rescue package for struggling sporting and community clubs and specifically, financial support for ongoing utility costs and maintenance.

	CA20/554734
	Steven Toomey
	Residents objecting to a proposed telecommunication tower upgrade in Killawarra Road, Ashgrove, and for it to be deployed to a more suitable location away from residential areas.


GENERAL BUSINESS:

Chair:
Councillors are there any matters of general business? 

Are there any statements required as a result of the Councillor Conduct Review Panel Order? 

Are there any matters of general business? 


Councillor COOK.

Councillor COOK:
Thank you, Mr Chair. I will only speak briefly tonight. But I wanted to acknowledge the passing of a long-serving Council employee, Mr John Niukkanen, who passed away on 17 March 2020. John had been battling illness in recent times, but his passing has come as a surprise to many including his friends and colleagues in the east region where he was the Parks Co-ordinator. I was only very recently made aware of John’s passing and I wanted to read a brief statement by one of his colleagues into the Council record.


It says, John worked at Council for 44 years and 10 months. He was highly regarded by his Council colleagues and the many elected representatives he worked with during his career. His knowledge of our parks was second none and I understand that people from all over the city would call John for his opinion on anything park related. John’s frequent response to park related questions was well known to be first, second and third, no with the rationale always being best use and care of the park. He could eventually respond with a considered yes if the work was meritorious. His wealth of knowledge within the parks area at east region is incomparable and his legacy will live on for a very long time.


Mr Chair, I always found John to be respectful. He had incredible knowledge that extended across many Council areas. I enjoyed doing our Council park tours and his long running commentary about the history of many sites across my local area. As a Council employee of almost 45 years I think it is appropriate and important to recognise his service tonight. I ask all Councillors to keep John, his family, friends and colleagues in their thoughts. Thank you.

Councillor interjecting.
Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor ADAMS.

DEPUTY MAYOR:
Thank you, Mr Chair. Look I just would like to reiterate exactly what Councillor Kara COOK said. It was very, very sad to hear of the passing of Mr John Niukkanen, as she mentioned had been in Council for 45 years. I had a very close working relationship with him for 12 years, as he did with my mother for the 12 years that she was Councillor in the east suburbs as well. There is nothing that John did not know about parks in Brisbane, let alone RSLs which was his absolute specialty. He will be sorely missed. They are enormous shoes to fill. 

Vale John Niukkanen.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


Councillor CASSIDY.

Councillor CASSIDY:
Thanks, Chair. I speak tonight and make a few remarks about Sorry Day—National Sorry Day—which falls today, 26 May 2020. Today we remember and reflect on the mistreatment of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people who were forcibly removed from their families and communities to be raised in homes or adopted or fostered out to white families. Today marks 23 years since the Bringing Them Home report which was the result of a government inquiry into past policies where it was estimated over 100,000 Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander children were forcibly removed from their families and their communities.

These children were forced to stop learning their language and culture. The first National Sorry Day was held in 1998, 12 months on from the tabling of the Bringing Them Home Report in the federal parliament. National Sorry Day is a day to acknowledge and reflect on the deep hurt and trauma caused by these policies and the intergenerational trauma which still impacts on Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander families, communities and people to this day. This is an important truth-telling about Australia’s history where from the 1800s right through to as recently as 1970 the government was removing Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander children from their families, taking them from their family culture and their land.

Here in Brisbane in 1997, the Brisbane City Council led by then Lord Mayor Jim Soorley, churches and local Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander communities began a series of events called Kul-gun Da ‘Lo-bol’ pa—the journey home, to recognise the stolen generation. Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander elders led a procession to City Hall where they were formally welcomed by the Lord Mayor. Cultural and historical ceremonies were conducted to mark the starting of a healing process. That year Lord Mayor Jim Soorley instigated the installation of commemorative Sorry Day plaques in Brisbane parks as a mark of respect, apology and remembrance to the stolen generations.

These locations on or near sites where the stolen generations were removed to—Orleigh Park at West End; Pandanus Point, Wynnum Foreshore, Teralba Park at Everton Park; Kalinga Park, Nundah; the Sherwood Arboretum at Sherwood and in King George Square in Brisbane CBD. Each year we gather at these locations for National Sorry Day to have special ceremonies for remembrance and reflection. However, this year of course COVID-19 has presented a significant challenge. We would normally gather for Sorry Day ceremonies in places like King George Square and Kalinga Park, somewhere I’ve been each and every year I’ve been a Councillor.

But this year is of course different but no less important. Since 1998 the Noonga Reconciliation Group has hosted National Sorry Day ceremonies in Kalinga Park. This year that group has created a virtual Sorry Day ceremony. I certainly encourage Councillors and members of the community to join in that ceremony where you’re able to. That is all available on their YouTube channel. With Council support they’ve also developed educational resources called Towards a Just and Harmonious Future with local historical perspective on National Sorry Day.

If we are to heal the damage and hurts of the past we need to come together to listen to Australia’s first nation voices and recognise the facts and engage in a truth-telling about our history. An important step for that genuine and ongoing reconciliation is for voice, treaty and truth as contained in the Uluru Statement from the Heart. It was around a year ago, just under a year ago, that this Council supported this important movement which is something I’m certainly very proud of to be a Councillor of a Council that has done that.

The very best tribute to those who had laid such significant groundwork is to continue to push for greater progress towards genuine reconciliation. Thank you.

Councillor interjecting.

Chair:
Further speakers? 


I see no further speakers. 

I declare the meeting closed. 

Good night. 

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 (received on 18 May 2020)

Q1.
When was the last time the Planning and Guidance sub-committee of the Establish and Coordination Committee met?
Q2.
How many meetings of the Planning and Guidance sub-committee of the Establish and Coordination Committee were held in 2019?

Q3.
How many meetings of the Planning and Guidance sub-committee of the Establish and Coordination Committee have been held in 2020 to date?

Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston (received on 19 May 2020)

Q1.
Please provide a list by street name and suburb of road resurfacing completed or scheduled for completion this financial year that are not listed in Schedule 2.1.3.1 in the 2019-20 Budget?

Q2.
$488,000 was allocated for footpath reconstruction on Ipswich Rd, Annerley in the 2019-20 Council Budget. Please provide a breakdown of Budget expenditure under the following categories:

(i) engineering planning and design costs;
(ii) service relocation costs;

(iii) new footpath and ramp construction and material costs;

(iv) staffing and/or employment costs;

(v) unexpended funds;

(vi) other.

Q3.
$167,000 was allocated to a sea and river wall rehabilitation project at Jolimont St, Sherwood in the 2019-20 Council Budget. What work if any has been done on the project and how much funding has been spent to date? When is the project planned for completion?

Q4.
$463,000 was allocated for stormwater drainage rehabilitation in the 2018‑19 Council Budget but not completed and rolled over in the 2019‑20 Budget. How much of the funding has been expended and is further work still required as part of the scope of works to complete the project?

Q5.
$198,000 was allocated to a congestion busting project for Ipswich Rd, Annerley in the 2019-2020 Council Budget. What work if any has been done on the project and how much funding has been spent to date?

Submitted by Councillor Steve Griffiths (received on 21 May 2020)

Q1.
Please advise the daily traffic count for the following:

	Street
	Daily Count

	Sylvan Rd, Toowong (at Kate St)
	

	Kate St, Toowong
	

	Riding Rd, Hawthorne (at Pashen St)
	

	Pashen St, Morningside
	



Q2.
Please advise the daily traffic count at peak travel times for the following:
	Street
	Peak Travel Count

	Sylvan Rd, Toowong (at Kate St
	

	Kate St, Toowong
	

	Riding Rd, Hawthorne (at Pashen St)
	

	Pashen St, Morningside
	


Q3.
Please advise the number of pedestrian movements across the following zebra (pedestrian) crossings, and the number of reported collisions involving pedestrians at these locations:
	Location
	Pedestrian Movement
	Reported Collisions

	Sylvan Rd, Toowong (near Kate St)
	
	

	Riding Rd, Hawthorne (near Pashen St)
	
	


Q4.
How many individual clients has the Homeless connect team interacted with in the field in the following financial years: (please do not include the one day event held in the show grounds):

(i) 2017/18

(ii) 2018/19

(iii) 2019/20

Q5.
In the 2019/20 financial year how many individual clients has the Homeless connect team interacted with in each month to date? Please provide figures for each individual month.
Q6.
Has there been an increase in the 2019/20 budget for 5.4.1.4 Homeless Connect above the budget amount of $258,000 this financial year?
Q7.
Has there been an increase in the 2019/20 budget for 5.4.1.4 Homelessness and affordable housing above the budget amount of $1,152,000 this financial year?
Q8.
Has there been an increase in the 2019/20 budget for 5.4.1.4 Housing Support Program above the budget amount of $24,000 this financial year?

Q9.
How many trips have been recorded in City Cycle use in the following financial years:

(i) 2018/19

(ii) 2019/20

Q10.
How many memberships are there in the City Cycle program from the following financial years:

(i) 2018/19

(ii) 2019/20

Q11.
Of all the memberships for 2019/20, how many of these are free for Council staff?

Q12.
Currently how many individual Council employees are there?

Q13.
Currently how many full-time Council employees are there?

Q14.
On June 1st of 2019 how many individual Council employees were there?

Q15.
On June 1st of 2019 how many Council employees were full-time?

Q16.
Please advise how many Brisbane households have general rubbish bins?

Q17.
Please advise the total tonnes of waste from residential general rubbish bins that have been collected in the last twelve months?

Q18.
Please advise how many Brisbane households have recycling bins?

Q19.
Please advise the total tonnes of waste from residential recycling bins that have been collected in the last twelve months?

Q20.
Please advise how many Brisbane households have green waste recycling service bins?

Q21.
Please advise the total tonnes of waste from green waste recycling service bins that have been collected in the last twelve months?

Q22.
Please provide the total amount of carry-overs from the 2019-2020 financial year to the 2020-2021 financial year, for each of the following Council Budget programs:-

· Transport for Brisbane

· Infrastructure for Brisbane

· Clean, Green and Sustainable City

· Future Brisbane

· Lifestyle and Community Services

· Customer Service

· Economic Development

· City Governance

Q23.
Please provide the details of projects which are being carried over from the 2019-2020 financial year to the 2020-2021 financial year, including the specific project and cost, for each of the following Council Budget programs:-

· Transport for Brisbane

· Infrastructure for Brisbane

· Clean, Green and Sustainable City

· Future Brisbane

· Lifestyle and Community Services

· Customer Service

· Economic Development 

· City Governance

Q24.
Please provide the details of the total communications budget for the 2019‑2020 financial year for each of the following Council Budget programs:-

· Transport for Brisbane

· Infrastructure for Brisbane

· Clean, Green and Sustainable City

· Future Brisbane

· Lifestyle and Community Services

· Customer Service

· Economic Development 

· City Governance

Q25.
Please provide details of how many buses will be retired from the Council fleet during the 2019-2020 year, both the specific number of buses and the number in rigid equivalent buses.

Q26.
Please provide the complete list of streets (including suburb) for the 1,492 footpath maintenance jobs that were completed between 1 May 2019 and 1 April 2020, including the type of maintenance.  

Q27.
Please provide the total number of streets with a concrete footpath.

Q28.
Please provide the total number of streets without a concrete footpath.

Q29.
Please provide a list of outstanding petitions lodged with Council in 2018 which have not yet come to the relevant Committee for decision, including the name of the relevant Council Committee. 

Q30.
Please provide a list of outstanding petitions lodged with Council in 2019 which have not yet come to the relevant Committee for decision, including the name of the relevant Council Committee.

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 19 May 2020)

Q1.
Please provide a list of SCIP projects by name that are paying the Benefitted Area fee (or equivalent) and the percentage contributed by local businesses to the project?
A1.
Details of the Benefitted Area levy are contained within Council’s Annual Plan and Budget.
Q2.
Please provide a list of Village Precinct Project by name that are paying the Benefitted Area fee (or equivalent) and the percentage contributed by local businesses to the project?

A2.
Details of the Benefitted Area levy are contained within Council’s Annual Plan and Budget.
Q3.
Please provide a list by name of SCIP, Village Precinct Projects or predecessors that are not paying the Benefitted Area fee (or equivalent)?

A3.
Details of the Benefitted Area levy are contained within Council’s Annual Plan and Budget. Any area not listed within the Budget is not paying the levy.
Q4.
A number of new executive level contracts were approved at the E&C meeting held on 27 April 2020. Do the contracts contain any provisions for salary increases over the next two years? If so, what is the percentage for each year of the contract?

A4.
The executive contracts approved at the Establishment and Coordination meeting of 27 April 2020 have a standard clause for an annual market review. There is no guarantee of an increase to the executive’s remuneration and the contract does not commit to a percentage increase for each year of the contract. 

The Lord Mayor’s recent announcement that there will be no increase to remuneration for two years will apply to all executive contracts.

Submitted by Councillor Steve Griffiths (from meeting on 19 May 2020)

Q1. Please detail how many playground projects planned for the 2019-2020 financial year are delayed due to supply chain issues.

A1.
Three.
Q2. Please provide a detailed list of the locations of each of the playground projects planned for the 2019‑2020 financial year which are delayed due to supply chain issues. 

A2.
-
Nudgee Beach Reserve, Nudgee Beach 

-
Decker Park, Brighton

-
Franquin Crescent Park, Kuraby

Q3. Please advise how much funding has CitySmart Pty Ltd received from Brisbane City Council in the 2019-2020 financial year.

A3.
In the 2019-20 financial year, CitySmart received $3,513,770.00 from Council towards annual operations and events, including the Flood Resilient Homes Program agreement.
Q4. Please detail how much has CitySmart Pty Ltd received in sponsorships (other than Brisbane City Council) in 2019-2020 financial year.

A4.
As at April 2020, the total estimated sponsorship fees received by CitySmart Pty Ltd was $41,625.
Q5. Please provide a detailed list all Brisbane City Council events or activities delivered by CitySmart Ltd during the 2019-2020 financial year, including the cost for each event.

A5.


	Event Name
	Event Date
	Total Cost

	Green Heart Fair - Carindale
	9 September 2019
	$250,000 ex GST

	Victoria Park Party
	22 September 2019
	$58,770 ex GST

	Greener Suburbs – Greenslopes
	13 October 2019
	$10,450 ex GST

	Cleaner Suburbs Awards
	17 October 2019
	$50,000 ex GST

	Clean Up Australia Day
	1 March 2020
	$42,000 ex GST


Q6. Please provide the amount Brisbane City Council charged for each of these events delivered by CitySmart Ltd during the 2019-2020 financial year.

A6.
Free community events are held at no charge to residents.
Q7. Aside from the Brisbane City Council, please provide details of what other events or activities have been delivered by CitySmart Pty Ltd to third parties during the 2019-2020 financial year.

A7.
As part of its vision to develop and deliver innovative city sustainability solutions, CitySmart delivers engagement, education, communication, programs and services to a wide range of third parties including residents, government agencies, small-medium business and larger corporates.


CitySmart’s more substantive third-party engagements for the current year are outlined on the websites below, but is not an exhaustive list.

· Energy Savvy Families Program: https://www.energysavvy.com.au/
· CitySmart’s Corporate Partner and Green Heart Business Programs: https://www.citysmart.com.au/partners/

In most cases, continuing contractual confidentiality obligations limit the level of detail that can be provided.
Q8. Please detail how many paid staff currently work for CitySmart Pty Ltd.

A8.
13.5 FTEs.
Q9. Please detail the total in staffing costs for CitySmart Pty Ltd.

A9.
$1,459,310.
Q10. Please detail the remuneration for the CitySmart Pty Ltd Board.

A10.
Only the position of Chairperson is remunerated. $21,000 per annum.
Q11. Please detail the total cost to date of the Nothing’s Changed, Everything’s Different campaign.

A11.
$1.76 million.
Q12. Please detail the markets in which the Nothing’s Changed, Everything’s Different campaign has been aired and the dates it has aired.

A12.
Activity ran from the 24 November to 21 December 2019 through television, cinema, outdoor billboards, The Courier Mail, digitally on the Urban List, YouTube and Facebook.
Q13. Please detail the total cost of the Brisbetter campaign to date.

A13.
$3,781,619.94.
Q14. Please detail the total cost of the television advertising component of the Brisbetter campaign, including production costs.

A14.
Production: $554,475.00.


Media: $1,065,743.04.
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Council officers in attendance:

Greg Spall (Principal Council and Committee Officer)

Julie Park (Senior Council and Committee Officer)

Victor Tan (A/Senior Council and Committee Officer)

Ashleigh Mansfield (Council and Committee Officer)
Ronda Tunguz (Council and Committee Officer)
[image: image3.jpg]






[image: image4.png]


[image: image5.jpg]BRISBANE CITY

Dedicated to a better Brisbane



