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[bookmark: _Toc358025695][bookmark: _Toc169196837][bookmark: _Toc169249306]OPENING OF MEETING:

The Chair, Councillor Sandy LANDERS, opened the meeting with prayer and acknowledged the traditional custodians, and then proceeded with the business set out in the Agenda.

[bookmark: _Hlk169262499]Chair:	I declare the meeting open. 


[bookmark: _Toc169196838][bookmark: _Toc169249307]APOLOGIES:

[bookmark: _Hlk169262527]Chair:	Are there any apologies?


[bookmark: _Toc169196839][bookmark: _Toc169249308]PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:

Chair:	I would like to now call on Mr Luke Nixon, who will address the Chamber on Council’s LGBTQIA+ inclusion journey and success in the Australian Workplace Equality Index.
Luke, you can either sit or stand, whatever you’re comfortable doing. Thank you, please proceed, Mr Nixon. You have five minutes.
[bookmark: _Hlk93673431]Mr Luke Nixon – Council’s LGBTQIA+ inclusion journey and success in the Australian Workplace Equality Index 

Mr Luke Nixon:	I would also like to acknowledge the Traditional Custodians of the land on which we meet and pay my respects to the Elders, those who have passed into the Dreaming, those here today and those of tomorrow. 
My name is Luke Nixon, a proud Brisbane resident and member of the LGBTQIA+ community. I am the former Principal Inclusion Coordinator of Brisbane City Council (BCC) and former Chair of River City Pride, Council’s LGBTQIA+ employee network. When the doors of City Hall first opened in 1928, it would still be 63 years until homosexuality was decriminalised in Queensland.
	When the freshly renovated doors opened again in 2013, it would still be almost five years until we achieved marriage equality in Australia. But behind these doors, history was also made, with Brisbane City Council becoming the first local government in Queensland to publicly support marriage equality and just last year, a Lord Mayor of Brisbane for the first time, raised the rainbow flag on City Hall, alongside and in partnership with the LGBTQIA+ community of Brisbane. But this isn’t where the firsts stopped for Council, with Council in 2018, becoming the first and only local government to achieve Gold Employer Status in the LGBTQ+ Inclusion Awards, but it did not stop there. Council went on to win gold in 2019 and 2020, and was recognised in 2019 as the top government employer nationally. This was no easy feat.
	Sitting here today, I’m now proud to announce that on 31 May 2024, Council was, again, awarded Gold Employer Status at the Australian LGBTQ+ Inclusion Awards in Sydney. Congratulations on this impressive achievement. I’m proud to also announce that this year, Council was the second highest ranking government authority nationally. When we started River City Pride back in 2013, we never thought we would achieve Gold Employer Status once, let alone four times. River City Pride is now 11 years old and boasts 150 members and is still growing strong under the leadership of Sarah Tell. While these accolades in themselves are impressive, it’s the sum of hundreds of individual achievements that led to Gold Employer Status.
	While there are far too many to squeeze into today, for me my favourites are reviewing and amending dozens of policies and procedures to ensure they’re inclusive of LGBTIQ+ employees, raising over $20,000 in staff donations to Open Doors Youth Service. Training over 150 LGBTQIA+ allies, marching in uniform at the annual Brisbane Pride March and becoming the first government authority nationally to develop a Gender Affirmation Guideline. What an impressive list and that only just scratches the surface. But it’s important to note that these achievements were not possible without the dedication and commitment of countless employees.
	On that note, I’d like to give a special thank you to David Mahon, who in 2013, founded River City Pride. David, you taught me that Pride was more than just a party and that through education and training we could shift the dial. If we worked hard enough and for long enough, queer employees in Council would no longer feel afraid to bring their authentic selves to work. You truly exhibit courage to make a difference in all that you do. To Councillor Vicki HOWARD, you’ve been the staunchest ally of River City Pride and the LGBTQIA+ communities across Brisbane for many years. Without your unwavering commitment and support, Brisbane’s journey to inclusion would have been a little bit harder and perhaps a little bit slower. Thank you, Councillor HOWARD, from the bottom of my heart.
	For myself, as an employee back in 2016, marching with my colleagues and some of you, our elected representatives, at Pride, I said was a proud moment to be able to stand there and represent the city that I love and an organisation that truly reflected my values. That remains true for me eight years later, both as one of your roughly 132,000 LGBTQIA+ constituents and now as the proud winner of the Network Leader of the Year at the LGBTQ+ Inclusion Awards last month in Sydney. This award closes out a wonderful chapter in my life and career in Council. As I move on to my next chapter, working on inclusion initiatives with the Department of Infrastructure, Transport, Regional Development, Communications and the Arts—it’s a bit harder than just saying Council—I will always reflect positively on my time with Council.
	As a member of the LGBTQIA+ reference group for the Brisbane Powerhouse, I won’t, however, be going far as I turn my attentions to Melt Open, the new open‑access vessel of queer arts and culture in Brisbane, running from 23 October to 10 November 2024. But for now, every time I see the bridge lit up rainbow, every time I see the rainbow flag flying from City Hall, every time I jump on the CityPrider, or skip across the rainbow crossing at the Wickham, or borrow one of the thousands of books in the queer collection from our library, I’ll be reminded that the city I love, loves me back. Together we have really made it a better Brisbane. Thank you.
Chair:	Thank you, Mr Nixon. 
I’ll now call upon Councillor CUNNINGHAM to respond.
Response by Councillor Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Civic Cabinet Chair of the Finance and City Governance Committee

Councillor CUNNINGHAM:	Thank you, Madam Chair. Luke, firstly, I want to thank you for your presentation to the Chamber today. You can be so proud of what you have personally achieved here at Council in recent times and in your career so far. Council continues to work hard to foster a culture where diversity is valued, inclusion is intrinsic and people feel that they can bring their whole selves to work. This is cemented through our people strategy, the inclusion blueprint, the communities of inclusion and leadership here at Brisbane City Council. I know that across your 13 years at Council you’ve contributed to an incredible amount, to making our city a better place and to making our organisation a better place to work.
	Your time as the sole Chair of River City Pride saw it transform from what was just a small employee network to now a leading employee resource group which is recognised nationwide. Having now won Gold Employer Status four times, we can proudly say that we are a leading government employer in LGBTIQ+ inclusion in Australia. We are the only local government in Australia to have achieved this status. This is no small way thanks to your dedication and again, on behalf of LORD MAYOR, Adrian SCHRINNER, the Civic Cabinet and Brisbane City Council, I want to sincerely thank you from the bottom of my heart.
	I know you’ve now taken up a role with the Federal Government and I hope that you can contribute to making change at that level. On a personal level, Luke, your kindness, your warmth and your dedication is something that does stay with me and I want to thank you very much for everything you’ve done. Cheers.
Chair:	Thank you, Mr Nixon, for coming in today. 


[bookmark: _Toc169196840][bookmark: _Toc169249309]MINUTES:

[bookmark: _Hlk46928709]Chair:	I’d now like to call for confirmation of minutes please.
623/2023-24
The Minutes of the 4737 meeting of Council held on 4 June 2024, copies of which had been forwarded to each Councillor, were presented, taken as read and confirmed on the motion of Councillor Julia DIXON, seconded by Councillor Alex GIVNEY.


[bookmark: _Toc169196841][bookmark: _Toc169249310]QUESTION TIME:

[bookmark: _Hlk93673445]Chair:	Question Time. 
	Are there any questions of the LORD MAYOR or a Civic Cabinet Chair of any of the Standing Committees? 
Councillor WOLFF.
Question 1
Councillor WOLFF:	Thank you, Madam Chair. My question is to the Chair of City Planning and Suburban Renewal Committee, Councillor ALLAN. 
Councillor ALLAN, the Federal and State Governments have been caught out falling well short of their targets to build more homes. Can you please update the Chamber on some of the dire statistics coming from these reports?
Chair:	Councillor ALLAN.
Councillor ALLAN:	Thank you, Madam Chair, and thank you to Councillor WOLFF for the question. Madam Chair, it’s not just the State Government who are falling behind on their housing targets. Last week it was uncovered that the agency tasked with delivering the Federal Government’s affordable housing fund, Housing Australia, spent $24 million on external consultants and a further $6 million in executive salaries last year. $30 million and not one single house has been completed under the scheme. It is clear that the Housing Australia Future Fund will struggle to complete any new social or affordable houses within the Federal Labor’s first term, due to the lack of accredited builders eligible to work on government-funded projects.
	But Madam Chair, why is this Federal program relevant? Because Queensland, like their counterparts, has agreed to the housing targets. For Queensland, this includes 5,600 affordable and social homes to commence before 30 June 2027. On top of that figure, the State Government has also committed to delivering 53,500 new social homes by 2046. This equates to approximately 2,500 new homes per year. Many might think this target isn’t outrageous, or that it is not unreasonable for 5,600 homes to be delivered within three years, but let’s look at the State track record on building social houses. Since the 2017-18 financial year, a total of 3,220 social houses have been built, an average of about 500 homes per year.
	But those figures can’t be relied on because in the same period, they have sold 1,000 public houses and nearly 250 vacant parcels of residential land. Madam Chair, it’s evident they cannot meet the targets they have laid out for them. The Property Council recently unveiled their Stacked Against Us report, calling on the State Government to review the State’s prohibitive tax settings that continue to compound our housing supply and affordability issues. Last week Brisbane surpassed Melbourne to become the second most expensive capital city in Australia, with the median value for a house in Greater Brisbane now at almost $1 million. The Stacked Against Us report highlights that 32% of the cost of a new house and land package in Brisbane is taxes.
	In 2004, the median house price was $310,000, now 20 years later that figure alone is the cost of the taxes on a new home. But the most alarming statistic out of this report was that the State Government received $3.5 billion in transfer duty receipts alone over the last three years. $3.5 billion in three years, let that sink in. Has more money reinvested in their housing? No, none of that money has gone into housing, it certainly doesn’t appear to be the case anyway. Over the weekend, the State announced it was increasing the threshold for the first homebuyer concession on transfer duty from $500,000 to $700,000. A very similar idea was floated by the LNP in January and then rubbished by State Labor.
	Minister Scanlon took to her social media, minus her usual getup of high-vis vest and squeaky-clean hardhat, to say that a nurse who wants to buy a property for $700,000 on the northern Gold Coast won’t have to pay stamp duty, saving them $17,000. Thank goodness Minister Scanlon isn’t in the health portfolio, because I am quite sure that most registered nurses in Queensland earning approximately $85,000 per annum will not be able to afford a $700,000 property. Perhaps our nurses and teachers will be seeking a career change to the construction sector, where under Best Practice Industry Conditions they might be able to afford such a house.
	Construction costs have skyrocketed under State Labor, with exorbitant labour costs, lack of productivity and Queensland’s Big Build program, resulting in many residential projects across the city no longer being feasible or viable. While the Schrinner Council is doing what it can to encourage housing construction, the big levers are with the State Government and they are not pulling the right ones. Thank you, Madam Chair.
Chair:	Further questions? 
Councillor CASSIDY.
Question 2
Councillor CASSIDY:	Thanks, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. 
LORD MAYOR, we’ve now seen the State Government announce that they are either reducing or freezing every fee or charge as part of their cost-of-living measures, all supported by the LNP at a State level, I note. Will you freeze or reduce rates, fees and charges in tomorrow’s Council budget to assist struggling rent payers and renters?
Chair:	LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:	Thank you, Madam Chair. Well that is an interesting change of tune from the Leader of the Opposition, because it wasn’t just too long ago when Labor’s Lord Mayoral candidate was asked a question about rates. What will you do if you’re elected? The question was what’s more important to you, service delivery or keeping rates low? What do you think the answer was to that question? From the question that we’ve heard today you would expect it would be keeping rates low. But no, it wasn’t; it was service delivery. In fact it said—the Lord Mayoral candidate said if people see value for their money, then rates aren’t so much of an issue. So read between the lines, we’ll keep spending, we’ll keep spending, we’ll make big promises and we’re just going to put up your rates and you’ll be okay with that. That was the view of Labor just a few short weeks ago, the Labor leader, the would-be Lord Mayoral candidate, or would-be Lord Mayor and—
Councillor CASSIDY:	Point of order, Chair.
Chair:	Point of order, Councillor CASSIDY.
Councillor CASSIDY:	The LORD MAYOR can’t debate the question or the questioner. He’s required under the Meetings Local Law to answer the question and it was a specific question about what he is going to do.
Chair:	Yes, I don’t uphold your point of order—
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	—and I do warn Councillors—
	—Councillor COLLIER—
	—about calling out while Councillors are on their feet speaking. We remain quiet. The LORD MAYOR is answering the question.
LORD MAYOR:	Thank you, Madam Chair. It must be nice to live in The Magic Pudding world that these people live in. The fantasy land where you can promise $3.5 billion worth of commitments and somehow also freeze rates. Because this is what—
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	One moment please, LORD MAYOR. 
Councillor CASSIDY, I have already asked you to stop calling out and speaking over the top of the LORD MAYOR while he’s answering the question. All Councillors will remain quiet.
Councillor interjecting.
Chair:	Thank you, Councillor CASSIDY. 
LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:	Thank you. There was a question about what I might do in the budget tomorrow. Context is important here because what I can and can’t do in the budget depends on things like what commitments have been made in the lead up to the recent election. I can tell you we made a number of important commitments to the people of Brisbane. Very important amongst them was doing everything we can to keep the budget balanced and to keep rates low. In fact we did something that was unprecedented. Six months out from an election we went out there and said we are going to reduce spending by 10% across the board by $400 million to keep your rates down and to make sure that you don’t pay more in the future.
	What did Labor do in response to that? They opposed every single savings measure; every single sensible savings measure, they opposed. Yet the Leader of the Opposition has the temerity to get up here in the Council Chamber and then expect rates to be frozen. They didn’t promise to freeze rates in the election. What we did is we promised to keep rates as low as possible and to deliver sensible savings to keep the budget balanced. That’s exactly the budget that we’ll be delivering tomorrow. What we do know, what we do know is that we won’t be in a situation where one year we can be in surplus by $13 billion and then a stone’s throw down the track we’ll be in deficit by $3 billion, like the State Government is just about to put us.
	We’re just about to hear a textbook example of irresponsible financial management from the State Government. In the process of throwing away $10 billion, going from a $13 billion surplus to a $3 billion deficit, for cynical, political reasons. I love it when Councillor CASSIDY tries to ask me about these things and there should be more of it. You should ask more questions of me, Councillor CASSIDY, because they don’t—
Councillors interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:	I get a little bit bored in Question Time when you ask questions to everyone else except for me.
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	Councillors. Councillors.
LORD MAYOR:	I turn up for the good bits, but look, if you don’t want to ask me questions that’s up to you.
Councillors interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:	The DEPUTY MAYOR can hold her own, certainly against you, Councillor CASSIDY. But we will be delivering—
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	Councillors.
LORD MAYOR:	—our commitment to the people of Brisbane, which is to keep rates as low as possible, to deliver sensible savings, to keep the budget balanced and also to make sure we continue to deliver a record infrastructure program that keeps Brisbane moving.
Chair:	Thank you. 
	Further questions? 
Councillor PARRY.
Question 3
Councillor PARRY:	Thank you, Madam Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Transport Committee, Councillor MURPHY. 
Councillor MURPHY, last week Councillor MASSEY shared some fantasies about the Toowong to West End bridge. It was news to all of us.
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor PARRY:	Can you please set the record straight for the Chamber on who is actually responsible for this project?
Chair:	Thank you. 
	Before I call you, Councillor MURPHY, I will remind Councillors to stop calling out across the Chamber. 
Thank you, Councillor MURPHY.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Point of order.
Chair:	Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	No one was calling out, Madam Chairman.
Chair:	Councillor, it is not your place to decide that. Please resume your seat.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Well point of order, Madam Chairman. I’m raising a point of order that you’ve said no one should call out. No one called out so—
Chair:	Councillor, resume—I’m not upholding your point of order.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	—I just want to check who you think actually called out there where no one called out.
Chair:	I do not uphold your point of order.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Of course not, no one called out. It was a fantasy.
Chair:	I’ll caution you, Councillor JOHNSTON, that’s your first one. 
Councillor MURPHY.
Councillor MURPHY:	What a strong and powerful point of order that was, Madam Chair. 
	Thank you, Madam Chair, through you, Chair, to Councillor PARRY for the question. last week during Question Time we heard Councillor MASSEY pose quite a lengthy question to the LORD MAYOR about the Toowong to West End bridge. It was less of a question and it was more of a diatribe, Chair, and a rewriting of history around how green bridges came about in this city. Councillor MASSEY claimed that after years of advocacy from the Greens, this Council adopted their proposal to build a bridge between West End and Toowong, but this is wrong. History shows that LORD MAYOR Adrian SCHRINNER conceived and initiated the green bridges program when he came to office in 2019, not the Greens.
	Councillor MASSEY tried to claim that the idea was first floated by the Greens’ Mayoral candidate, Ben Pennings, at the 2016 Council election, but that’s fake news. It was this administration under former Lord Mayor, Campbell Newman, who first floated the idea of a bridge from Toowong to West End in 2010, six years earlier. But I have to give Ben Pennings credit for something. He did something very clever actually, he did the same thing as ‘big-money’ Bart Mellish did with the Gympie Road bypass tunnel. Do you know what he did? He changed the colours and he swapped some words around.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Point of order.
Councillor MURPHY:	The Greens, the Greens didn’t commit to delivering—
Chair:	One moment please, Councillor MURPHY.
Councillor MURPHY:	—the Toowong to West End green bridge—
Councillor interjecting.
Chair:	Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	The Standing Rules require people to be addressed by their appropriate titles and to my knowledge, Bart Mellish is a State Member of Parliament.
Chair:	Thank you, thank you.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Well hang on—
Chair:	Thank you, Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	—and a Minister of the government and I don’t know what big-money actually means and number two—
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	He’s quoting. Thank you, Councillor JOHNSTON. 
	Councillor MURPHY.
Councillor MURPHY:	These are cracker points of order, Madam Chair, we should keep them up. Look, so the Greens didn’t commit to delivering the—
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Point of order, Madam Chair.
Councillor MURPHY:	—the Toowong to West End green bridge.
Chair:	One moment please, Councillor MURPHY. 
	Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Firstly, the LNP Councillors have been laughing their heads off, which is clearly what you consider to be interjecting in this place. What action are you going to take against them for interjecting?
Chair:	Again, I do not uphold your point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Of course not. Okay then, how about you just address Councillor MURPHY not—
Chair:	Councillor JOHNSTON, you are not to debate that, thank you.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	—removing his comments about—
Chair:	Please resume your seat.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	How about you just address Councillor MURPHY not removing his comments about Councillor—
Chair:	That’s your second caution, Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	Councillor MURPHY.
Councillor MURPHY:	Madam Chair, it wasn’t the Toowong to West End green bridge. Do you know what they committed to deliver? The West End to Toowong green bridge, a very different and definitely not the same bridge, where they reversed the wording in the announcement to what we had said we wanted to do. Madam Chair, that is the Greens’ policy machine in action, pinching, repackaging and plagiarising other people’s ideas. Despite what we heard from Councillor MASSEY last week, we all remember when former Councillor Sriranganathan, then Lord Mayoral candidate, and the local Member Amy MacMahon campaigned against the very same bridge due to loss of greenspace. This is despite the LORD MAYOR’s commitment that there would be no net loss of greenspace around the city. Not no loss ever, but no net loss. So what’s important when it comes to checking what the Greens say in the Chamber is to look at their actions, not at their words.
	Do not take them at face value, because during the election earlier this year we saw no commitment from the Greens to build any new green bridges in Brisbane, zero. Not the Toowong to West End green bridge, not the St Lucia to West End green bridge, not any other green bridge either, Madam Chair. What the Greens did promise was more feasibility studies, more cost estimates and more consultation. When it comes to funding, there has been nothing but crickets from the Greens across all three levels of government. Nothing from the Member for Griffith, nothing from the Member for Ryan, nothing from the Member for South Brisbane. I could go on, Chair, but the Greens do not have a consistent position on green bridges.
	For example, Councillor MASSEY is calling on the LORD MAYOR to build these bridges in the next two years. The Greens Member for Ryan is pushing for the LORD MAYOR to commit in five years. You have Jonathan Sri and Amy McMahon campaigning against the Toowong to West End green bridge due to loss of greenspace. Then there’s my favourite, Michael Berkman—when we released Council’s shortlist of alignments in 2020, he did his own community consultation. When we unveiled the concept design in late 2021, he claimed this as a community win, his own personal win, Chair. Like a vulture, he circled overhead, waiting to swoop in and find someone else’s work that he could take credit for. The truth is he had nothing to do with that bridge or its development.
	Councillor MASSEY is in a similar boat. She claims to have campaigned and advocated for this bridge for a very long time. But did construction or funding for this bridge appear in any one of their 101 election commitments that they made? No, it didn’t. Instead, the Greens had 101 better ideas to spend their money on, like the $6 million that they committed to spend for residents and visitors to our city to swim in the Brisbane River. Chair, if the Greens wanted to be part of the success that we’ve had with this program, then they could do the one useful thing, which is to campaign and advocate for Federal and State funding for this program. They have two State MPs (Members of Parliament), they have three Federal MPs here in Brisbane, but all they have done so far is grandstand, claim credit, campaign against and never fund these bridges.
Chair:	Councillor MURPHY, your time has expired. 
Further questions? 
Councillor MASSEY.
Question 4
Councillor MASSEY:	Thank you, Chair. My question is for the Chair of transportation, Councillor MURPHY. Kangaroo Point is the highest density suburb in Brisbane and with some of the worst public transport connections in the inner city. Residents are vocal about the challenges of the Hopper, which is often too full to take in new passengers. They are frustrated about the 234’s unreliability and infrequency, especially in peak hours. In just three weeks, over 600 residents have signed a petition that I’ll be presenting later today calling for the return of the 27, which briefly provided frequent and reliable connections. With the impending removal of parking minimums in Kangaroo Point, it is imperative that this Administration puts the money where its mouth is. 
	So Chair, my question is what do you say to the residents and ratepayers of Kangaroo Point who vocally believe that Brisbane City Council Administration, this LNP one, has abandoned their basic transport needs?
Chair:	Councillor MURPHY.
Councillor MURPHY:	Wow, Madam Chair. What I would say is a big wow. I am shocked to hear that from Councillor MASSEY, because there has been no Council in the history of Brisbane City Council since 1925 that has done more for the residents of Kangaroo Point than this Council, than Campbell Newman, Graham Quirk and Adrian Schrinner. It was this Council, this Administration who has delivered and upgraded terminals all through the Kangaroo Point peninsula. It’s been this Council that has weathered two floods in 2011 and then again in 2022 and repaired and restored the entire network through Kangaroo Point. It’s been this Council that has delivered the Deacon Street Bikeway and connections through Woolloongabba Bikeway.
	It’s been this Council and this LORD MAYOR who committed to build the Kangaroo Point green bridge, a transformative piece of infrastructure for our city that has been talked about since the early 1800s and it’s taken until 2024 for it to be built—
Councillor MASSEY:	Point of order, Chair.
Chair:	One moment, Councillor MURPHY. 
Point of order, Councillor MASSEY.
Councillor MASSEY:	The question was on basic transport needs, including public transport.
Chair:	Councillor MURPHY.
Councillor MURPHY:	Well, Madam Chair, I know I’ve got five minutes to answer the question, but I’m so flabbergasted that the question was even asked and I need to remind the Councillors opposite of this Administration’s historic commitment to the people of Kangaroo Point and that commitment is out there— 
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Point of order, Madam Chair.
Councillor MURPHY:	—in the river right now being built.
Chair:	One moment please, Councillor MURPHY. 
Councillor JOHNSTON, point of order.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Just until you gerrymander the rules, the Meetings Local Law require you to make a ruling on a point of order. Councillor MASSEY asked for a ruling and all you said was “Councillor MURPHY”. That seemed to be calling him and not addressing the point of order, so could I ask for your ruling please.
Chair:	Yes, Councillor JOHNSTON, I believe he is getting to his question—answering the question and he still has several minutes to do that. 
Councillor MURPHY.
Councillor MURPHY:	Thank you very much, Madam Chair. I simply remind Councillor MASSEY that the Greens never went to an election committing to deliver the Kangaroo Point green bridge. Not that we expect thanks from Greens Councillors when it comes to delivering enormous amounts of infrastructure for their wards, but at the very least you would expect to potentially not be attacked in the way that we’ve just been attacked for not delivering for the residents of Kangaroo Point. We are delivering. We have upgraded, just most recently, the Dockside ferry terminal. We’re now upgrading the Mowbray Park ferry terminal. Construction of the Kangaroo Point green bridge is now over 90% complete and we’ll open that late this year. It will take 80,000 cars off the road, it will take over 6,000 cyclists and scooter users and pedestrians each and every day.
	Now to get to Councillor MASSEY’s question, there was—I think it was very much a loaded question, we acknowledge and have acknowledged through the green bridges program itself that public transport in Kangaroo Point is not what we would want. We want to see more people able to use public transport and active transport in Kangaroo Point. One of the best ways that we can do that is by connecting that peninsula to the CBD, which has access to the richest public transport in all of Brisbane, in all of Queensland. They will have effectively a 400‑metre walk or ride to the best public transport that the city has to offer as a result of that bridge.
	They’ll also have access to the new route 26 when Brisbane’s new bus network comes online at the end of this year, at the commencement of Brisbane Metro. A project which, if the Labor Party and the Greens were to win the last Council election, would have been cancelled. Because we know that, because Tracey Price said that there would be nothing more in respect of Brisbane Metro if they got into office. We know the only way they would have got into office is with the support of Councillor MASSEY and her comrades within the Greens. So the only improvements that have been made to public transport in Kangaroo Point in the last decade have been made by the LNP.
	Now that doesn’t preclude the State Labour Government from making improvements to public transport in Kangaroo Point. Have they done that? No, no, Madam Chair. So I’d simply ask the question, what has been the use of having a Greens State Member of Parliament in South Brisbane? Has she been able to deliver any tangible improvements to public transport in her time as a Member of Parliament? What does she tell her constituents that she does for work? It’s certainly not improving public transport for her community. But it is great that the one party, the one team that is doing so much for public transport and active transport in Kangaroo Point, the LNP, is criticised by the Greens for not doing enough.
	Now on route 27 we know—I wrote to Bart Mellish, the LORD MAYOR has written to Bart Mellish and we have asked for the State to fund that route as a revenue route. They have refused. We are not going to simply continue to maintain a free shuttle for the people of Kangaroo Point for time immemorial. That was there to replace the Dockside terminal when that was taken out of action.
Chair:	Councillor MURPHY, your time has expired.
Councillor MURPHY:	If the State agrees, we’ll reinstate it.
Chair:	Further questions? 
Councillor MARX.
Question 5
Councillor MARX:	Thank you, my question is to the Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, Councillor DAVIS. Councillor DAVIS, Brisbane is the koala capital of the world, but there’s always more that can be done to increase our koala population. Can you please update the Chamber on the latest work happening in this space?
Chair:	Councillor DAVIS.
Councillor DAVIS:	Thank you, Madam Chair, and through you I’d like to thank Councillor MARX for the question. I know Councillor MARX is very interested in the topic of koalas and I think even more so now that she’s the Deputy Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee. Madam Chair, I’m always excited when I get the opportunity to update the Chamber on the work that we’re doing to keep Brisbane the koala capital of the world. I’m pleased to advise today that we’ve now reached yet another milestone and finalised a funding agreement with the University of Queensland (UQ) to work with Council to deliver this Administration’s koala recovery and resilience project.
	This important initiative was something that the LORD MAYOR announced during the election campaign and I know that there was great enthusiasm for this announcement when it was made. It’s fantastic to be able to share that important news with the Chamber today. As you know, we’ve had a partnership with the koala ecology centre at the University of Queensland for many years and through this work we’ve been able to deliver the first successful koala population reestablishment in Brisbane’s history at Pooh Corner. Today I’m delighted to advise that thanks to this program another koala named Sean, not to be confused with the lead researcher, Dr Sean FitzGibbon, was released last week into the Wacol Bushlands.
	It’s wonderful to see that Pooh Corner’s population is doing very well, so much so that they’re starting to expand organically into the new areas, which we saw when Lady Jane and Glenda, our other—yes, Glenda migrated over to the Wacol Bushland, which is just next door from Pooh Corner. They will now be joined by Sean in their new, new home. Like all of the koalas rehomed in this program, Sean was treated for sickness and injury prior to being released. But going forward under this new funding agreement, we can proactively vaccinate every koala rehomed under the program for chlamydia using the QUT (Queensland University of Technology) vaccine, which has been developed right here in Brisbane.
	This is really very exciting, Madam Chair, because not only will we be re‑establishing new koala populations, we can do so in a way that ensures that they have the very best chance to thrive. Whilst the registration of the QUT vaccine is progressing, we’re not sitting on our hands. We’re getting on with the next phase of this important work of rolling out the koala recovery and resilience project. We’ll take the knowledge that we’ve gathered through our research projects and apply it to our first citywide population recovery initiative.
	While we will continue to invest in protecting and maintaining Brisbane’s koala population, like the thriving population at Whites Hill Reserve, this ambitious project seeks to expand the successful work that’s been happening over at Pooh Corner. Not only does this mean more koalas in more parts of Brisbane, but it also helps to improve genetic diversity and the sustainability of koala populations in the long term. We’ll continue to leverage the expertise from our partnerships with UQ and QUT to rehabilitate and re-establish koalas in their new homes, but of course we will also be coordinating with the RSPCA and the Moggill koala hospital.
	Now that the funding agreement has been signed, work can commence to undertake further investigations into koala reestablishment at four key priority sites, which are understood to have had koala populations in the past but are not present now, or in very low numbers. The four sites we’ll be looking at are at Mt Coot-tha Reserve, Marstaeller Road Reserve in Mount Crosby, Bayside Parklands in Wynnum Manly and Lota, and Karawatha Reserve. Through many years of habitat acquisition and restoration that we’ve undertaken, we can now contemplate reintroducing our iconic koalas on this scale. All of the sites have been acquired, expanded and enhanced through the programs that we fund through the Bushland Preservation Levy, including of course the Bushland Acquisition program, but also the ongoing work that we do to restore the habitat that we do acquire.
	Marstaeller Road Reserve, for example, was a significant environmental offsets site which we acquired in 2015 and have made now significant progress in its restoration. Of course Mt Coot-tha Reserve was the original bushland acquisition site when in 1990 we purchased 12 hectares at 495 Sir Samuel Griffith Drive. As well as protecting existing habitat, we’ve actually been able to create new habitat to support growing koala populations across Brisbane. I’m sure you will agree, Madam Chair, it’s a wonderful outcome and I’m looking forward to working with the LORD MAYOR and our delivery partners on our koala recovery and resilience project in the coming term. Thank you.
Chair:	Further questions? 
Councillor JOHNSTON.
Question 6
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Yes, my question’s to the LORD MAYOR. 
LORD MAYOR, one year ago you announced $202,000 to reconstruct the World War I era retaining wall built on the Ipswich Road frontage of Yeronga Memorial Park in the budget, which has not been delivered. As your new budget is tomorrow, I don’t think it’s going to be done today. Could you please advise why you cut this important heritage listed project from your budget and confirm that you will fund it in this year’s budget?
Chair:	LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:	That’ll be confirmed tomorrow. Thank you.
Chair:	Thank you. 
Further questions? 
Councillor ADERMANN.
Question 7
Councillor ADERMANN:	Yes, thank you, Chair. My question is to the Chair of City Standards, Councillor HUTTON. 
Among the many public safety initiatives the Schrinner Council takes care of, it’s become apparent that the State Government now wants to handball more policing over to local councils. Can you please update the Chamber on the latest move by the State to shift costs on to local councils?
Chair:	Councillor HUTTON.
Councillor HUTTON:	Thank you for the question, Councillor ADERMANN. Chair, our Compliance and Regulatory Services (CARS) officers do a magnificent job on the front line, regulating high risk activities across our city. It’s no easy task being a CARS officer and sadly, thanks to the State Government, it only gets harder. That’s because our CARS officers are increasingly burdened by the State Government’s addiction to delegating regulation to local councils. It is a practice that simply does not age well. Recently the State dropped another batch of businesses into that list, Chair, informing councils that we now need to regulate additional personal appearance services operating in our communities.
	We already carry out the task of monitoring tattooing and body piercing, but I can’t help but think that local governments are again being stung by the State. Chair, under these new guidelines councils will be known for roads, rates, rubbish and botox. You heard correctly, the State Government is now injecting new responsibilities to Council by adding botox services to our list of services to be regulated. Council will now need to iron out all of the details in regards to botox regulations. Under the Act, certain activities are identified as either high risk personal appearance services or non-high risk personal appearance services.
	Moving forward, businesses that are not a healthcare facility and delivering high risk personal appearance services will now be required to obtain a licence to apply to Council. We are now required to licence activities not previously licensed, like fillers, antiwrinkle injections and skin needling. Previously, these businesses would not have been regulated as non-high risk personal appearance services. So although no licence was required, the business was still required to comply with the infection control guidelines and in the event a complaint was received to Council, of course we would investigate. To be clear, this now introduces a licensing requirement stinging hundreds of Brisbane businesses. Over the past two years it has become an established custom and practice that the State Government—for the State Government to cost shift to local councils.
	The Chamber may be aware, at the end of last year Queensland Health released a consultation paper proposing that local governments regulate State food businesses like correctional facilities, schools, parliamentary food services and hospitals. Better yet, their own consultation paper states that the State does not currently regulate these facilities, as they are exempt under the Food Act, making Queensland the only jurisdiction in Australia where food safety legislation does not apply to State food businesses. You could simply not make this up. The ratepayers and renters of Brisbane wouldn’t think that their Council could be paying for State Government buildings, but under this proposal it could be a reality.
	It begs the question, why is the State Government addicted to cost shifting to local governments? Council just collects $0.03 in every tax dollar you pay. The State and Federal Government collects $0.97 in every tax dollar, so it begs the question, what are they spending your money on? While local governments are being stung and are expected to stand up to the plate to police matters that ultimately should be the responsibility of the State. What we know though, Madam Chair, is that on this side of the Chamber we will continue to do the heavy lifting to keep our residents safe and to step up to the task of making sure that botox is kept in line. But we would love to be able to say that our State and Federal Government was backing us. Thank you, Madam Chair.
Chair:	Thank you. 
	Further questions? 
Councillor COLLIER.
Question 8
Councillor COLLIER:	Thanks very much, Chair. My question is to the LORD MAYOR. LORD MAYOR, last week you stood here and announced that you don’t believe that Council needs to complete a business case for your promised new Metro depot in Fitzgibbon and route expansion down Gympie Road. How can you seek funding from other levels of government without a business case? Did you really not have any intention of building this new depot?
Chair:	LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:	Thank you, Madam Chair. Well we know one thing’s for sure, Labor has no intention of expanding Metro to the northside. They have no intention of expanding any mass transit services to anywhere, because they are against the Brisbane Metro project, they have been from day one. Despite the fact that the Federal Labor Government is on board, despite the fact that the State Government begrudgingly came on board, they’re still holding out in hating on Metro. Well the people of Brisbane don’t hate on Metro; they can’t wait to see it operating and they can’t wait to see it expanded to the northside.
	Now let me spell this out really clearly for you, Councillor COLLIER. The Brisbane Metro service can be operated on a transitway. The State Government has committed to building a transitway along the Gympie Road corridor. They have also committed to a business case to send Gympie Road underground through the Gympie Road bypass tunnel. You put the two things together and there’s the perfect opportunity to run Metro services along the Gympie Road corridor. Now they’ve committed to the transitway, they’ve committed, I assume, to the tunnel, we’ll probably find that out today, in a few minutes time. What we’ve done is made sure that we provide the enabling infrastructure to allow this to happen.
Councillors interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:	Now this has come from a—
Chair:	One moment please, LORD MAYOR. 
I will remind Councillors to stop calling out. I have told you before supportive interjections are fine, but calling out and if you don’t particularly like the answer that doesn’t mean you can continue to yell out your question or to call out. Speakers will be heard in silence. 
LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:	This has come from an Opposition that just last week was trying to accuse us of buying too many Metro vehicles. Never mind that from day one, when we signed up for the vehicle, we always said it would be 60 vehicles to start with, with the opportunity to expand from there. Never mind that, they think we bought too many Metro vehicles. Their policy is to put more dirty old-style buses on to the road, we heard that in the election. Their only plan for public transport is to put more regular buses on to already congested roads, that’s their genius plan. In fact, the State Government told us that they wanted zero-emission buses, but now they’ve just ordered 200 dirty diesels. This is the Labor plan for public transport in Brisbane.
	We have an alternative plan, turn-up-and-go, fully-electric Metro services, not just along the first two lines but to other parts of the city road. Like the Gympie Road corridor, like to the Brisbane Airport and like to the eastern corridor along Old Cleveland Road. These are the ambitions that we have for a mass transit service that can be expanded. We want to see it expanded and we want to work with the State Government to make that happen. So for Councillor COLLIER to continue, after years and years of opposition to this project and after failed election attempt after failed election attempt, to continue to criticise our plan for mass transit is— 
Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:	—is a symbol of being arrogant and out of touch.
Chair:	Councillor STRUNK, I’ve just spoken to Councillors about that, so that’s your caution. 
	LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:	If you—
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	Councillor COLLIER, I caution you too. When people are calling out inappropriately across the Chamber, as you are now, you will be cautioned and you are both cautioned. I said it’s okay if you are supporting your speakers with supportive interjections, but you are not to keep calling out while someone is speaking. 
LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:	Madam Chair, if the Labor Party is against the northside getting better public transport services, just say so, just own up and say so.
Councillors interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:	But we are in favour of helping the State Government—
Chair:	One moment, LORD MAYOR. 
I couldn’t be clearer, Councillor COLLIER and Councillor CASSIDY, so I do caution you again for the rest of the meeting not to be calling out inappropriately, showing unsuitable meeting conduct. 
LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:	Thank you, Madam Chair. We are in favour of helping the State Government to make the best possible use of the infrastructure that they have committed to build. Whether it’s the Northern Transitway or a Northern Busway, whether it is the Gympie Road bypass tunnel, these are perfect opportunities to roll out mass transit. I think it would be a missed opportunity just to have standard buses, let alone diesel buses, going up and down the new transitway, when we could have Metro services going up and down the new transitway. That’s what we’d love to see. We’re doing our part and we’ll continue doing our part, but it’s really clear that you don’t need a business case to show that this expansion is not only something that stacks up; it is much needed.
	It’s something that has been endorsed by the people of Brisbane at the recent election. Really clearly by your residents, Madam Chair, by Councillor DAVIS’ residents, by Councillor PARRY’s residents, by Councillor ALLAN’s residents, by Councillor WINES’ residents, by Councillor HOWARD’s residents. All across the northside people are excited for this opportunity for Metro to roll out and it’s time that Labor dropped their petty opposition to the project.
Chair:	LORD MAYOR, your time has expired. 
Further questions? 
Councillor TOOMEY.
Question 9
Councillor TOOMEY:	Thank you, Madam Chair. My question is to the Chair of the Infrastructure Committee, Councillor WINES. 
Councillor WINES, the Schrinner Council was elected on a platform of keeping Brisbane moving. Can you please update the Chamber on those projects across the city that are doing just that?
Chair:	Councillor WINES.
Councillor WINES:	Thanks, Madam Chair, and can I begin by thanking Councillor TOOMEY for his question and recognise his keen interest in ensuring there’s a high quality of infrastructure for not only The Gap Ward, but right across Brisbane. The Infrastructure Committee and our plan to keep Brisbane moving focuses on a whole range of infrastructure elements, whether it be small community projects or in Councillor TOOMEY’s area we’re doing a lot of work to ensure Mt Nebo Road reopens and is safe to use, both in the near and importantly the long term. Improving its resilience is a—access to communities like Peewee Bend and beyond, in that area showing once again our focus to service the whole city.
	But while I say there are a range of projects both big and small, let me spend some time considering and discussing some of the smaller projects. There are a host of smaller projects through our local and district projects delivered right across our city. While they might not be necessarily super glamorous, they are very important to the communities that they’re in. I note that two projects we wouldn’t normally take time to reflect on, but I think it’s important that we do it this particular instance, Paradise Road and Savages Road culvert reconstructions.
	Now Savages Road, I believe, is in Councillor ADERMANN’s ward and it is a really interesting work to ensure that a culvert crossing in, I believe, Brookfield is protected for the long term. As have been had some discussions in this place—and we will later today—about ensuring that communities that can be isolated more easily in our city find access points and have their access in and out of their communities, be more resilient in natural disaster events, in particular flooding. The Savages crossing is a good idea of what would appear to be basic work, a culvert reconstruction. But I would take and I encourage—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor WINES:	—thank you, Councillor ADERMANN, I would take the opportunity to encourage Councillors to reflect on these basic works which have created both an improved drainway and an improved bridge over in that particular area. I know that the Paradise Road in Willawong is also a comparable, I believe actually larger project that also services the outer south-west.
	In a similar vein, those sorts of projects that protect our infrastructure against natural disasters, one in the north-west was completed this last fortnight. It’s a bridge called Burwood Street bridge which connects Councillor DAVIS’ community at Everton Park to my own community at Mitchelton. It is the bridge that—I would say it’s the bridge over the back of Brookside that takes you to Everton Park. Now that bridge suffered significant scouring with some question marks over the reliability of the foundations after the 2022 flood event. We have recently completed works, both we did short-term works early on and we’ve completed our long-term works now to protect the abutments and piers beneath that bridge, to ensure that it does not require replacement in the near term, should endure if a flood at the 2022 level or higher were to occur in that location again.
	That bridge would be protected and would be able to be used by the community almost immediately, once it was cleaned up after. So I reflect on those sorts of projects, but also on the smaller projects. A recent project where we expect to be completed any day now is of course the intersection of Butterfield Street and Clyde Road, I think it is, in Herston, which will form part of a corridor of works in that community to create safer roads in the inner-north. These works are near the Ballymore Stadium, but I use that by context of location, they form part of an axis around that location but also that’s also a feeder road, if people are familiar with it. That’s how you sort of feed your way through the Herston community into and out of Butterfield Street, if you were to move between and within the suburb of Herston.
	That street also saw a lowering of speeds to 40 kilometres an hour, creating better infrastructure and encouraging safer driver behaviour and improved pedestrian access. There’s also further work in the Abbotsford corridor in that Clyde Road area that will be done in the near future. Later today, we’ll be talking about in our petitions in the Committee, we’ll be talk about Cambridge, Melville and Arnold, which is in Wynnum Manly Ward. We’ll be discussing how best to use our attention and our public funds to serve that Manly community and to ensure that we have an ongoing public conversation, to make sure that the outcome of that expenditure is in line with community wishes.
Chair:	Councillor WINES, your time has expired and that now ends Question Time.
LORD MAYOR, Establishment and Coordination Committee (E&C) report of 3 June 2024.
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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 3 June 2024, be adopted. 

Chair:	LORD MAYOR.

Alteration of order of business in agenda
In accordance with section 11(2) of Meetings Local Law 2001, the LORD MAYOR altered the order of business set out in the Agenda by bringing forward item 7, Presentation of Petitions; and item 8, General Business, to be the next item of business following item 5, Consideration of Committee Reports.
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	The LORD MAYOR requested that Clause A, AMENDMENTS TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – STONES CORNER SUBURBAN RENEWAL PRECINCT; Clause B, TAILORED AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – INNER CITY AFFORDABILITY INITIATIVE (CAR PARKING); and Clause C, MEETINGS AMENDING LOCAL LAW 2024, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.



LORD MAYOR:	Madam Chair, last night the Tropical Dome, Story Bridge and Victoria Bridge were lit up in blue for the Australian National Swimming Trials. This is obviously the important last step in the journey to Paris in next month’s Olympic and Paralympic Games. We obviously support our swimming team, we need them to do well and bring home the golds and we know that they will.
	Last night, City Hall was lit up in red, yellow and green for Portugal’s National Day, celebrated annually on 10 June. Tonight is the Eve of the Philippines Independence Day and we’re lighting up our assets in red, white and blue to mark this occasion. This year marks the 126th anniversary of the Independent Nation of the Philippines and I was pleased to be at the Filipino Barrio Fiesta on the weekend with the Lady Mayoress and the kids, as well as David Crisafulli. It was a great event, as usual. Tomorrow night, our assets will be lit up in teal for Thank a First Responder Day and there are hundreds of thousands of first responders across the nation who put themselves on the front line to protect our community. This is just a small way to say thank you and appreciate the work that they do for all of us.
	Thursday night, the Story Bridge and Victoria Bridge will be lit up in red to support the Budgie Bolt. Now this is a fundraiser for Youngcare, which sees hundreds of Youngcare supporters walk or run five kilometres in their budgie smugglers in New Farm Park. I promise you this is not an event that I will be participating in, but I know that Councillor WINES is interested. I have seen him dressed as Mr Incredible and I think he’d be a perfect option for this. On Friday night, the Story Bridge and Victoria Bridge will be lit up in blue to support Big Freeze 10. This event shines a light on those who are battling motor neurone disease, MND.
	Finally, on Saturday, all our assets will be lit up in purple to support World Elder Abuse Day. This day provides an opportunity for communities around the world to promote a better understanding of abuse and neglect of older people and raising awareness of the consequences of these actions.
	Before I move on to the report, I also wanted to table, in accordance with the City of Brisbane Act, the Queensland Audit Office interim report for 2024. Not the final report, the interim report, so I’ll table that, Billy.
	Now the first two items in front of us relate to the current housing shortage that Brisbane, Queensland, and in fact the whole of Australia is experiencing right now but is part of our response in terms of making housing supply more feasible. Now we know that there’s a shortage of every kind of housing that’s required in the community. We know that the State Government has promised us that they’ve got it all under control with social and affordable housing, they’re on to that, they’ve got big plans to do all of that. Our responsibility is to facilitate the 96% of housing provided by the private sector in the general housing market and these two submissions help in that respect.
	Item A is an amendment to Brisbane City Plan 2014 for the Stones Corner suburban renewal precinct. Now this precinct is the first official opportunity to move forward on a suburban renewal precinct. We’ve obviously been talking about our suburban renewal program for some time, but one of the things we’ve been waiting for from the State Government is a more streamlined planning process which allows us to respond quicker to the immediate needs of the community for more housing. As I’ve mentioned many times before in the past, the current planning scheme amendment or neighbourhood plan can easily take two, three or even four years to go through all of the appropriate planning processes and approvals.
	Four years is just unacceptable in the midst of a housing crisis. Four years does not allow local governments to respond flexibly to the needs of the community today. The needs of the community in four years’ time may be different, but right now we know there is an urgent need for more homes. Our suburban renewal precincts are an opportunity to unlock some housing opportunities in targeted locations that either have underutilised land, such as commercial and industrial areas, where there’s a great opportunity to create some mixed use communities with new residential opportunities.
	Now this one is particularly a wonderful opportunity because Stones Corner has such great access, not only to great public transport but also to incredible greenspace and parkland, with the Hanlon Park precinct right on its doorstep. We’ve got the Eastern Busway with a station at Stones Corner. We have a train station at Buranda which is right next to Stones Corner, so they’ve got bus rapid transit options, they’ve got rail options. There are good active transport options and there’s great greenspace and parkland that we have invested in to create a thriving community. So this plan will unlock the opportunity for up to 1,300 new homes in the Stones Corner precinct and that’s an opportunity to see more people living in an area that’s well serviced by infrastructure and facilities such as greenspace and parkland. It makes sense, it fundamentally makes sense.
	We have reached out to the local State Member Joe Kelly on this one and briefed him just recently. We are looking forward to the support of the State Government in this process, but the other thing we need from the State Government is a fast‑track approval process for this plan, because if it takes four years then there won’t be a single new home unlocked under this plan. But if it can be done within 12 months, then that’s a great opportunity for homes to be delivered as part of this plan. So we call on the State Government to please consider a fast turnaround for this particular proposal. We think it ticks all the boxes of a high amenity area, which is something that they have put out in their new draft regional plan, which is areas that are well serviced by infrastructure and transport and facilities, are suitable for more homes to be built in them and this is one of those areas.
	The second item, item B, is the tailored amendment to Brisbane City Plan 2014, the Inner City Affordability Initiative (Car Parking). This is something that I flagged just recently, we’re now going through the process of making it official. Now when it comes to building new homes, particularly in some of those higher density areas that can accommodate significant numbers of new homes, one of the key issues that takes away from the affordability and feasibility of a new building is the provision of an oversupply of car parking, which can cost easily $100,000 per car parking space. Now if you’re building in a basement down in hard rock, it could cost even more than that. If you’re building in a podium environment, so above street level, above the ground floor in podium parking.
	That has two impacts, that costs money but it also takes away from the ability to provide more actual homes. Because those levels above ground where there’s podium parking could also be used for new homes. Getting the right number of car parks in a particular new development is really important, given that each car parking space can cost easily $100,000 to build. So what we’re doing here is effectively taking what already applies in the CBD, has been in place for many, many years and has been accepted as a good approach, to some other high-density areas around the CBD. These include Kurilpa, which we’ve already introduced this into. It includes Fortitude Valley, it includes Newstead, it includes Kangaroo Point and it includes Milton.
	All of these things, all of these areas have in common that they are inner city, they are close to facilities and the CBD and good public transport and there are also plans for even better public transport in these precincts as well. This gives people the option to live in a car-light way. That doesn’t mean that people will necessarily have no cars, although a significant number of households do now in the inner city have no cars. In fact there are one in three households that are single adult households now and—
Chair:	LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.
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Chair:	LORD MAYOR. 
LORD MAYOR:	Thank you. One in three households in Brisbane are single adult households and so that’s one in three that you would expect, even though they might have a two‑bedroom apartment or a three-bedroom apartment, they’ll still only have one car. What’s more, more and more people are choosing to have no cars at all, particularly in those inner-city areas that I mentioned. If you take Fortitude Valley as an example, based on the ABS (Australian Bureau of Statistics) statistics of the car ownership per household, in Fortitude Valley 83% of homes either have one car or no car at all. That’s 83% of all homes in Fortitude Valley. At the moment, if you’re building a two-bedroom or three-bedroom apartment, then you’re required to provide two car parking spaces, whether it’s needed or not. You may only have one car, but the developer has to build two car parking spaces for you.
	What happens? Well sometimes people try to rent them out to other people who might want to use them. Sometimes they’re used as storage and you see they keep their bikes or other equipment in that car parking space. But the fact is, this is coming in at a cost of $100,000 extra over what it should have been. So this initiative helps to make new builds more affordable, to make new homes more affordable and hopefully it’ll help more projects become feasible in the areas where we’d like to see more people living. I want to thank the Premier for his public support of this initiative. He in fact not only supported it on the first day it was announced, but he said there’s probably other areas where it could go as well.
	I imagine he’d be thinking about places like his Woolloongabba precinct or his priority development areas, but the Premier was very supportive and we thank him for the support that he’s given on this. He understands that if we don’t take actions like this the housing shortage will only get worse and the housing crisis will only get worse, because it is simply unaffordable to build many of the proposals that have development approvals at the moment. We have nine years of approved supply in Brisbane and do you think that developers or builders are sitting on these approvals, waiting for a better time? The Greens think so, the Greens, they’re in this la-la land where they think that developers are waiting for a better time to build. There is no better time to build than now when it comes to demand. The demand now is more than it has ever been.
	You are literally in la-la land if you think that people are sitting on land, waiting for a better time to build. They are not building because it is not financially feasible to build, because the bank won’t lend them money, because the finances don’t stack up. Not because they’re sitting there waiting for a better day to build. The demand is here now and it keeps coming and the Federal Government keeps letting more and more people into the country. The demand is there right now. If you had an approval and you could make it stack up, you would be building it right now, there is no doubt about that. So we need to make these projects more feasible. We control some of the levers, but there’s also some really important levers controlled by the State and Federal Government and if everyone does their part, we can get more homes built sooner.
	The third item on the agenda, item C, is the Meetings Amending Local Law 2024. I’m aware that a number of Councillors attended the briefing this morning which provided an opportunity to understand the detail that these changes are bringing forward. The Meetings Local Law includes a number of changes as a result of the State Government amending their model meeting procedure, which has required us to amend our Meetings Local Law. More than half of the amendments in this reflect the State Government’s changes and they relate to things like conflicts of interest and unsuitable meeting conduct by Councillors and the Chair of Council, among other things.
	At the same time, we’ve also taken the liberty of introducing family-friendly hours into the Meetings Local Law, something called for by the Labor Party, something called for by the Labor Party. Something introduced by the Labor State Government up the road in George Street back in 2018.
Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:	Sorry, I didn’t hear that. These changes will strengthen the balance between providing guaranteed opportunity to discuss local issues, while making sure Councillors meet their after-hour commitments and community engagements. We’ll also ensure that we are not unnecessarily burdening the 70-odd Council staff who are required to stay back and support the meeting.
Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:	Well Councillor GRIFFITHS doesn’t care about those officers obviously.
Chair:	One moment, LORD MAYOR. 
Councillor GRIFFITHS, do not call out. 
LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:	Well Councillor GRIFFITHS thinks that they’re paid to do that as part of their job, which is a sign to me of disrespect to those officers, particularly on those very long meetings, maybe one o’clock in the morning, where apparently Councillor GRIFFITHS thinks that’s fine. He didn’t stay for those meetings, he didn’t stay, but he thinks it’s okay for other people to stay.
Councillors interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:	So thank you for your contribution, Councillor GRIFFITHS.
Chair:	Councillors, thank you. All Councillors, thank you.
LORD MAYOR:	I’d like to stand up for those Council officers—
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	Councillors—and Councillor GRIFFITHS—
Councillor interjecting.
LORD MAYOR:	He wants to go, he wants an early mark.
Chair:	—that is your first caution, so you’re on the way. First caution, so you are on the way and you have your opportunity to get up and speak in a moment, which you can use then, but not while people are speaking.
Councillor interjecting.
Chair:	Not calling out across the Chamber has always been the rule in this Chamber, thank you, Councillor GRIFFITHS.
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	LORD MAYOR.
LORD MAYOR:	Thank you. Some other changes have been introduced that reflect what happens in the State Parliament. Now it’s interesting, Labor Councillors will probably say well we’re not a parliament; we’re a council. Well there is no other council in Queensland like Brisbane City Council and there’s certainly no other council with a government and an opposition, there is no other council like that. It operates like a parliament, it has a Chair which operates like a Speaker, no other council has that kind of environment. In fact in most other councils, it’s the Lord Mayor who chairs the meeting. This is obviously a different situation, it has been since 1925, it’s not a recent thing. That’s why it has its own City of Brisbane Act and why it has its own unique Meetings Local Law.
	In my mind it will be perfectly acceptable to adopt a number of the things that the State Parliament does, because it’s been proven to work. If certain Councillors want to make, I guess, hysterical arguments about the democratic process, then I don’t hear them making that about the State Parliament. They haven’t said such things about the State Parliament, because we know how they operate. It’s one rule for them and a different rule for us and it’s the way it’s always been. But these changes are really reasonable and it does something which I can see there’s demand for. It provides some guaranteed time for the Opposition to raise their motions.
	They’ve obviously found a newfound love for motions and so we’re going to guarantee that every meeting they have a time to raise their motions. We’re not going to say that it should go back and forward, where there’s a government motion and then an opposition motion. Only the Opposition gets to have their motions. If we want to bring through a motion, we bring it through, it’s called an E&C report or a Committee report. We can bring through motions any time we like, but we’re giving them a guaranteed opportunity every single meeting. That’s the way it works in the State Parliament, it’s very reasonable, it’s been the case for a number of years and it’s accepted by both sides that it’s a good way of doing things.
	The other thing that’s changing is the speaking time. Now much like the practice now, myself and the Leader of the Opposition will continue to speak for 10 minutes during the E&C report, with an opportunity to extend if Council resolves so, so that will remain unchanged. Councillors will, in the future, be able to speak for up to five minutes during Committee reports, with an opportunity to extend if the Council resolves. When you add those changes up, they result in a Council Chamber that supports family-friendly hours, something that Labor called for, not just for Councillors but for the 70-odd Council staff that are required to stay back and support the meeting.
	Now I know there are certain Councillors who like to say for those listening along at home, well I’ll give you the big tip, they’re mainly Council staff listening along at home. Why? Because they’re interested in what’s going on in the meeting, they need to know what’s going on in the meeting. If their area of Council has a submission coming through or a matter being debated, they want to see what happens. So for those listening along at home this will be a great outcome, because it’s a modernisation of the current rules to make sure that they allow us to meet our other commitments and obligations to the community, to family and also to not unnecessarily burden the Council staff who after working a full day then listen on to the Council meetings, even if they go until one o’clock in the morning. Once it passes through the Chamber today, assuming it passes, the proposed changes will go to public consultation, all submissions will be reviewed— 
Chair:	LORD MAYOR, your time has expired.
LORD MAYOR:	—before coming back to the Chamber for adoption, thank you.
Chair:	Councillor CASSIDY.
Councillor CASSIDY:	Thanks, Chair. I rise to speak on all of these E&C items before us today. Starting with Clause A, the amendments to Brisbane City Plan 2014, the Stones Corner suburban renewal precinct, this is something we’ll be supporting. We support this amendment to City Plan to include the Stones Corner suburban renewal precinct. This is the kind of place it does make sense for increased density and this is the kind of approach that we have argued for, for some time. The precinct core as shown in Attachment B is well serviced by public transport, including the Buranda train station and Stones Corner busway station, linking the busway right into the Brisbane CBD. This area has excellent access to a—this specific area, excellent access to a library, a pool, sporting fields. Unlike, unlike over at the Moorooka Salisbury neighbourhood plan currently, none of those things there, but this area does.
	It makes sense to increase density around Stones Corner to us. Hanlon Park serves as a boundary line for the precinct core, offering excellent greenspace. It was a great project, I wish there were more of them. How much was that one? $20 million, $20 million spent there, so of course you would expect some increased density around there for people to enjoy that, to live a healthy lifestyle while connected to the rest of the city. This process we’re seeing started today is from what Councillor ALLAN described last week, I think, as sort of an evolved version of what we saw at Kurilpa. This is the process of which that change, that TLPI (Temporary Local Planning Instrument) and subsequent planning scheme change should have gone through, but the Administration decided not to do that.
	This approach does allow the community to come along on that journey, rather than just sort of see the end result of behind closed doors, backroom deals done exclusively with developers, as we saw and as was described by the DEPUTY MAYOR at the time, the Kurilpa precinct and then the community’s presented with the final plan. This is at least well-described, well-located and the community will have an opportunity to talk to Council and talk amongst themselves about it. We saw during that Kurilpa TLPI process, I think, an erosion of trust between local residents there and with Council. We were all promised at the time that was going to be the quick fix, that was going to be the approach of Council, that was how the LNP were going to do things.
	Then it eventuated again the DEPUTY MAYOR admitted that the development may not occur for five or 10 years down the road, so why not be upfront with people through that process? Now at least we see, with some community pressure, some change processes with this level of precinct planning that we see before us today. As I said before, we are happy to work constructively with the Administration on sensible approaches to planning. I think that has gone unnoticed obviously, but I’m happy to take a call, happy to sit down with the Administration and look at these things as they come up and talk to them. We’re happy to accept this Clause A today before us in moving us forward to some solutions to the housing crisis.
	On Clause B, the tailored amendment to Brisbane City Plan 2014, Inner City Affordability Car Parking. Slightly more than car parking, but that’s the focus of it, I guess. As I said when these changes were announced four or five weeks ago or something like that, that Brisbane Labor Councillors will support sensible changes to help address the affordability of housing here in Brisbane. The supply of new housing is critical to address that, we agree. We agree that on balance it is appropriate that these changes are made today and we’ll be supporting them. Unit developments on a small to medium scale at the moment are largely just not being built, they’re not economically viable.
	We know that standalone homes, low density residential developments and townhouse developments are proceeding generally speaking in the construction industry at the moment and very largescale unit developments are going ahead, but there’s that whole missing middle, I guess, in terms of when we specifically talk about unit developments happening at the moment because of economic conditions. But we also know this policy will take some time to come into effect and will predominantly support the development of largescale developments, which as I said are still currently viable in the economic climate. So we continue to encourage Council and this Administration to think of new ways to support the construction of affordable housing around Brisbane.
	I do note, as I said, this isn’t just about parking. This amendment extends the city core and city frame. As a result, this of course could see other changes to zoning for building and parking within that area for other kinds of developments as well. It essentially shifts the CBD further north and further south by altering what’s allowed to be built in those areas, including more density, as we’re talking about in housing. But also more commercial property being developed as well, essentially making the CBD of Brisbane as far north as Albion and crossing the river to include South Brisbane as well. As Brisbane develops and grows and becomes an Olympic city, obviously what we conceive of as the CBD and how people work and how people move does need to be changed.
	I don’t think this policy change has adequately explained that to the people of Brisbane. We see the announcement made by the LORD MAYOR at a Property Council breakfast. Then we see a short press release and a short interview on TV and then that’s it. Then it’s brought to Council, there’s no broader discussion in the community about what these changes mean. I think that’s something that’s certainly missing from these planning changes. Inner-city areas, we do agree, places where high-density housing should be built, they’re areas that are supported by necessary infrastructure and public transport access.
	But we also need to see increased investment in public and active transport infrastructure to assist the transition away from private car use. I don’t think we’re there yet. I know the LORD MAYOR has said this, we’re not there yet to simply say that without any further investment in active—particularly active transport infrastructure, as the CBD goes further north people seeking to ride a bike down Ann Street to work is terribly unsafe at the moment to do that. By simply removing car parking requirements at the moment and not talking about investing in additional public transport and active transport infrastructure, we’ll see the kind of shift away from private motor vehicles that we need to.
	This is obviously a step in that direction, but what needs to happen with this is an investment in—as density increases, an investment in that infrastructure to support the mass movement of people for short distances. It’s not going to be the Metro, there’s no Metro stop in Fortitude Valley to get people to work in a public sense or an active sense, so we need to be talking about that as well. Council planning in these areas as well, we should see more City Plan changes around development conditions and associated Council infrastructure upgrades through the LGIP (Local Government Infrastructure Plan) for this kind of infrastructure as it’s rolled out. By focusing on inner-city, high-density areas as well, we are advocates of that in the sense that it also protects our unique suburban areas as well, which is really important.
	I think if we’re serious about protecting the lifestyle that people in Brisbane appreciate and love and being able to, whether they do live in an inner city—a dense inner-city area or an inner-city ring, to be able to go out and look at and immerse themselves in those unique parts of Brisbane. Whether it’s going out to the bayside down my neck of the woods, or out to Wynnum Manly, or going down to Oxford Street in Bulimba or down Ipswich Road in Moorooka and places like that, which are amazing and unique in their own ways. We want to make sure that the experience that people, whether they live there and people travel to those areas, is protected and maintained.
	When we talk and we hear the LNP talk about it and we do hear this at other levels of government and we talk about it as well and limiting that suburban sprawl, that also means we need to act fast. That’s why we are supporting this amendment today, because what’s filling the gap at the moment in many ways is that suburban sprawl in new ways. We’re seeing more subdivisions, we’re seeing five-bedroom houses that are now acting as quasi unit developments as well. Filling the gap of a need for a room, a need for a place for someone to live and sleep and eat. So it’s critical we see these policies actually deliver on what they are supposed to.
	We want to make sure and we need to keep an eye on the application of this policy in actually delivering more affordable housing, rather than just more profits for developers. We’ve heard from the LORD MAYOR that it makes a property cheaper. In his estimation it’s $100,000 should come off the construction price, it should come off the construction price of a unit. We need to, as a Council, have a mechanism to make sure that that is measured and we should advocate that that is enforced. If we’re making these policy changes to make housing more affordable, we certainly want to see that is actually the case.
Chair:	Councillor CASSIDY, your time has expired.
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Chair:	Councillor CASSIDY.
Councillor CASSIDY:	Thanks, Chair. On to Clause C, the Meetings Amending Local Law. This is one we won’t be supporting today. These changes are—I don’t accept the LORD MAYOR’s argument that they protect a Councillor’s ability to continue to raise local issues. They’re an assault on the work of local Councillors essentially, on all sides of the Council Chamber. I know the LNP don’t care about that, but we will come to that. It’s no secret, it’s no secret to anyone who’s had a look at this that the changes are rushed through because LNP Councillors and our LNP Mayor particularly are allergic to hard work. We’ve tested that theory over the last month, inadvertently, we didn’t realise we’d be having this discussion a month after we started to bring important citywide and local issues to the Council Chamber.
	We know that E&C meetings go for about 30 minutes or so. The LORD MAYOR said that the work of Civic Cabinet goes on and that work comes to Council and that’s the only work we should be discussing apparently. Well we know that that they go for about 30 minutes. They’re very well-catered, very well-catered meetings for 30-minute meetings. But they make, and they have made, the Council agenda threadbare. We’ve brought many motions to debate here in the Council Chamber and of course the standard response from the LNP has been no. That’s their answer, no, to those motions. Last week we decided to leave it to the LNP to run the agenda again in the Council Chamber. I don’t know if the LORD MAYOR was here last week, I can’t remember. But the meeting got to 4.30, I believe, 4.30pm and that was after extensive discussion of all of the things that came to the Council Chamber from the LNP. Labor Councillors, Greens and the Independent Councillor didn’t bring any additional items for discussion last week. The best this LNP Administration could do was a couple of hours, including an afternoon tea break.
	So I think that does show how out of puff the LNP Administration in here now is. They have no new ideas and when there is a new idea, when they’re forced to have one, like these planning changes we’ve seen, they go slow. Because they really don’t want to raise a sweat. 
	The proposed changes to the Meetings Local Law that have not—well, there’s a whole lot, sorry. Some of these have been required as part of the Local Government Act and part of the Model Meetings—Model Rules, Meetings Rules—Model Meeting Rules. But there’s a whole lot on here that are not required as a result of that. That’s nothing more than this LNP Administration trying to shut down democratic debate.
	It restricts the opportunity for Councillors to represent their local communities. That does, of course, include LNP Councillors. The LORD MAYOR seemed quite happy and proud about that, in restricting LNP Councillors. He obviously sees all of you and you accept that as LNP Councillors, as rubber stamps.
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:	Just as rubber stamps of what he and his office want to do. You’re not allowed to submit notified motions any more. We note that the LNP Councillors are still able to get up and suspend standing orders at any time. So I suppose we could probably start a book on how often they’re going to use that to bash the State and Federal Governments over the next few months. Use those politically. You know that’s obviously going to be part of the meetings.
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:	That’s the only thing they talk about really, broadly. Because they don’t really bring much else to the Council meetings. But we are elected representatives here, we have a dual responsibility to represent our local community and make decisions on behalf of the city as a whole, collectively. The changes that are here before us today ultimately mean less critical issues will get debated or addressed in the Council Chamber. It will mean that the vast majority of Councillors in here will be treated as rubber stamps and are expected to keep their views to themselves. That’s probably how it operates in the Party Room, the LNP Party Room, I imagine. Certainly is extending into the Council Chamber that LNP Councillors are not to bring up local issues that are pertinent to their communities in the Council Chamber.
	Whether that’s about footpaths or housing or transport, reconciliation, addressing DV (domestic violence), or other local issues as well. They’re not to bring those things up. This is the LORD MAYOR saying there’s no place, there’s no space for that debate. Unless you’re in his Civic Cabinet, as he says. But even then, we know that nothing’s discussed in E&C meetings outside of what he and his office decides to be discussed. There’s never any General Business (GB) in those meetings there. Because we know that because we read the minutes. The LORD MAYOR is trying to control Councillors, Opposition Councillors. We see that through how the Meetings Local Law is currently being exercised and that will get worse. That also extends to his own Councillors as well. 
	The proposed changes here before us today come from a party, the LNP, that’s embarrassed, I think, that we’ve been leading the agenda for the last four or five weeks in here as well. As I said, some of those have come from the Model Meeting Rules in the Local Government Act, particularly regarding conflict of interest and we accept that they have to be included. But in the briefing, we received today from City Legal, and I thank those officers for coming, it was very instructive. Particularly when they told us which of the changes—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:	—they were instructed to make on behalf of the LNP. I find it instructive too, Chair, that you, the Chair of Council, told us in the briefing that City Legal was not there to answer questions about why the LNP instructed them to include certain changes in the amended Meetings Local Law. Very, very instructive. We all know, of course, the answer to that and those of that were here—have been here since the last election as well. Because back in—we were told, apparently the Meetings Local Law hadn’t been updated for some time, it was 2021 was the last time it was updated. So we remember, those of us who were here, the LNP got sick of Councillors speaking in General Business and moving urgency motions. 
	The same arguments that we’ve just heard from the LORD MAYOR, they made back in 2021, criticising Councillors for moving urgency motions. So they changed the Local Law to prevent Councillors from doing that and to prevent Councillors from speaking in General Business, for multiple times. Now, in 2024, it’s evident that the LNP are sick of Councillors moving notified motions, even though they demanded that we do it. The LNP said stop moving urgency motions, you should put them on the notice paper—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:	—so we did. We gave LNP Councillors lots of time, lots of notice, days and days’ notice.
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:	Yes, and so they obviously got sick of that and they got more and more sick of Councillor JOHNSTON. I think that’s the two things that these changes are largely about.
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:	It’s about Councillor JOHNSTON and it’s about me and largely me and Councillor COLLIER for moving all those pesky motions. Those pesky motions that the LNP didn’t like. So the LNP instructed Council officers to restrict the time Councillors can speak on Committee reports and in General Business. The LNP instructed Council officers to limit discussion on motions. The LNP instructed Council officers to limit how many important local issues a Councillor can bring to the Chamber. That is the problem we have with these changes.
	Including today, we’ve brought forward over 30 motions since the beginning of this Council term and the LNP have refused to support all of them as proposed. As elected representatives that’s fine, they can do that and that’s part of the democratic debate. But they, obviously after four weeks, got a bit sick of it. As elected representatives, it’s our job to represent, as I said, our local communities and have citywide discussions and make decisions on behalf of all of the people of Brisbane. Now this part-time LNP Mayor and his part-time Council are limiting that. 
	The issues we’ve raised over the last few weeks include Short Term Housing and Homelessness strategies, updating the Housing Action Supply Plan, updating the Domestic Violence strategy, updating the Reconciliation Action Plan (RAP), organic waste services, guaranteeing no further cuts on basic maintenance, reproductive leave, period poverty, rescinding the authority on expensive overseas Olympic travel, zero-cost opening for the Kangaroo Point green bridge, lighting the Acacia Ridge sports complex, advocating on local projects right around Brisbane and the upcoming budget and more, and more.
	But this Council, majority, the LNP Councillors here, have shown no interest in positive change and now they want to completely silence debate altogether. In fact, this LORD MAYOR has been absent for more than 50% of Council meetings since the election, since we came back. When he is present here, he’s not really engaged. We heard the part-time Mayor today say that he only sticks around for the best bits. So that’s a bit of a kick in the guts for every single Civic Cabinet Chair when he walks out and leaves their contributions because he thinks they are not important.
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:	The LORD MAYOR thinks that only his work and E&C is important, none of the Committee work is important, unfortunately. That’s where we’ve got to now with this LNP Administration.
	Now, finally, we have heard from the LORD MAYOR and from the so-called Leader of the House. What does that even mean in Council.?
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:	I think it’s a totally made up—what house? It’s the Chamber but the DEPUTY MAYOR has now appointed herself the Leader of the House as well—that these changes were aimed at improving the hours for those with families. So if you—
Chair:	Councillor CASSIDY, your time has expired.
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Chair:	Councillor CASSIDY.
Councillor CASSIDY:	Thank you, Chair. So we heard that these changes—after all that, these changes were just around the hours that Council meetings were running. I wasn’t here for the time that Campbell Newman was Mayor but I’ve certainly heard and I know Councillor GRIFFITHS can vouch for that and some of the LNP Councillors. Those meetings went until the very wee hours.
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:	Quite often until—Councillor JOHNSTON as well. You had to keep the car park open—they went until 1am, 2am, 3am. So the LNP didn’t seem to mind then when they were keeping Councillors and Council staff here for long hours. But when they’ve decided to become a part-time Administration and a part-time Council, they all of a sudden care about workers. Despite having sacked a whole lot of them and—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:	—not—refusing to backfill staff and all that. We won’t get into that now. But if you add up the proposed times for debate and speeches, the meetings can still go to 8pm. They can still go to 8pm at night. So using their own logic, which is also very dangerous when you engage in LNP logic, these hours are still not family friendly in the sense that they are arguing for them. 
	We’ve seen previously and heard from the LORD MAYOR today that he’s continuing to use the State Parliament hours as a reason. They’re not part of the Model Rules, they’re just something that he admires about the State Parliament.
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:	Yes, but I note that the LNP have committed, if they are to win the State election, to revoke the family-friendly hours.
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:	To extend those meetings. So, I don’t know what—he disagrees, the LORD MAYOR disagrees an awful lot with David Crisafulli these days. He called the Leader of the LNP earlier, deeply irresponsible for supporting the cost-of-living package the State Government’s brought in. Now he’s disagreeing with him on family-friendly hours. I guess he’s agreeing with the State Government and disagreeing with David Crisafulli and Jarrod Bleijie up there. 
	But you know if you were serious, if they were serious, Chair, about—just thinking about this. If they wanted to emulate the State Parliament, and the LORD MAYOR’s made that argument. The kind of language and abuse we’ve heard from—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:	—LNP Councillors over the last couple of weeks would land them in the State Ethics Committee and would have had serious ramifications for their behaviour over the last couple of weeks as well. So I don’t take the LORD MAYOR’s reasoning around emulating the State Government seriously, when he picks and chooses those certain things to really cover up why he’s doing this. It’s clear that this is the LNP using their majority and their power to silence debate.
	Now, if we want to have—if we want to have a discussion and, again, I’d have been open to getting a call from anyone—from the Leader of the House—on no, can’t, can’t—it’s not real—from the DEPUTY MAYOR or from the LORD MAYOR to discuss these changes and to throw some ideas out on the table. Could have had a Committee of sorts, we could have discussed this. Used to—Meetings Local Law changes—used to happen, we could make some suggestions, which we will do today. Perhaps we need to finally look at maintaining a robust Council meeting that enables LNP Councillors and Labor Councillors and Greens and Independent Councillors the opportunity to discuss and debate things for as long as they need to. Let’s split Council days, let’s have Council on a Tuesday that starts at 9am and Committees on a Monday. 
We know the Chairs are already going to be here on a Monday, they have Civic Cabinet. We know they shift the time around that meeting all the time. That could be in the afternoon on a Monday. We can come in for our Committee meetings 8.30am until 11am on a Monday. We can start the meeting on—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:	—on Tuesdays at 9am and that can go to 5pm and that’s still very family-friendly hours.
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:	That’s so much better for Committee clerks and for Council staff. It’s so much better for debate, much better for the public access of those meetings as well. 
	So there’s a suggestion, why don’t we have a look at doing that instead of making these changes to the Meetings Local Law, if you are genuine—if you are genuine about making Council function better. If you are genuine about debate and you are genuine about your Councillors being able to raise local issues, why don’t you look at that?
	Maybe the LORD MAYOR didn’t reach out because he was on his day off, or his days off as a part-time Mayor. I don’t know, I don’t know why he didn’t reach out—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:	—the Leader of the Council House didn’t reach out either. Maybe they’re on their days off, I don’t know. But I guess it’s sort of true to form when you—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:	—yes, packing for Paris probably, actually, yes. Forgot about that, that trip, how could we? So you know this is—you know and they can get up and go oh you know we’re crying poor about an attack on democracy. But it really is, it really is that. Communities that have Councillors that want to raise local issues and debate things in here are going to miss out. The communities, most LNP represented communities won’t because most LNP Councillors don’t bring local things up. But we do, on their behalf. A lot of those citywide things we talked about are also affecting communities that are represented by LNP Councillors.
	So the ones that are going to miss out on having important citywide debates are people that live in areas that are represented by LNP Councillors. They think they’re punishing us on this side of the Chamber. But in fact they’re just punishing the communities that they represent. That’s the end of it. I know it’s sort of a—just a political game for the LNP. This is just about sort of using their power, amassing their control to limit what other people do around them.
	I know, in their mind, that’s how they’re operating at the moment. But if they took just a step back and considered how this would impact the communities that they represent. They might also then think to themselves, maybe we should start raising local issues. Maybe we should start advocating for things. Maybe they should be more forceful to the LORD MAYOR and demand better outcomes in better drainage, better footpaths, better roads, better parks. All that sort of stuff. If the LNP Councillors took a step back out of the little box that they’ve been put into by this LORD MAYOR, we might have better outcomes right around the city.
	But we don’t have that, unfortunately today, before us. So we won’t be supporting these changes. We’ll continue to represent the people of Brisbane, both in the wards that we were elected to and in our dual role of making decisions and having debates at a citywide level. Representing all people of Brisbane, whether they’re ratepayers or renters. We frankly don’t care if the LNP don’t like it. You have failed, LNP, in silencing debate. You tried in 2021 to silence that debate and you failed. You are trying in 2024 to silence debate and you will fail. But what you’re ultimately doing—we’re going to continue to raise those important issues and continue to debate them. But what you’re doing is limiting your ability as an LNP Councillor to go out to your community and saying you—there is pathway to raise these issues.
	Now what they are confirming is that all LNP Councillors’ roles here in Brisbane City Council is to be a rubber stamp for the LNP Mayor. That’s it, full stop. They’re not there to do anything else, they’re just there to have been elected as an LNP politician representing the LNP. Not representing their communities, and that’s a great shame.
Chair:	Further speakers? 
Councillor ALLAN.
Councillor ALLAN:	Thank you, Madam Chair. I rise to speak on items A and B. Firstly, item A, the Stones Corner Suburban Renewal Precinct Plan. The Schrinner Council, as the LORD MAYOR indicated, is committed to meeting the demand for new homes. Providing for a strong economy and creating vibrant, mixed use communities. As the LORD MAYOR has said, the Stones Corner Suburban Renewal Precinct is a fantastic opportunity to deliver more homes in an area where more people want to live, work and relax. 
	We understand that the large-scale neighbourhood planning process can take many years, certainly there are instances where they’ve taken four and even potentially five years to complete. That is why we’re turning our focus to suburban renewal precincts, whereby detailed planning can occur for smaller, underutilised or strategically located suburban areas. Ensuring on-the-ground outcomes can be achieved more quickly. Precinct planning involves working collaboratively with a range of stakeholders to create a vision, strategies and actions for the renewal of an area. The purpose of the proposed Stones Corner Suburban Renewal Precinct Plan is to revitalise the precinct. Through the introduction of additional high‑density housing, mixed use outcomes and convenient access to key employment hubs. While maximising connections to high-frequency public transport and quality open space.
	The focus area for the Precinct Plan will span the core parts of Cleveland Street and Logan Road and encompasses parts of Gladys Street, Hanlon Park, the Stones Corner Library and the busway. The proposed amendments will include changes to the Eastern Corridor Neighbourhood Plan, changes to planning scheme policies (PSPs) and supporting any consequential amendments, as required. For example, changes to zones, overlays and tables of assessment.
	We will work with the State Government to achieve a streamlined, accelerated planning scheme amendment process with Stones Corner. This was flagged by the State Government in the Shaping South East Queensland document late last year, which is effectively the South East Queensland Regional Plan. One of the key items in there was to find a mechanism to expedite planning scheme changes. In this particular instance we’ll be using section 18 of the Planning Act and the State is supportive of us adopting this approach.
	Madam Chair, of course we will work with the community and the industry so the right type of housing can be delivered in the right area. While still maintaining the village feel and community amenity of Stones Corner. Once State Government approval has been given, community consultation on the proposed amendment will be undertaken. This is a fantastic milestone as the first of the Schrinner Council suburban renewal precincts to progress and I look forward to bringing forward other precincts to the Chamber later this year. I commend this item to the Chamber and I’m glad that Councillor CASSIDY is also supportive. It will be very interesting to see what the Green members do.
	Now, turning to item B, the tailored amendment to Brisbane City Plan 2014, Inner City Affordability Initiative for car parking. Last year we introduced the Housing Supply Action Plan, which focuses on fast tracking the delivery of new homes by reducing infrastructure charges. In this action plan we also highlighted the need to progress options to lower car parking requirements for attached dwellings in inner‑city growth areas. The Housing Supply Action Plan and the Inner City Affordability Initiative work hand in hand to make much needed homes in existing inner-city, high-density areas more affordable to build and buy or rent. While preserving Brisbane’s character and low density areas. The Schrinner Council believe these initiatives will reduce construction costs, providing more space for housing, encourage greater public and active transport use and reduce congestion across the city.
	As the LORD MAYOR said, under the Inner City Affordability Initiative we are reducing mandatory car parking requirements in designated inner-city areas. This initiative looks to reflect what is currently in place in the CBD and the Kurilpa Sustainable Growth Precinct and expand it to other inner-city areas, including Fortitude Valley, Newstead, Kangaroo Point and Milton. These designated areas have been selected given the close proximity to areas close to high frequency public transport, active transport options and amenities. The proposed amendment will update the Transport, access, parking and servicing code to extend the boundary of the City core and the City frame parking areas. No changes are proposed to the car parking standards and associated rates. These are set out in a separate planning scheme policy, the Transport, access parking and servicing PSP.
	As the LORD MAYOR stated, we are seeking an accelerated approach for this amendment as well. This was envisaged under the South East Queensland Regional Plan, very similar to the Stones Corner approach. We’re using section 18 for an accelerated amendment process. You know the State recognises that we need to be responsive, we need to be agile, we need quick approvals and they are supporting us in this. As I noted, or we’ve noted previously, the Premier has supported this reduction in parking ratios in these inner-city areas. So with the Premier’s support we’re very, very hopeful that this will be turned around quickly down the road and we will bring it through as an amendment to the City Plan. Now the timelines that we’re envisaging on both of these amendments are for delivery in the middle of next year. 
	Quietly we’re hopeful that we might be able to do better than that timeframe. But certainly the way this has been sort of mapped out at the moment we would expect to have these amendments through by the middle of next year. Certainly we are grateful, once again, that Councillor CASSIDY is supporting this particular submission. So thank you.
Chair:	Further speakers? 
Councillor MASSEY.
Councillor MASSEY:	Thank you, Chair. I rise to speak on all items, A, B and C. Look, for the amendment to the City Plan with Stones Corner. There’s a lot of words on this document and it talks very specific about demand for new homes, providing strong economy, creating vibrant, mixed use communities, additional high density. We have seen in this area what investment in greenspaces like Hanlon Park can deliver for communities. But of course, a concern that will always be raised by us, is the fact that we need to constantly be keeping up with the infrastructure that high-density communities need. So while the suburb itself, or the Precinct Plan itself is well placed, with the busway and also the train station. History has shown us over and over and over again that the LNP Council can actually to keep up with the infrastructure deliveries that are needed for high-density communities. We’ve seen that again, I mean West End, Kangaroo Point, et cetera. We’ll keep going on later today about that. 
	But of course we’ve received little information, this is very similar to what I would call the blotched Kurilpa TLPI. So we’ve just received a map and some words. I understand that maybe this is a better process for precinct planning than the blotched TLPI was. But we are seeing the same kind of words from that last paper that received at the end of November. This is something that we have to put on the record. It’s the conversation about a streamlined planning scheme amendment process. That still has no information of what that looks like, how that’s going to happen. What are the timelines for the amendments? How residents and community will continue to be engaged. It’s important for us to recognise that these communities where we are making laws about should be engaged. Because that is actually a part of our role.
	In this, I suspect the ALP and the LNP, the ALP State Government and the LNP Administration, are lockstep in shutting down any community consultation. But that doesn’t come as a surprise. However, I will acknowledge that Stones Corner, again, with the infrastructure that exists around it presently, is a good place to make some planning for density. Particularly Logan Road, which is actually already up zoned for medium density. There’s a really great opportunity there for mixed use in that area.
	To item B. The Inner City Affordability Initiative, car parks. For years the Greens at Brisbane City Council have been advocating for a reduction in car parks. This has been directly connected to our call for increases in infrastructure charges. So that we just don’t build extra car parks but we get developers giving more money for infrastructure charges. That’s directly connected for Council to deliver the needed infrastructure for our growing communities, the parks, the public transport, ferry terminals, safe bikeways, scooter lanes, the list goes on. Had that been implemented hand in hand, these changes could have significantly improved our communities’ quality of life, making them more liveable, sustainable and accessible. 
	Of course, this item before us isn’t connected to any of those principles, though it’s kind of taken parts of that idea. Especially since the LNP Council again, just last year, gave tax breaks to developers. Those tax breaks to developers that we see now completely decimating our budget here in Brisbane City Council, is directly connected to something that is pretty known about the LNP Council. That is about handing out tax breaks to developers. Be it cutting infrastructure charges or rewarding them with hyper density zoning like in the TLPI.
	With the expansion of the city core and the city framework, what we could see is a continuation of these handouts to developers. Because there are no guarantees that any savings private property developers make, will be ever passed on to renters and new home owners. The thing that we should be worried about is the signal. Because this has been applauded by property and development groups. For The Gabba Ward, the areas of most concern with the expansion of the core and the city framework are, of course West End and Kangaroo Point. Over the past 10 years the increase in density in each of the suburbs have led to massive gaps in public transport and infrastructure. 
	While these suburbs—these suburbs are not near train lines, you can see in the map before you they’re not serviced equitably by ferries. Yes, West End has good, rapid transport buses like the 60 and the 90 but Kangaroo Point does not. There is no CityCat in Kangaroo Point and the second ferry terminal for West End has been sitting in the City Plan now for 11 years. That was an infrastructure delivery that the LNP decided to put in there with their neighbourhood plan.
	So while we are supportive of reducing car parking. It is not anywhere close to why we’re supporting it. What’s yet to be seen is if this LNP Council will actually step up and ensure that the proper public transport is delivered. I stand up not only for this LNP Council but we also call on State Government to make sure that these areas receive proper public transport. Because without that, we’re looking at a potentially really bad situation.
	All right. So lastly, in to item C. The LNP Council, in a display of unchecked power, is actively suppressing debate and accountability. With the use of instruction for changes for the local meetings law a move that those instructions have come, not from any stakeholders or any Opposition Councillors in consultation, or community members. It’s clear that what’s happening here today with this item, is a direct assault on our democratic processes. Within this Chamber we are witnessing the implementation of severe restrictions. which I can only describe as draconian. These measures are systematically eroding debate the democratic process. The LNP Administration and the LORD MAYOR are employing a very Machiavellian strategy. The proposal for family-friendly hours is thinly veiled as an attempt to curtail any sort of accountability, robust debate, transparency or the recording of stances of all political parties involved, including the LNP Councillors, the Greens, the ALP, Independent Councillors and the LORD MAYOR themselves.
	A prime example of this, and I will only use one, is the limitation of three hours for debate for all nine Committees. That’s 120 minutes in total to debate decisions in the largest Council in Australia. With a budget of over $4 billion. If divided equally across the nine Committees, that’s a mere 20 minutes per Committee. A maximum of four speakers. That’s not democracy, that is an unfair and unjust attack on the democratic rights of people in Brisbane. We have clearly seen in this term, the erosion of debate, ideas and accountability. We are watching it in real time. 
	I wonder if it could be something about the eight LNP seats that are under four per cent that are now marginal. Could it be something about the complete mismanagement of the 2023-24 budget? Which has gone through two amendments without clear and transparent information about where the money is going to. Could it be about the silence of Administration Councillors who enable things and their parties and policies and motions and amendments to go unchecked that hurt their own communities and constituents? Of course there are many other examples of the changes here. Frankly, I’m going to call this cowardly behaviour. I know other people will speak on it also. But we only need that one example, especially when you understand the unsaid and you say it out loud. The current mega majority the LNP has means that they can vote everything down. It’s a gross but purposeful misuse of power.
Chair:	Councillor MASSEY, your time has expired.
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor CHONG WAH:	Point of order.
Councillor DIXON:	Point of order.
Chair:	Point of order, Councillor DIXON.
Councillor CHONG WAH:	I move for an extension.
Councillor DIXON:	Chair—
Councillor MASSEY:	First point of order.
Chair:	Oh, sorry.
627/2023-24
At that point, it was moved by Councillor Seal CHONG WAH, seconded by Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON, that Councillor Trina MASSEY be granted an extension of time. Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion was declared lost on the voices.

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

ADJOURNMENT:
	628/2023-24
At that time, 3.06pm, it was resolved on the motion of Councillor Julia DIXON, seconded by Councillor Alex GIVNEY, that the meeting adjourn for a period of 15 minutes, to commence only when all Councillors had vacated the Chamber and the doors locked.



Chair:	The meeting will be adjourned when all Councillors have left the Chamber. 
Also, Councillors, if you ordered a photo, I believe they’re at the back of the room, those Councillors who ordered that, you might want to collect it from the back now. Thank you.

Council stood adjourned at 3.10pm.


UPON RESUMPTION:

Chair:	Further speakers? 
Sorry, Councillor STRUNK. 
Councillor STRUNK:	Thank you. Oh, we’re wired now, eh? Okay. Yes, it would have been interesting to maybe have another speaker from the other side get up and talk about this item that I want to talk about, which is the amended local laws 2024. My team and I sat down, and had a look over the changes, whether they were the State Government legislative changes, the Meeting Local Laws and/or now what we call the instructed changes, is it, or destructed changes—anyways, instructed changes. We spent, well, in between phone calls and answering the counter, we spent a lot of time going over them. Some were obviously really very acceptable. 
There wasn’t any issue with a number of them. Some made, you know, they mostly make sense. The instructed ones, of course, are the ones that we had the greatest issue with, of course. I just want to speak about one of them that was mandated, and that we had to adopt. That is that the Chair now decides that if conduct is of a serious nature that the Chair can make an order without previous warnings to either reprimand or require the Councillor to leave the Chamber. Well, what a loaded gun that is for a Chair to have at their disposal. So you can be saying a few things, you can be mumbling a few things, and if the Chair decides that you were being disruptive—you could even be talking maybe to someone sitting next to you, one of your own colleagues, and that could be considered disruptive as well. 
The gun’s loaded. All of a sudden, you’re out. You’re out for that meeting. We know why, I’m sure, the Chairs or the current Chair and the Chairs of the future would be loving that one, because one of the Councillors here stands up for her community very passionately, and they don’t like it. They just don’t like it. 
Councillors interjecting. 
Councillor STRUNK:	They hate it. Well, I’ll take that interjection, thank you. So that was under 21(3). The ones that I really want to focus on as well is the instructed ones, and the no limit for—okay, so under—what is it?—under 35(13), (14), the three-hour limit to Committee—for E&C Committee debate. This is the one that I was really, really surprised about because you would think that the administration of the day would want to be able to facilitate the E&C as well as all the Committee reports, and make sure that every one of them is completed, giving those Chairs the opportunity, who spent a lot of time and energy and hours probably, obviously apart from their duties as Councillor. They are paid to do this. They are paid to do this. 
It would be a shame that for them and for people from—Councillors on this side not to be able to debate those Committee reports as well as E&C. Also, we’re now going to be restricted to five minutes as—not the Chairs. The Chairs will get their 10 minutes, but we’ll be restricted to five minutes. I think that’s, well, that’s not really good for democracy or debate in this Chamber. Five minutes is really not a lot of time, especially with some of those petitions that come through. It’s not the presentations; it’s those petitions. Guess what’s going to happen? If we restrict that to the three hours, those petitions that the residents have put up to come in for the debate, it may be in any number of the programs, and sometimes they’re not even relevant to the program, to me, but they seem to put them in some programs that are irrelevant. 
Anyway, so if we’re not going to be able to complete that process, well, the petitions will never be heard and/or debated in this Chamber. They’ll be gone, never to be seen again. I think that’s a really bad outcome or really a bad new rule, because I just think that it’s, again, taking up what some of the other Councillors on this side have said, it’s really guillotining the debate in a substantive way. We have less time, only five minutes, instead of the 10. We’ll probably, possibly, especially with the E&C, because if you remember, some of our E&C clauses go up to 10 or 13 clauses that we’ve got to debate. 
Well, there’s no way that we’re going to go through all those, and then end up finishing the rest of the Committee reports. So, just from a functionary point of view, from a logical point of view, you’re disadvantaging your Chairs, you’re disadvantaging the public who put things forward through their petitions, and you’re guillotining the debate on any of those clauses that may come forward—may come forth, I should say. I want to speak about the 30-day rule as well. This is on notified motions, of course. For months and months and months, the LORD MAYOR complained about notified motions not being forthcoming from us, from the Opposition, because we used to employ urgency motions that were relevant. 
Then we decided to take a different tack, and say, okay, all right, let’s do some notified motions. Let’s just see what happens there. So we did a number of notified motions, and there was a lot to talk about in a notified motion as far as each motion. Now that there’s going to be only a one-hour timeframe to debate notified motions, and also there’s going to be a 30-day rule as well, which means that if it’s the last three meetings of that particular session, guaranteed that we’re probably not going to get to the substantive amount of those notified motions, and they’ll be gone forever. They’ll be history. I don’t even know if we’re actually allowed to reintroduce them. I don’t know if that’s part of the new rules or not. Maybe the LORD—
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor STRUNK:	Is it three? I’ll take that interjection, thank you. Is it in there? I missed that one. Thank you. Again, the notified motion was something that the LORD MAYOR really demanded that we undertake. We give them plenty of notice now. As the Leader of the Opposition said, we give them heaps of notice now, days and days of notice. So you have all the wherewithal to be able to get your notes together to debate those but funny enough, you almost never debate any of them. So these are ideas that cover right across Brisbane. They’re not necessarily local ideas that I bring in from my ward because, again, a lot of my ward members will put together petitions to advocate for certain things as well. 
We know what’s going to happen with those now as well. They’re just basically going to disappear after 30 days. So I don’t think a great deal of thought was put into this, in a lot of respects, or maybe there was. This is, again, just a way of guillotining debate on any issue that we raise, whether you probably agreed with it or not. I think, looking through about 20 or 25 that we’ve put in this session, I think there’s probably a number of those that you would agree with but didn’t either want to debate it, or you thought it was a good idea but it wasn’t yours, which is a shame. Now, lastly, of course, General Business, we’re being cut down to five minutes. Now, it’s okay for the Chairs because they can actually do General Business in their reports, actually. I know Councillor HOWARD does a pretty good job of this, talking about—
Chair:	Councillor STRUNK, your time has expired.
Councillor STRUNK:	Thank you.
Chair:	Further speakers? 
Councillor CUNNINGHAM. 
Councillor CUNNINGHAM:	Thanks, Madam Chair. I rise to speak on items A and C, but first to item A. I often think of my ward as a patchwork of villages, each with their own distinct characteristics. Stones Corner, as one of Brisbane’s oldest suburban destinations, has a distinct identity, with an iconic main street, and a collection of independent shops, cafes, and other local businesses. I remember when it was once a packed retail precinct, home to a range of factory outlets and fashion stores, before the concept of large-scale DFOs came to Brisbane. Stones Corner now includes higher density residential development, and a growing cluster of personal services, including beauty, second-hand, recycled, and retro fashion retailers. 
The precinct is in close proximity to a range of destinations, including major health, employment, sport, and entertainment facilities, such as the Princess Alexandra Hospital, and Greenslopes Hospital, Ecosciences Precinct, Woolloongabba, and South Bank. Of course, on the edge of the precinct is our much-loved and award‑winning Hanlon Park. Once an ugly concrete drain, it’s now a great destination for families from right across Brisbane and visitors even from interstate to visit. Stones Corner is also well-serviced by public transport, with the Eastern busway and Buranda train station all in easy walking distance of the centre. 
As this Chamber knows, the Buranda busway is currently being upgraded and extended to cater for Brisbane Metro services. The main commuter cycle route to the city, the Veloway, is also being upgraded at Buranda, and is accessible to Stones Corner residents via Hanlon Park. Madam Chair, with all these amenities, there is little wonder that the area is growing in popularity, and we need to cater for this growth. The Schrinner Council has time and time again shown that we’re committed to meeting the demand for new homes, providing a strong economy, and creating vibrant mixed-use communities together with a range of stakeholders. 
As part of our response, I’m pleased to have the Stones Corner Suburban precinct plan to be the first plan to be prepared through the suburban renewal precinct program. This is about unlocking the potential of Stones Corner. It will provide guidance to the local community and the development industry about a vision for future development to ensure it happens in a consistent way within the village. It will consider opportunities for the building and construction industry to provide housing supply and diversity in what is a very well-serviced location. Through the plan, we will also look to use existing and planned infrastructure within and in proximity to the precinct, such as the public and active transport connections that I’ve already mentioned. 
By undertaking this full precinct approach, we’ll also ensure infrastructure capacity can meet the potential increase in demand. Madam Chair, in summary, this is a fantastic opportunity, and there is so much potential for Stones Corner. I’ve met with the Our Stones Corner President as well as local State MP Joe Kelly, who also share my optimism for this village. Following approval from the State, I look forward to working with residents, businesses, and the wider community as we engage with them through this first process. In summary, not only does it unlock opportunities for housing, employment, and education, but I hope it will see Stones Corner reborn and once again emerge as a vibrant mixed-use destination with a very distinctive high street, and I commend it to the Chamber. 
Turning to item C, over the course of the last few years, Labor Councillors have talked about how they want Council to be a progressive organisation, one that indeed reflects modern Brisbane. The item before us today delivers on that, both in a social sense and in a workplace sense. There are two parts to this local law change. The first part reflects amendments the State Government made to their model meeting procedures, a set of rules which was updated in March this year and needs to be reflected in our Meetings Local Law. These changes are specific to conflicts of interest, as well as unsuitable meeting behaviour by Councillors and the Chair of Council. 
The second part introduces family-friendly hours, and it does so in a genuine way, Madam Chair. To make sure we are operating in a fair and reasonable fashion, we have made a point of using the same reforms the Queensland Parliament used in 2018 when they did the exact same thing, which I note had the full support of the Greens at the time. So the changes before us strengthen the balance between providing Councillors set, guaranteed opportunities to discuss local issues, while also making sure we meet our after-hours community obligations, of which there are very many, as we all know. So here’s how we’ll achieve these modern standards. 
Debate on all Committee reports, including E&C, will last for no more than three hours. At the three-hour mark, any debate underway will end, and all remaining items will be put to a vote, just like what we do on budget debate at the end of the second day. Time limits—and I’ll speak slowly—Councillors have a maximum of five minutes when speaking to an item, unless—speaking to an item, that’s speaking to an item, Councillor STRUNK—unless the Council resolves to extend that time. This doesn’t include General Business, where the five-minute speaking limit cannot be extended. 
So, having said this, the speaking limit excludes the LORD MAYOR and the Leader of the Opposition, who can speak for 10 minutes each during the E&C report on each item, if they need to. The Council can resolve to extend time if required. When it comes to notified motions, the ability for majority Councillors to lodge notices of motion is removed. We are giving this up. Instead, the meeting schedule will include an hour dedicated to debating minority Councillor notices of motion. These motions will be allocated on a pro rata basis, just like Question Time. Importantly, any notices of motion appearing on the agenda will be automatically removed after 30 calendar days from the day on which the notice was lodged. 
This is another Queensland Parliament rule. Also, suspending Standing Rules by way of a motion will now be treated as a procedural motion—again, another Queensland Parliament rule. Chair, when you package all these things together, this is what family-friendly hours look like. It’s how a modern Council can function while simultaneously dealing with the business of the day. It’s not just family-friendly for us as Councillors; it’s family-friendly for the dozens of Council employees who are required to stay behind after our dinner break to support the Council meeting, not just the 26 Councillors and the three clerks who remain here. 
There is a whole workforce of Council employees staying behind to support the Council meeting, around 70 officers. So when we finished work at 1am the other week, so did 70 other Council officers. It’s about making sure that we’re in line with modern workplace standards, something actually you’d think that the Labor Party would be jumping at. We’ve already seen the Labor Party’s talking points on this item, and we saw them coming a mile away, Madam Chair. Are we removing any rules that prohibits a Councillor to speak? No, no. Has Question Time changed? No. Can you still scrutinise and debate Cabinet submissions and petition responses? Yes, you can.
Can the Opposition still bring motions to the Chamber if they want to debate a specific topic? Yes, of course they can. Just through you, Madam Chair, to correct Councillor STRUNK, it’s five minutes for Chairs as well, not as you said. Importantly, you can still take each item for debate and seriatim for five minutes each. When you think about it, Madam Chair, these changes overall are actually pretty minimal. They support our vision of Council having a modern workplace standard that we can all get behind, something that should be a priority for all Councillors and I commend this to the Chamber. 
Chair:	Further speakers? 
Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	I rise to speak on all three items on the E&C report, firstly, just briefly on item A, the amendments to City Plan Stones Corner Renewal precinct. This is about the third time there’s been an attempt at renewing Stones Corner. Council has put enormous amounts of money into upgrades into that precinct in the time that I’ve been the local Councillor, while other parts of this city are intensely neglected. This is yet another attempt for the LNP to engage in support for developers. I do not trust the LNP when it comes to city planning anymore. I presume this is more pork barrelling for one of the most marginal city Councillors in Brisbane. 
It will not lead to good outcomes for this part of the world. I have no doubt about that. I haven’t seen a precinct treated well and get better outcomes to date. Secondly, with respect to the car parking initiative that the LORD MAYOR is bringing forward, I too note that the LORD MAYOR, who isn’t here, the part‑time LORD MAYOR who’s changing the Meetings Local Law, is not present. He’s left it to the self-named Leader of the House to handle this matter. The Leader of the House is a made-up title, so that doesn’t inspire confidence at all. When it comes to working on behalf of developers, this LORD MAYOR has it down pat. 
He trots off to the Property Council to announce changes to City Plan, without telling anybody. He doesn’t bring them here to Council. He doesn’t consult on them. He doesn’t do any of those things. He just promises developers, who’ve been asking for this change for a long time, that he’ll do what they want. The worst part of all of this, the really dishonest part of all of this is that the LORD MAYOR has stood up time and time again and said that apartments will be $100,000 cheaper. That’s his justification for this change. Now, I wasn’t born yesterday. I don’t know any developer that’s suddenly going to make their housing stock $100,000 cheaper. 
The other part of this that is really appalling—so that’s just untrue. It’s just not going to result in savings. Units are not going to get cheaper in Brisbane. It’s just not going to happen. The second part of this that is just appallingly bad is that the LNP are allowing developers to have no car parks. So if you buy a unit anywhere in this five kind of kilometre radius, not only will there now be no requirement for a car park at all, you cannot park your car on the street because you’re not eligible for a parking permit. You probably have to go and pay a mega owner of paid parking in this city to park your car off the street. So this is a double whammy. 
The LNP are helping the developers and the car parking moguls, who we know are very supportive of what they do. So there is a really big problem with this policy. It’s not good policy at all, and I don’t support it. Yes, it would be better if we had less cars, but corporate welfare for developers is not the way to do it. They will pocket the profits, and they will not pass them on to the community. In no way, as the LORD MAYOR has said, does this guarantee units will be cheaper in Brisbane. So, with respect to item C, the Meetings Local Law changes, I think this is the fifth time that the Meetings Local Law have been changed in the time that I’ve been the Councillor. I think it’s fair to say that a lot of these changes have been directed at me. 
I don’t think they all are this time. I actually think this is partly petty payback for the Labor Party moving these motions over the last few weeks. That’s how petty the LNP are. The big problem with what the LNP are proposing is their decision to unilaterally change Council meeting rules with no consultation is designed to entrench a quasi-dictatorship. Now, before anybody stands up and says that’s hyperbole, I’m just going to read a little note about what a dictatorship is. A dictatorship is an autocratic form of government which is characterised by a leader or a group of leaders who hold governmental power with few or no limitations. 
Politics in dictatorships are controlled by a dictator, and they are facilitated through an inner circle of elites. That includes advisers, generals, and other high‑ranking officials. Dictatorships can be fought through a number of ways, and they are—oh, sorry, here we go. Dictators maintain control by influencing and appeasing their inner circle—well, we know that—repressing any opposition—that’s what they’re doing here—which may include rival political parties, armed resistance—well, yes, we know that, they bring the police in here to kick us out if they don’t like what we’re saying—and getting rid of disloyal members of the dictator’s inner circle. 
That’s a dictatorship. There is no better description of what is happening in this Council Chamber than describing this LORD MAYOR and the people facilitating these changes as quasi-dictators. Now, the fundamental problem with what the LNP are proposing here today is it is in direct contrast or opposition to our statutory responsibilities under the City of Brisbane Act. Councillors must serve the overall public interest of the whole of Brisbane. Now, we know they’re not doing that because they are limiting the time for debate and discussion of city matters. They are limiting the time for debate and discussion by Opposition Councillors, including myself. 
If you’d listen to Councillor CUNNINGHAM, you would think that we were getting more time to discuss things. Currently, Opposition Councillors have unlimited time to discuss matters of importance to them, and it can take some hours. What Councillor CUNNINGHAM and the LNP mates in the inner elite circle of the LNP are doing is reducing that to one hour—one hour. Not only that, when we have big decisions at Council that come through the Council reports by the LNP, they’re restricting debate to three hours. Now, again, the dishonest part of what Councillor CUNNINGHAM has stood up and said is that’s what they’re doing at the State level. 
It’s so untrue. State Parliament sits for weeks; not three hours. State Parliament has the opportunity to speak for 10 minutes rather than five. At Federal level, it’s even more, you can speak for 15 minutes. You have a robust Committee system which investigates any kind of legislation before it comes to the House. You have Committees held on different days to the day of sitting for the Council. They rotate their clerks in and out of Council meetings so they’re not being asked to work long hours. There are so many things that this LNP Administration is dishonestly hiding and saying this is about modernisation. It isn’t. This is regressive. 
This is going back to the bad old days where this LNP Administration removed Councillors’ right to speak—removed Councillors’ right to speak. When Councillor CUNNINGHAM also dishonestly stands up and says, we’re not removing anybody’s right to speak, yes, you are. From now on, procedural motions can’t—you can’t move the suspension of standing orders because it’s a procedural motion, and you can’t speak to it. So, before, you had three minutes to speak to a procedural motion. That’s gone. So there’s the Finance Chair of Brisbane, and the person responsible for the governance of the city, giving false information to the people of Brisbane. 
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Yes, you can’t say that word anymore. It’s false and dishonest information. That’s just one example. Now, the other big problem we’ve got with respect to the City of Brisbane Act is that Councillors have an obligation to participate—to participate—in the meetings of Council, to participate in policy development and decision-making, and the matters being considered in a meeting of Council. Now, under the new regime of the inner-city elite LNP quasi-dictatorship, you will no longer be able to debate issues if the three hours finishes. So it may be the case where we have multiple motions that just get guillotined. That is wrong. What the LNP is doing here is regressive. It’s not family friendly. There are multiple other options to do this. It won’t hurt me. My vote goes up every time they try and change the rules. It’s their vote that goes down. They continue to try and restrict democratic debate in this Council. That is dishonest. That is weak. These part‑time, non-existent LNP—
Chair:	Councillor JOHNSTON, your time has expired.
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At that point, it was moved by Councillor Trina MASSEY, seconded by Councillor Seal CHONG WAH, that Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON be granted an extension of time. Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion was declared lost on the voices.

Chair:	Councillor PARRY.
Councillor PARRY:	Thank you, Madam Chair. I rise to speak on item C. As a new Councillor in this place, and as someone who operated in a professional environment that was completely separate to this one before now, I hope that I can bring a fresh perspective to what are some important changes to the meeting rules today. The truth is that in corporate Australia, employers are doing everything in their power to improve the experience of their people. So attracting and retaining talent and being an employer of choice is critical to remaining competitive in what is a really tightly held labour market. Skill shortages are hampering productivity across many sectors. 
Indeed, no sector is immune. So someone asked me what I was talking about, I think. I’ll take that interjection. What I’m talking about is the corporate sector that is trying to attract hardworking and talented people, the same thing that we want to do as an employer. It’s important that we provide flexibility, that we provide autonomy in the workplace. That’s the widespread view of people leaders across many sectors in this country. That’s how you keep people, and that’s how you get the best out of people. This is what we’re talking about when we speak about family-friendly hours. You don’t have to be a parent or carer to feel burnt out, and you don’t have to be a parent or carer to want to get home from work at an acceptable hour. 
What I can say is that if I’m speaking from my personal experience as a parent, it was really challenging a few weeks ago to come home at 2am, to go to bed at 3am and then be up at 6am to get the kids ready and off to school and day care. The truth of it is I genuinely struggled, and my partner did most of the heavy lifting that morning before I dragged myself to the first meeting of the day. It’s all well and good to speak about diversity and inclusion and equality in this place, but it’s another thing to use your diversity, use your own lived experience to make a difference. The fact is I’m a woman in this place with young children, and I know that when I sit very late here, it throws my entire family off kilter. 
I can only imagine what it must be like for single parents who have to rely on family members or paid babysitting to get through or have to make the choice: do they stay here or do they go? Do they partake in the debate or do they not? I also think about the partners who are at home, and have to muddle through dinnertime, bath time, bedtime on their own, and then have to back it up the next morning to do everything else because their partner’s being kept up late. Debating things like thanking the Mayor of Moreton for doing something we’d already done. This goes for Councillors and Council officers alike. 
People out there might argue that this is what politicians sign up for, but do they? Is it? We want to attract and retain the best talent out there. We want diversity of thought, we want diversity of lived experience, so we can truly represent our constituents. So sitting in here listening to 14 points of order from the same member is not representing our constituents. Being at a P&C (Parents and Citizens) meeting is, being at a Scout AGM (annual general meeting) is, or maybe it’s going home, getting to bed on time, so you can go to a business breakfast the next morning. In the same way we must attract and retain the best talent for our Council workforce, we must also do what we can to attract and retain the best talent when it comes to Councillors. 
We must remain modern and competitive. We should always be striving to do better. If I’m a young woman making a decision about whether or not to get into politics, I’ve got enough barriers in front of me without having to consider already long working hours being further amplified by absurdly long Council meetings. I don’t buy that longer speaking time results in a richer debate. In fact, it dilutes it, if anything. These changes match what the State Government has done. There is nothing radical here. The quality over quantity adage rings true in this place. If the point can’t be made in five minutes, then perhaps it’s time to hang up the mic. 
Take the last few weeks. It wasn’t about meaningful debate; it was about writing a higher number on a social media tile. It was about making an unremarkable political point. So this idea that these changes stifle debate is wrong. Motions can still be moved by those opposite, and the Instagram counter can keep going up. We can still hear about how we should be thanking politicians from across the country, across the globe even. On that note, members of the cross bench can still go home at the dinner break or during Committee reports, as they have done in the last few weeks. They can still leave early, walk out the door, and get on their bus, and go home. With these changes, it just means there’s a better chance for the rest of us to do that. We can debate and consider the important business of Council in this place. 
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor PARRY:	We can also attend our—
Chair:	Councillor GRIFFITHS.
Councillor PARRY:	—Tuesday night P&C meeting, our Scouts AGMs. We can be in bed at a decent hour and rise the next morning to tackle the day—and, importantly, so can Council officers. 
Chair:	Councillor COLLIER.
Councillor COLLIER:	Thanks very much, Chair. I rise to speak on item C of the Establishment and Coordination Committee report before us today. I think the Councillor for Marchant really has summed it up quite nicely what the LNP’s perspective is on these changes, and that it’s all about politicians. The entire sum of the LNP’s argument about why the changes that they have instructed Council officers to make—and I want to be very clear, there’s two different sets of things before us. The ones that are in the model that need to be done, we support. What we’re talking about are the ones that the LNP political party and the Administration have instructed Council officers to make. The contribution from the Councillor for Marchant sums it up for the LNP. 
It is all about them. It is all about themselves. To the LNP, power is control. Power is control to the LNP. On this side of the Chamber, power is empowering our local communities and the people of Brisbane. As someone who is also a more recent addition to this Chamber, I have only served in this place for just over a year. From the outset, I have the deepest respect for this place. It is, of course, the people’s place. I respect the opportunity that I have, that I have been afforded, to advocate for the community that I was elected to represent. Like I said, we accept some of these changes that need to be made are okay. That is important. 
But what’s before us today, and what we do not accept, what we do not support, are the changes that the LNP have made under instruction. It is disappointing and it is disturbing to hear the LNP’s desire to change the rules to stop Councillors who were duly elected to this place from raising important local and citywide issues and engage in debate about these issues. The LNP Administration have, of course, consistently demonstrated their lack of respect for the way in which this Chamber operates. They will go down as the most childish and pathetic administration, based on their actions. Councillor CUNNINGHAM, of course, in her contribution to this debate, let the cat out of the bag. 
They’ve literally chucked a tanty and brought forward a suite of changes because they don’t like engaging in debate, which I will remind LNP Councillors, that is a core function of your job. They don’t like doing their job, which is working for the people of Brisbane, and I feel like sometimes the LNP forget that. I do, of course, feel sorry. I do feel a little bit sorry for the LNP backbenchers who have effectively been silenced by these changes. They are effectively now unable to advocate for their community. I suppose, upon reflection, their communities won’t see much change because it’s not like the LNP Councillors come in here and stand up and fight for their communities anyway. They are rubber stamps. 
The LNP Councillors just toe the party line, say the slogans, and fail to create meaningful and real change for the constituents and the communities that they represent. Now, because of these changes, they will have no chance to speak up in the people’s place. I guess that’s because when they do, they face years of systemic bullying. Most importantly, these changes are bad for the people of Brisbane. I am not convinced that these changes before us today are better for the people of Brisbane. All of these changes by instruction are all about the LNP feeling uncomfortable to have their real values on the record. We know their record. 
We will not stop talking about your record. We know that the LNP do not support reproductive leave. You do not support increasing Pathways out of Homelessness Grant scheme. You don’t support ending period poverty. You don’t support guaranteeing no further cuts to basic maintenance. I can understand why you would be afraid to have that out there in your communities. These changes under instruction were not created out of any real process, they were cooked up in the LNP Party Room because they don’t want the people of Brisbane to know the truth. I want to talk a bit about family hours, because if the Council Administration was genuinely committed to making it family-friendly hours, make the meetings start earlier, and put Committee meetings on a separate day. 
If you are making the argument that you are modelling these changes off the State, that is what they do. They start their Parliament day at 9.30, and they go through till 7pm, three days in a row; sometimes even more. Their Committee meetings are separate, and they are a genuine process that they go through before, and they debate, and they engage with the community, and then—
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	Thank you, Councillors. There’s been plenty of chatter going on that I’ve been allowing people to chatter.
	Haven’t I, Councillor GRIFFITHS? Thank you. 
Continue, Councillor COLLIER. 
Councillor COLLIER:	I’m genuinely not sure why Councillor WINES is unhappy about the important work of State Parliamentary Committees when Members of all political parties participate. 
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	Councillor WINES, thank you. Councillor COLLIER is on her feet, speaking. You can have a turn after her. 
Councillor COLLIER.
Councillor COLLIER:	I guess maybe Councillor WINES is unaware of the extensive public hearings that Committees go through, the regional travel that the Committees go through, the public hearings on the bills. I mean, he’s not very across his brief anyway, so I don’t expect him to remotely understand another level of government. 
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	Councillor WINES, I caution you. I have just told you not to call out. 
Councillor COLLIER:	Yes, he couldn’t help himself. He had to mansplain it to me.
Chair:	Councillor COLLIER. 
Councillor COLLIER:	Making—
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	Councillor COLLIER, inappropriate. Please continue your speech. 
Councillor COLLIER:	Making the meetings end—
Councillor HOWARD:	Point of order, Madam Chair.
Chair:	Point of order, Councillor HOWARD. 
Councillor HOWARD:	I ask that Councillor COLLIER withdraw that statement. 
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	Councillors, thank you. 
Councillor interjecting. 
Chair:	Councillor COLLIER. 
	You are not to debate each other in this Chamber, Councillors. We are not debating this. 
	I’ve asked you to stop calling out and, Councillor COLLIER, to please stay appropriate—
Councillor HOWARD:	Point of order. 
Chair:	—and continue. 
	Point of order, Councillor HOWARD. 
Councillor HOWARD:	Madam Chair, I asked a very simple question, that Councillor COLLIER withdraw the word mansplaining, which was totally inappropriate, and I ask again that she does that.
Chair:	Councillor COLLIER, would you withdraw? 
Please continue. 
Councillor COLLIER:	The solution to making Council meetings family-friendly is not simply shutting down debate. If you are unhappy about the meetings going till one in the morning, then make them start earlier, and put Committee meetings on a different day. If we started Council meetings at 9am, we could have a very robust agenda, have contributions from Councillors of all political persuasions, participate in genuine, meaningful debate and still be finished by five or six o’clock. So if Councillor CUNNINGHAM wants to make the argument that these changes are modelled off the State, then I’m sure that there will be bipartisan support for our proposal. 
Councillor CUNNINGHAM said that Labor has called for these changes. Please, please listen to our calls, and implement those changes to make the meetings earlier so that they can finish earlier and put the Committee meetings on a separate day. Be better for the clerks, be better for the process. I’m genuinely, in the spirit of bipartisanship, I am genuinely very proud to be a part of a Council that is made up of the majority of women and, I will say, a lot of us are working mums. I do think it’s also worth mentioning that in the Finance Committee, the vast majority of us are women, and most of us are working mums too. That’s a good thing. 
I would be lying if I didn’t say that long days are hard on families. Of course they are. I also know that as elected politicians, we don’t work a normal nine-to-five job. We’re not a big corporation. These changes that are proposed today still won’t get you home in time to put your kids to bed. They won’t get you home in time to go to the P&C meeting that starts at 6.30, because under the changes proposed by the LNP, meetings could go till late. So that argument is incorrect. We are not a corporation. I will say this, it hasn’t—of course there are so many barriers to women participating in politics, but I think it is a remarkable thing. Council is the most family-friendly level of government, and it has attracted lots of young working mums. 
That is a good thing across all political spectrums. It is a good thing. These changes, of course, will now go to consultation. On this side of the Chamber, we will be encouraging all people to have their say. We cannot support those changes proposed under instruction by the LNP Council, by LNP politicians. What we do in here is important. These changes should not be considered lightly. Power is not control, it is empowering local communities.
Chair:	Further speakers? No further—
Oh, Councillor GRIFFITHS. 
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	Yes, thank you, Madam Chair. It’s been an interesting afternoon. It’s been very interesting what Councillor COLLIER just said, and I’d like to echo those sentiments. In my 21 years here, this process has changed for changing a local law that affects Meetings Local Law. It’s always been, or up until fairly recently, it’s always been something that’s been done between the Opposition and the Administration. It’s actually been a joint Committee, I’ve sat on the Committee a few times, and the changes have been negotiated, and they’ve been taken back to each other’s party rooms, and consideration has been given to those changes. 
That has not happened this time. This time, the way I found out about it was a media release and being contacted by the media about something the DEPUTY MAYOR had released. It is not appropriate for any administration—Labor, Liberal, I don’t care who they are—to be writing their own rules about the way the Chamber is run. It is not appropriate. No one out there in voter land would think that that’s fair. Everyone will see that the people writing the rules are looking after their own self‑interest. That’s exactly what we’re seeing here today. We are seeing an Administration that’s been in here for 20 years saying, hey, we’re not in control of the agenda. 
We need to be in control of the agenda. We’re going to limit the amount of time you can speak. We’re actually going to halve it. You can only speak for five minutes. We’re going to reduce the amount of time that you can debate things. We’re going to give you less opportunity to debate things, less opportunity to put motions up that are urgent. We’re going to control everything you do. I understand that this is a conservative party who runs Brisbane. I understand that, and I understand conservatives like control. They like control, they like being in charge. 
It doesn’t deliver the best outcome for our residents. It doesn’t deliver the best outcome for our staff. It doesn’t deliver the best outcome for us as a city. So I think the changes put forward today, certainly the changes that have been directed—and there’s only one person in this place who can direct someone, and that’s the LORD MAYOR. So those changes that have been directed are extremely concerning to me. They aren’t about good governance. They aren’t about delivering well for the residents of Brisbane. They’re about controlling what happens here. I heard some Councillors on the other side complaining, go boohoo, we don’t get to go home when you get to go home. That’s the reality of your job. That’s the reality of—
Councillor PARRY:	Point of order, Madam Chair. 
Chair:	Point of order, Councillor PARRY. 
Councillor PARRY:	Claim to be misrepresented.
Chair:	I note your misrepresentation. 
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	I didn’t mention anyone’s name. 
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	I didn’t mention—
Chair:	Thank you, Councillors. 
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	I didn’t mention anyone’s name. 
Chair:	Continue, Councillor GRIFFITHS.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	Yes, thank you. I didn’t mention anyone’s name. What you need to remember is as a majority, you need to keep the numbers in the Chamber. Staff out there and people who are watching need to understand that it’s the role of the government, the role of the people who are elected, who’ve got the majority, to keep the numbers in the Chamber to make sure the Chamber works. So that’s your responsibility. That’s part of democracy. That’s how it works. That’s your job. There is so many ways we could have improved these meetings rules. I think both sides would have accepted that and it could have been done in a more collegial way, reaching across the Chamber. 
This just looks dirty and foul and that’s what it is, dirty and foul, with these changes. Councillor JOHNSTON was right before, we have tried. There have been attempts to try these changes before—when Campbell Newman was in, when Councillor Quirk was in. It doesn’t produce good outcomes. It doesn’t deliver more for the city. Certainly there have been times that I’ve sat in this Chamber until one or two o’clock in the morning, with debate. That’s what the elected representative Brisbane throw up. That’s what the Mayor and the Administration need to deal with. I think this is appalling and pathetic and undemocratic. 
Now, I just want to reinforce to item A, which was the amendment to BCC plan for Stones Corner Suburban Renewal precinct. I was fascinated to hear the LORD MAYOR talk about this area is underutilised, and we’re going to deliver 1,300 new homes. It’s a site for bus and rail transport. I thought, wow, hallelujah. This is a spot where you put more density. This is great. This is good but then he went on to say, and it has incredible greenspace—which it does. It’s got incredible parklands, it’s got an incredible waterway that Council has just invested $20 million in, it’s got incredible sports fields, it’s got a library, it’s got a high‑amenity area, it’s got a lot of accessibility around that area. 
Well, that is not what you’re delivering with the Moorooka, Salisbury, Nathan plan. There’s none of that liveability. There’s none of that accessibility. We’re not making use of any resources that would make it socially accessible. So I just want to point that contrast out because these are the areas where we should be putting people. These are the areas where we should be looking at density. If we’re going to look at creating density in the areas that don’t have services, then we need to be providing it. We need to be putting it in place and ensuring that it’s there so that we’re looking after everyone’s lifestyle in Brisbane going forward. That’s all I’ve got to say, Madam Chair. Thank you. 
Chair:	Councillor PARRY, your point of misrepresentation. 
Councillor PARRY:	Thank you, Madam Chair. Councillor GRIFFITHS said, “you over there, boohoo, crying about having to work”. Is that correct or is that wrong? No, you’re shaking your head. He used the term boohoo, sorry, which I took to intimate crying. I didn’t cry. I didn’t whinge. I didn’t say boohoo. 
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	Point of order.
Chair:	One point of misrepresentation first. Thank you. 
Councillor PARRY.
Councillor PARRY:	Sorry, Councillor GRIFFITHS, you did use the term boohoo, which I take to mean crying, which I take to mean whinging and complaining about my job. 
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor PARRY:	Sorry. Can I continue? Yes, thank you, Madam Chair. I didn’t complain about my job. I didn’t complain about doing what I have to do. What I did complain about was being in this place until early hours of the morning, discussing things that were not in the best interest of my constituents, like congratulating the Mayor of Moreton Bay Shire Council. 
Councillor MASSEY:	Point of order, Chair.
Councillor PARRY:	That is what I was talking about. 
Chair:	Thank you, Councillor. 
Further speakers? 
Councillor GRIFFITHS, did you have a point of order first? Thank you. 
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	Yes, I have a point of order. I understood you only responded to a point of order if you were named in the speech. You didn’t have the opportunity of responding if you weren’t named. 
Chair:	When they’re quoted, Councillor, it was quoted and directed. It was actually—thank you, Councillor GRIFFITHS, it was like a taunt, and it was quoted, so we understood that. 
Further speakers? 
Councillor MASSEY.
Councillor MASSEY:	Sorry, that was my point of order. I was calling a point of order, whether you could debate point of orders for misrepresentation. 
Chair:	We’re not going to have—
Councillor interjecting. 
Chair:	Thank you very much. 
Are there any further speakers? No? 
LORD MAYOR. 
LORD MAYOR:	Thank you, Madam Chair. It’s interesting how things can change so dramatically in a relatively short period of time, how they can change from when one person in the team opposite is working for a State Government Minister as a spin doctor, justifying these kind of changes being brought into the State Government, and then backflipping in incredible gymnastics to now oppose these changes. It’s incredible how things can change when another Councillor is representing Morningside Ward, and championing family-friendly hours, and then suddenly she’s not here, and their whole team changes their position. 
It’s also interesting to hear different perspectives on hard work. I think if you went out and polled 1,000 Brisbane residents, and asked them if hard work is congratulating other politicians in the middle of the night, what do you think they’d say? Is that the work that we are gainfully employed in doing, or is it actually delivering for the community out in the community? Is it actually delivering for your community? Being at the community events, and meeting with residents and—
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	One moment, please, LORD MAYOR. 
We’ll wait until Councillors are quiet. 
LORD MAYOR: 	Is it—
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	One moment again, LORD MAYOR. 
Councillor CASSIDY, I’m cautioning you again. I’ve just spoken. You had your chance, and you spoke. It is now the LORD MAYOR’s turn. He is on his feet, and you will be quiet.
LORD MAYOR:	Is it important to be engaging in pointless debates in the middle of the night about Opposition grandstanding, or is it important to be engaging and delivering for community? Because I know what I think is more important, and I know what I think the residents of Brisbane think is more important. I also heard some interesting comments about the LNP Party Room. Well, that’s quite fascinating, because I’ve heard some direct feedback about the Labor Party caucus and how that operates. The word dictator has kind of come up in that discussion. It’s really one person gets their way, with another person cheerleading from the side—guess who that is—and then everyone else is sort of just demoralised in accepting their fate. 
So people in glass houses, Councillor CASSIDY, should not throw rocks. Our Party Room is an incredibly vigorous place. It is an incredibly vigorous place. I can assure you that as much as you would like to think that these changes are the work of one individual, in fact, these changes were very democratically discussed and debated in our Party Room. These changes are the result of a team making sure that we had a modern workplace to come into each Tuesday. These changes have the support of our team, the wholehearted support of our team. There was a time when changes like this could be negotiated with an Opposition that worked in good faith. Those days are gone, because what we have is an Opposition who will always go for the cheap and dirty political points, the Opposition who—
Councillors interjecting. 
Chair:	One moment, please, LORD MAYOR. 
Councillor COLLIER, that is three times this meeting I’ve cautioned you. If I have to do it again, I will formally warn you. The LORD MAYOR will be listened to without interjection. 
LORD MAYOR. 
LORD MAYOR:	—an Opposition who, even when there’s overwhelming evidence that they’re on the wrong track about something, will just double down, and do more of the same. An Opposition who in, for example, the last term of office—so if you consider the period in the last term of office, where there was an opportunity for motions to be brought forward, how many motions did Labor put forward in four years, between 2020 and 2024? Sixty? A hundred? No. Ten. In a four-year period, they put 10 notified motions on the agenda, 10. Magically, in just a couple of meetings, they cooked up 24 motions. Suddenly, they’ve just magically decided that this is essential to the running of Council. 
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	One moment please, LORD MAYOR. 
	Councillor COLLIER, I consider that you are displaying unsuitable meeting conduct. In accordance with section 21(4) of the Meetings Local Law 2001, I hereby request you to stop calling out across the Chamber when other Councillors are speaking. 
Chair:	LORD MAYOR. 
LORD MAYOR:	I can imagine the caucus discussions about this, when Councillor CASSIDY was doggedly determined to put these items on the agenda, and his groan in caucus was like, oh. He’s at it again. He’s determined. He wants to double down. In fact, our strategy has been so successful, it’s got all these front pages, and massive media coverage, and we’re running the agenda. He’s got 10 likes on social media. He wants to double down on that strategy. Then he has the hide to talk about our Party Room, our democratic Party Room, and how it operates. The reality is that they haven’t been interested in putting forward motions until now. Suddenly, they think it’s essential. 
Let’s have a look at what Councillor COLLIER’s old boss said about this when it came through to the State Government. Minister Yvette D’Ath, when they were justifying their changes in the State Parliament for family-friendly hours ‘it’s about time that we had a sensible, respectful, and adult conversation about what reasonable working times are for this Chamber’. Was that comment written by Councillor COLLIER in her former job? Maybe it was, but she has a very different view now. 
Let’s have a listen to what Mark Bailey said, prominent backbencher Mark Bailey ‘we should not be having ridiculous late-night debates until two in the morning, says Mark Bailey’. Now, Stirling Hinchliffe, we know someone who is respected by the Leader of the Opposition. When they were talking about private Members’ statements, and the amount of time available for that, that’s the equivalent effectively of General Business, where a Member can get up, and talk about anything they want. So it’s General Business, ‘when we look at private Members’ statements, what this is all about is Opposition grandstanding’. So this is what Stirling Hinchliffe said about the Opposition. Does that sound familiar? 
So it’s incredible the gymnastics that we’ve seen today where, just up the road, explaining and justifying very similar changes for similar reasons, and how the Opposition has now put themselves in this position where they’re dead against it. It’s so unreasonable. It’s so anti-democratic. Yet they’re totally okay with what happens at the State Government level. Look, these changes are reasonable. These changes allow plenty of opportunity to raise important issues for the community. If we have a look at, for example, the opportunity to raise issues that are important to the community, let’s compare even what we have on offer here to what the State Government has. 
Councillors will have at least 60 hours more per year than what a State MP would have as an opportunity in the State Parliament to raise community issues—60 hours more per year. So a Brisbane City Councillor would have up to 200 hours per year versus 132 hours per year for a State MP to raise important community issues. So while we have adopted some of what the State has taken on board, we still allow far more opportunities to speak on local issues. I again say it is quite concerning that some Councillors seem to think that what happens here on a Tuesday afternoon or a Tuesday evening is somehow the only important thing that we do in our jobs. 
It is one part of what we do in our jobs, and it has an important approval and debate role, but it is one part of a very complex and big role that we all perform. We also have great support from a whole range of Council staff and support people who, when we meet long, are all, after they’ve worked long days, doubling down, eating into their personal lives, into their family time and it doesn’t have to be that way. Now, Labor Councillors have suggested that somehow, we can change, and just sit for two days instead of one day. Look, the reality is there is more than enough time on a Tuesday to do everything that needs to be done. If it’s managed well, if it’s managed respectfully and responsibly—
Chair:	LORD MAYOR, your time—
LORD MAYOR:	—it can happen.
Chair:	—has expired. 
	We’ll now put item A to the vote. 

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

[bookmark: _Hlk130978275]Thereupon, the DEPUTY MAYOR and Councillor Julia DIXON immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 24 -	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, Julia DIXON, Alex GIVNEY, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, Kim MARX, Ryan MURPHY, Danita PARRY, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and Penny WOLFF and The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Lucy COLLIER, Steve GRIFFITHS, Emily KIM and Charles STRUNK.

ABSTENTIONS: 3 -	Councillors Seal CHONG WAH, Trina MASSEY and Nicole JOHNSTON. 

Chair:	We’ll now put item B to the vote. 

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

[bookmark: _Hlk130973928]Thereupon, the DEPUTY MAYOR and Councillor Julia DIXON immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

[bookmark: _Hlk113372151]AYES: 26 -	The Right Honourable, the LORD MAYOR, Councillor Adrian SCHRINNER, DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Julia DIXON, Alex GIVNEY, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, Kim MARX, Ryan MURPHY, Danita PARRY, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES, Penny WOLFF and the Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Lucy COLLIER, Steve GRIFFITHS, Emily KIM, Charles STRUNK, Seal CHONG WAH and Trina MASSEY.

NOES: 1	Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON. 

Chair:	We’ll now put item C to the vote. 

Clause C put
Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption Clause C of the report of the Establishment and Coordination Committee was declared carried on the voices.
[bookmark: _Hlk93673482]
Thereupon, Councillors the DEPUTY MAYOR and Councillor Julia DIXON immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 19 -	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, Julia DIXON, Alex GIVNEY, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, Kim MARX, Ryan MURPHY, Danita PARRY, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and Penny WOLFF.

NOES: 8 -	The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Lucy COLLIER, Steve GRIFFITHS, Emily KIM, Charles STRUNK, Seal CHONG WAH, Trina MASSEY and Nicole JOHNSTON.

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, Vicki Howard, Sarah Hutton, Kim Marx, Ryan Murphy and Andrew Wines.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE:

Councillors Fiona Cunningham and Tracy Davis.
[bookmark: _Toc169196844][bookmark: _Toc169249313]A	AMENDMENTS TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – STONES CORNER SUBURBAN RENEWAL PRECINCT
		152/160/1218/555
630/2023-24
1.	The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

[bookmark: _Hlk167706590]2.	Council is committed to meeting the demand for new homes, providing for a strong economy and creating vibrant mixed-use communities. Precinct planning involves working collaboratively with a range of stakeholders to create a vision, strategies, and actions, for the renewal of an area. The purpose of the proposed Stones Corner Suburban Renewal precinct plan area (the Stones Corner Suburban Renewal precinct) (refer Attachment B, submitted on file) is to revitalise the precinct through the introduction of additional high-density housing, mixed use outcomes and convenient access to key employment hubs, while maximising connections to high frequency public transport and quality open space. 

3.	Council proposes to amend Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme) to include a new precinct plan for Stones Corner. The proposed amendments will include changes to the Eastern corridor neighbourhood plan, supporting and consequential amendments as required (e.g. changes to zones, overlays and tables of assessment) and changes to planning scheme policies (the proposed amendments). 

4.	The proposed amendments will provide greater detail and certainty about the following key outcomes for the Stones Corner Suburban Renewal precinct:
-	Provide opportunities for additional housing supply aligned with Brisbane’s Sustainable Growth Strategy, Brisbane’s Housing Supply Action Plan, Brisbane’s Inner City Strategy and ShapingSEQ South East Queensland Regional Plan 2023 (ShapingSEQ 2023).
-	Revitalise the Stones Corner Suburban Renewal precinct as a vibrant mixed-use destination with a distinctive high street and wide range of shops and services.
-	Unlock opportunities for additional employment, education, and services.
-	Increase utilisation of existing and planned infrastructure within, and in proximity to, the precinct (public transport and Hanlon Park) through increased densities.
-	Ensure infrastructure capacity meets potential increases in demand.
-	Improve connectivity within and outside the precinct, including connections to Hanlon Park, Stones Corner and Buranda Busway station and the Buranda train station.
-	Achieve exemplar subtropical and sustainable design outcomes, with high quality architectural design and environmental accreditation requirements.
-	Investigate reduced car parking requirements to support green mobility and reflect the precinct’s access to high frequency public transport services.

5.	ShapingSEQ 2023 identifies a streamlined planning scheme amendment process as an action for local governments and the Queensland Government to deliver. Accordingly, it is proposed to request early confirmation of State interests and to seek approval from the Department of Housing, Local Government, Planning and Public Works (the Department) for a tailored amendment process under section 18 of the Planning Act 2016 (the Act). Under section 18 of the Act, Council must give notice of the proposed amendments to the planning scheme to the Chief Executive of the Department (the Chief Executive). 

6.	Upon receipt of the Chief Executive’s response and approval, Council intends to prepare the proposed amendments to the planning scheme and planning scheme policies, following the tailored amendment processes notified by the Chief Executive. Public consultation on the proposed amendments and the proposed planning scheme policy amendments will then be undertaken pursuant to the section 18 notice or in accordance with the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules.

7.	A tailored amendment may allow for a shortened timeframe for the proposed amendments to be approved by the Chief Executive.

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

9.	RECOMMENDATION:

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

Attachment A
Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO DECIDE TO PREPARE AMENDMENTS TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – STONES CORNER SUBURBAN RENEWAL PRECINCT 

As Council:

(i) decides, pursuant to section 18 of the Planning Act 2016 (the Act) or section 16.1 of part 4 of chapter 2 of the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (the Guideline) to amend Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme) to include precinct planning and the precinct plan for the Stones Corner Suburban Renewal precinct (refer proposed precinct plan area in Attachment B, submitted on file) and to make supporting and consequential amendments, including changes to the Eastern corridor neighbourhood plan (the proposed amendments)

(ii) decides, pursuant to section 22 of the Act and section 2.1 of Part 1 of Chapter 3 of the Guideline made under the Act, to amend planning scheme policies associated with the proposed amendments (the proposed planning scheme policy amendments)

then Council:

(i) directs, pursuant to section 18 of the Act or section 16.2 of Part 4 of Chapter 2 of the Guideline, that the relevant notice of the proposed amendments be given to the Chief Executive of the Department of Housing, Local Government, Planning and Public Works

(ii) directs that the proposed amendments and the proposed planning scheme policy amendments be prepared.
ADOPTED

[bookmark: _Toc169196845][bookmark: _Toc169249314]B	TAILORED AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – INNER CITY AFFORDABILITY INITIATIVE (CAR PARKING)
		152/160/1218/574
631/2023-24
10.	The Divisional Manager, City Planning and Sustainability, provided the information below.

11.	Council is committed to facilitating housing, economic growth, maintaining prosperity and facilitating a diversity of housing outcomes in Brisbane through sustainable development. To achieve this, Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme) needs to be robust and resilient, reflect changes in legislation and standards and respond to community and industry expectations for the development outcomes of a growing city. An amendment is proposed to the planning scheme to update requirements for the provision of car parking in inner-city suburbs (the proposed amendment).

12.	The proposed amendment will update the Transport, access, parking and servicing (TAPS) code to extend the boundary of the City core and City frame parking areas (Figure a in the TAPS code) to support Council’s commitment to investigate a reduction to car parking rates in the inner city. The car parking standards and associated rates are set out in the Transport, access, parking and servicing planning scheme policy. The proposed amendment is intended to support the provision of more dwellings in well serviced locations by improving project feasibility and reducing the amount of space required for car parking. It is anticipated there will be increased use of active and public transport in these locations, thereby managing road congestion.

13.	It is proposed to seek approval from the Department of Housing, Local Government, Planning and Public Works (the Department) for a tailored amendment process under section 18 of the Planning Act 2016 (the Act). Under section 18 of the Act, Council must give notice of the proposed amendment to the planning scheme to the Chief Executive of the Department (the Chief Executive).

[bookmark: _Hlk135806803]14.	Upon receipt of the Chief Executive’s response and approval, Council intends to follow the tailored amendment processes notified by the Chief Executive. Public consultation on the proposed amendments will then be undertaken pursuant to a notice given by the Chief Executive under section 18 of the Act.

15.	A tailored amendment may allow for a shortened timeframe for the proposed amendment to be approved by the Chief Executive.

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

17.	RECOMMENDATION:

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

Attachment A
Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO DECIDE TO PROPOSE A TAILORED AMENDMENT TO BRISBANE CITY PLAN 2014 – INNER CITY AFFORDABILITY INITIATIVE (CAR PARKING)

As Council:

(i) decides, pursuant to section 18(1) of the Planning Act 2016 (the Act) to propose to amend Brisbane City Plan 2014 (the planning scheme) to update car parking requirements in the inner city and to make any supporting amendments (proposed amendments)

(ii) has prepared the proposed amendment to the planning scheme as identified and in the manner stated in section 1 of the Schedule of Amendments (refer Attachment B, submitted on file) and set out in the Proposed amendment (refer Attachment C, submitted on file)

then Council:

(i) [bookmark: _Hlk147220499]directs that any necessary engagement on the proposed amendments occur with State agencies and other relevant parties

(ii) [bookmark: _Hlk166082826]directs, pursuant to section 18(2) of the Act, that the relevant notice of the proposed amendment be given to the Chief Executive of the Department of Housing, Local Government, Planning and Public Works (the Chief Executive)

(iii) directs, pursuant to any notice given under section 18(3) by the Chief Executive, that public consultation on the proposed amendments be undertaken.
ADOPTED

[bookmark: _Toc169196846][bookmark: _Toc169249315]C	MEETINGS AMENDING LOCAL LAW 2024
		137/268/608/9
632/2023-24
18.	The Divisional Manager, City Administration and Governance, provided the information below.

19.	Section 29 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 provides Council with the power to make and enforce any local law that is necessary or convenient for the good rule and local government of Brisbane.

20.	The State Government has recently made amendments to the Model Meeting Procedures, City of Brisbane Act 2010 and Local Government Act 2009 that necessitate updates to the Meetings Local Law 2001 (the Local Law) to ensure it is a consistent and comprehensive reflection of the standing rules applicable to Brisbane City Council and Standing Committee meetings. 

21.	The update to the Meetings Local Law 2001 also proposes changes to introduce provisions into Council Meetings that align with those in the Standing Rules and Orders of the Legislative Assembly of Queensland. 

22.	In particular, introducing notices of motion for minority Councillors only, introducing five‑minute speaking provisions for most speeches and specific times for elements of the agenda. It also includes a provision to introduce a procedural motion for the suspension of standing rules. 

23.	Cumulatively, these changes aim to strengthen the balance between the responsibilities Councillors have to the business of a Council meeting and their broader responsibilities to after‑hour community engagements. The new provisions will also support improved family-friendly hours for all involved, in particular the many Council employees who support the sitting of Council. 

24.	A consolidated version of the proposed Local Law is provided at Attachment C (submitted on file).

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

26.	RECOMMENDATION:

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

Attachment A
Draft Resolution

DRAFT RESOLUTION TO PROPOSE TO MAKE THE MEETINGS AMENDING LOCAL LAW 2024 

As:
	
(i)	section 29 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 (the Act) provides that Council may make and enforce any local law that is necessary or convenient for the good rule and local government of Brisbane

(ii)	in accordance with section 30 of the Act, Council has determined its own process for making a local law as set out in Council’s Local Law Making Procedure

(iii)	Council is required to comply with the procedures prescribed under the City of Brisbane Regulation 2012 for the review of any potentially anti-competitive provisions contained within the proposed Meetings Amending Local Law 2024,

then Council: 

[bookmark: _Hlk81206647](i)	resolves to propose to make the Meetings Amending Local Law 2024 as set out in Attachment B (submitted on file), using the procedures specified in the Act and the Local Law Making Procedure

(ii)	determines that the Meetings Amending Local Law 2024 does not meet the principles for exclusion set out in the National Competition Policy – Guidelines for conducting reviews on anti‑competitive provisions in local laws

(iii)	determines that there are no potentially significant impacts from anti-competitive provisions contained within the Meetings Amending Local Law 2024 that need to be assessed in accordance with a public interest test.
ADOPTED

[bookmark: _Hlk130978579]At that time, 4.41pm, the Deputy Chair, Councillor Steven HUANG, assumed the Chair. 

[bookmark: _Toc114546464][bookmark: _Toc114546753]Councillor JOHNSTON:	Point of order.
633/2023-24
At that juncture, Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON moved, seconded by Councillor Trina MASSEY, that the Standing Rules be suspended.

Deputy Chair:	So, Councillor JOHNSTON, you have three minutes to establish urgency.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Well, just to say why the Meetings Local Law should be suspended. It’s incredibly important that the Chamber notes that if the new Meetings Local Laws that were just passed by the LNP Administration come into effect that this would be the end of the Council debate on items. Eight other Committee items would not even be debated. They would simply be guillotined and put to the vote. This meeting has been—actually, it’s half past four. It’s only been going two hours.
Councillors interjecting. 
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	Point of order.
Deputy Chair:	Point of order, Councillor GRIFFITHS. 
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	That’s inappropriate to be calling out like that by the DEPUTY MAYOR. 
Deputy Chair:	Okay. 
Councillors interjecting. 
Deputy Chair:	Well, there were lots of noises in the Chamber, so Councillor JOHNSTON—
Councillors interjecting.
Deputy Chair:	Councillor JOHNSTON.
	Well, there were noises from everywhere.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	That was the DEPUTY MAYOR shouting very loudly across the Chamber. 
Deputy Chair:	Yes, there were noises—
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Are you saying you didn’t hear the DEPUTY MAYOR shouting at the top of her voice? 
Deputy Chair:	I hear lots of noises. 
Councillor JOHNSTON:	You didn’t hear the DEPUTY MAYOR? 
Deputy Chair:	I also hear other Councillors in the Chamber.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	So it’s been pointed out to you now by Councillor GRIFFITHS and myself the DEPUTY MAYOR was shouting across the Chamber. Will you, Mr Deputy Chair—
Councillor MURPHY:	Point of order—
Councillor JOHNSTON:	—take action? 
Councillor MURPHY:	—Mr Deputy Chair. 
Deputy Chair:	Point of order, Councillor MURPHY. 
Councillor MURPHY:	Is this establishing urgency, or just having a chat, or what’s going on here? 
Councillors interjecting.
Deputy Chair:	Yes. Well, look, I—yes.
Councillor MASSEY:	Point of order. 
Deputy Chair:	Point of order, Councillor MASSEY.
Councillor MASSEY:	Point of order, Chair. If it is a point of order, can you highlight which one, because I think there was a different point of order that still hadn’t got any relevance to it or any decision, and the Meetings Law that has just been passed hasn’t been passed yet. 
Deputy Chair:	Okay. Well, I don’t uphold Councillor GRIFFITHS’ point of order. 
So, Councillor JOHNSTON, please continue. 
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Of course not. DEPUTY MAYOR can say whatever she wants. Look, the issue here is that the LNP Administration need to know that their decision to restrict debate in this Chamber to three hours means that Committees will not be able to debate and discuss items. We’re through one item, one Committee report, and there are eight others to go. The LNP’s decision here today to pass this Meetings Local Law will definitely have the purpose of restricting debate, making sure—
Deputy Chair:	Councillor JOHNSTON—
DEPUTY MAYOR:	Point of order, Mr Chair. Why this couldn’t be on the motions before one o’clock yesterday is what we’re establishing. We all knew what the minutes—what the agenda was today. 
Deputy Chair:	Well, I was going to raise it’s not for substantial debate; it’s for urgency. So would you like to move your urgency, and then go into substantial—
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Yes, thank you, Councillor—sorry, thank you, Mr Deputy Chair. We only got a briefing this morning for 47 minutes, and despite the Chair of Council suggesting that we’d have time for questions, she guillotined that as well. So it is incredibly important that we acknowledge here today that the decision of the LNP will simply be to stop decision-making being debated and discussed in this Chamber if these Meetings Local Laws continue. 
Deputy Chair:	Now I’ll move to a vote for urgency. 

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

Deputy Chair:	DEPUTY MAYOR, Economic Development, Nighttime Economy and the Brisbane 2032 Olympic and Paralympic Games Committee report, please. 


[bookmark: _Toc169196847][bookmark: _Toc169249316]ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT, NIGHTTIME ECONOMY AND THE BRISBANE 2032 OLYMPIC AND PARALYMPIC GAMES COMMITTEE

The DEPUTY MAYOR (Councillor Krista ADAMS), Civic Cabinet Chair of the Economic Development, Nighttime Economy and the Brisbane 2032 Olympic and Paralympic Games Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Greg ADERMANN, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 4 June 2024, be adopted.

Deputy Chair:	DEPUTY MAYOR.
DEPUTY MAYOR:	Thank you, Mr Deputy Chair. I do apologise for calling out across the Chambers. For those who can’t count, there is still 45 minutes left of a three-hour debate on Committee reports, if we were under the new rules, when you take out afternoon tea for three hours. Today I want to speak about our Committee report—
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Point of order, Mr Chair—
DEPUTY MAYOR:	—but also talk about—
Deputy Chair:	DEPUTY MAYOR—
Councillor JOHNSTON:	—Deputy Chair.
Deputy Chair:	—point of order. 
	Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Thank you. Mr Deputy Chair, just a matter of unsuitable meeting conduct. Councillor GRIFFITHS, myself, and now Councillor ADAMS herself has admitted she was shouting across the Chamber. Will you take action against her for her unsuitable meeting conduct? 
Deputy Chair:	I don’t uphold that point of order. 
DEPUTY MAYOR.
DEPUTY MAYOR:	Thank you, Mr Deputy Chair. I did apologise and clarified why. If you didn’t hear it, I understand that. 
Councillors interjecting.
DEPUTY MAYOR:	Yes, let’s just distract from the fact that she can’t count. We are going to be talking about the Brisbane Hub, of course, as always. The Brisbane Hub workshop is on pause for the school holiday period. The new space, with the first official day and the venue, is coming on Monday 17 June. So please make sure that your community knows about Winning Government Business for Queensland SMEs (small-medium enterprises). We’re still doing those presentations with Gov Ready. That’s been a very popular one over the last five years, and that is on Thursday 11 July. 
Last week, we got some very positive feedback from BBH (Brisbane Business Hub) members around the Surety Solutions and ShapeLabs on some of the fantastic workshops that they’ve been doing. We had a business named Chocolat, which I presume is, yes, it’s the Mayan chocolate business that got a Women in Business grant a few years ago. It’s very nice chocolate. They have got a new mentor, and they’ve been seeking assistance with marketing and branding. They had no idea what to do in my business, and Mandy pointed them in the right direction. So glad to hear that Chocolat is going to get more of their chocolate around the place, because it is a very, very good product. 
Last week, the Committee report was on the independent authority. We got the presentation from our Host City Office. A little bit of the history on the host bidding and, as we know, we now have an independent authority being established to coordinate the delivery of the Games-related activities outside of the OCOG (Organising Committees for the Olympic Games) responsibilities. We call them the non-OCOG Committees, but that’s not what they’re going to be called. They’re still debating what they’re going to be called. Sometimes the name is more important than actually what they do, with this State Government. We do know hosting the Olympic and Paralympic Games is a once‑in‑a-lifetime opportunity for our city and State, but it also carries a lot of responsibility to ensure we get the benefits with hosting the Games being realised as well. 
Undoubtedly, the critical success factor behind hosting the Games for many of our past Host Cities was put down to the creation of an independent authority, a body that would work at arm’s length of the government with bipartisan political support, tasked with the responsibility to deliver significant programs of new and upgraded venues, transport, infrastructure, as well as coordination and oversight of legacy outcomes. The London Games is a fantastic outcome of how this model can actually work, delivered under budget and a year ahead of schedule. We have blown a couple of years but by building new and permanent venues and facilities and infrastructure, they have enormous legacy benefits including new jobs, education, innovation and economic boost. 
Paris was a similar story. They established the SOLIDEO (Société de Livraison des Ouvrages Olympiques) to oversee the construction and delivery of the Olympic venues and infrastructure. Having visited both of those legacy development corporations and looking forward to seeing them again in the next few weeks, it really will be a great way to learn about their legacy initiatives, employment, sustainability and inclusion targets as well. We’ve been calling on this one since day one. We are disappointed it’s taken three years, but the authority will be up and running in the next couple of weeks with an interim CEO being appointed and the board to be established by September.
	The second requirement is to develop a Games Coordination Plan within the first 12 months of the commencement. We’re hoping that that plan will take all of the Games’ partners’ responsibilities and obligations under the host contract to make sure that we can all work together with the authority to manage and deliver the requirements over the next decade. The Games are going to be the biggest event in Queensland history. It’s way more than just a couple of weeks of sport. We have a fantastic opportunity to create real benefit for our community using the vehicle of the Games, and we look forward to working closely with this new team representing the city to ensure that we make the most of the opportunity. 
Deputy Chair:	Any further debate? No further debate. 
I put the report to the vote. 

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of the report of the Economic Development, Nighttime Economy and the Brisbane 2032 Olympic and Paralympic Games Committee was declared carried on the voices.

The report read as follows

ATTENDANCE:

[bookmark: _Hlk79171420]The Deputy Mayor, Councillor Krista Adams (Civic Cabinet Chair), Councillor Sandy Landers (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Greg Adermann, Julia Dixon and Steve Griffiths.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE:

Councillor Jared Cassidy.
[bookmark: _Toc169196848][bookmark: _Toc169249317]A	COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – GAMES VENUE AND LEGACY DELIVERY AUTHORITY OVERVIEW
634/2023-24
1.	The Executive General Manager and City Planner, Brisbane 2032 Host City and Strategic Partnerships, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide an overview of the Games Venue and Legacy Delivery Authority (the authority). She provided the information below.

2.	The establishment of an authority to coordinate the activities of all government departments and agencies responsible for the delivery of the Brisbane 2032 Olympic and Paralympic Games (the Games) was outlined in Brisbane’s hosting bid. 

3.	Other host cities have created similar bodies. 
-	In 2012, the London Olympic Delivery Authority:
-	built new temporary and permanent venues for the Games
-	carried out improvement works to existing venues
-	planned, funded and built transport infrastructure to support the Games
-	planned and enforced the regulation of advertising and trading in and around venues during the Games.
-	For the Paris 2024 Olympic and Paralympic Games, Société de Livraison des Ouvrages Olympiques (SOLIDEO) is:
-	overseeing the construction of 60 venues and surrounding infrastructure
-	implementing the legacy program for the Paris 2024 Olympic and Paralympic Games.

4.	In December 2023, it was announced that an independent authority would be established to oversee the delivery of Games infrastructure. This led to the development of the Brisbane Olympic and Paralympic Games Arrangements Amendment Bill 2024 (the Amendment Bill). The Amendment Bill was introduced into Queensland Parliament in April and is to be enacted in June 2024. It is anticipated that the board will be appointed by September 2024. The Amendment Bill makes changes to the existing Brisbane Olympic and Paralympic Games Arrangements Act 2021 (the Act). 

5.	The main functions of the authority are to: 
-	deliver venues in time and within budget for the Games while managing the effects on users of venues during their development
-	monitor and ensure the delivery of villages in time for the Games
-	coordinate and integrate the planning and delivery of obligations of all three levels of government under the host contract.

 6.	The Amendment Bill also establishes the board for the authority. The board’s functions include ensuring that the authority performs its duties in a proper, effective and efficient manner and that it carries out any other functions assigned to it under the Act. The board has powers to take any necessary or convenient actions to fulfill its functions. Actions taken in the name of the board are considered to have been done by the authority. The board will be made up of up to 7 appropriately qualified directors, including a chairperson who will be appointed by the Governor in Council upon the relevant Minister’s recommendation. 

7.	Another function of the board will be to appoint a Chief Executive Officer (CEO). The CEO is an employee of the authority and is responsible its day-to-day operations. The authority has the power to employ its own staff to perform its functions or arrange for officers from a government agency to provide these services. 

8.	The authority will, within 18 months of its commencement, prepare the Brisbane 2032 Transport and Mobility Strategy. This strategy:
-	must identify critical transport infrastructure projects required for the Games
-	should describe measures to ensure that these projects are prioritised and integrated into other transportation initiatives
-	may include other relevant matters necessary for hosting the Games successfully.

9.	Similarly, the authority must create a Games Coordination Plan (the plan) within 12 months of its commencement, the purpose of which is to coordinate and integrate the planning and delivery of various government obligations. The authority must consult with Stadiums Queensland and other Games delivery partners on the plan. 

10.	The Amendment Bill also establishes the authority’s function in facilitating the development for venues and villages in accordance with the host contract. The authority is enabled to make timely and efficient decisions under the Planning Act 2016 or the Economic Development Act 2012 relevant to the development of venues and villages. 

11.	Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Civic Cabinet Chair thanked the Executive General Manager and City Planner for her informative presentation.

12.	RECOMMENDATION:

	THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED

Deputy Chair:	Councillor MURPHY on the Transport Committee—sorry—Councillor PARRY, Transport Committee report, please.


[bookmark: _Toc169196849][bookmark: _Toc169249318]TRANSPORT COMMITTEE

Councillor Danita PARRY, Deputy Chair of the Transport Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Julia DIXON, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 4 June 2024, be adopted.

Deputy Chair:	Councillor PARRY.
Councillor PARRY:	Thank you, Mr Chair. Last week, our final Transport Committee for the session, we had a presentation from Transport for Brisbane about onboard passenger information systems. One of the most common pieces of feedback that we get on our buses is about the public’s desire for onboard announcements and passenger screens. In Brisbane, we have almost 6,000 bus stops, and while having such a large network is great for connectivity, it also means our network can be complex and confusing. If you’re travelling somewhere unfamiliar, it can be hard to know exactly where your stop is. If you’re travelling at night, it can be even harder—especially when visibility is low—but we want to empower our passengers and make them feel confident using public transport, so we have been exploring onboard passenger information systems for our bus fleet. 
You will notice that bus fleets are obviously a little bit different to the trainline because it all goes in a straight line so it’s a little bit easier to follow than our buses. It makes sense. The key feature is the addition of a screen inside the bus, similar to what you might be used to seeing on heavy or light rail. The screens display upcoming stops and the travel time to each location. They also display popular destinations at each stop and the wait time if you’re planning to transfer to another bus. We know that the simple act of ensuring passengers are well informed about their trip drastically improves the customer experience onboard our buses. 
The system can also play pre-scripted announcements, so the combination of audio and visual information also makes our buses more accessible for everyone. Our drivers benefit too, with better information about their on-time running, live route maps, and a more efficient system for sharing messages with passengers. On our brand new Metro vehicles, next stop announcements, hearing loops and information screens are being installed right from the outset. Our electric City Loop buses also came with the onboard system preinstalled, but on the rest of our fleet, we’ve got a big task ahead to retrofit this technology onto older vehicles.
The great news is over the last few months, we have been rolling out the technology on our Blue CityGlider fleet. Route 60 is one of our city’s most popular services, so installing screens on our fleet of 18 Blue CityGliders was the most obvious place to start. The first bus went live in January and we’re expecting the full Blue Glider fleet to be completed by August. Chair, the Committee also considered a petition calling for seatbelts to be installed on Council buses. I’ll leave further debate to the Chamber.
Deputy Chair:	Any further debate? 
Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Yes. I rise to speak on item B, the petition regarding—sorry, no—item A and item B in this Committee report. Firstly, with respect to onboard passenger information systems. Look, it is good that Council is looking at both visual and verbal passenger information on the Metros. That is a good thing, but Councillor PARRY’s advice here today that putting in screens would make buses more accessible for everyone is just not true. I represent a large blind community. They live in Fairfield and Annerley in residential accommodation. It is incredibly difficult for people who are blind to use buses because they don’t know where they are. 
Now, bus drivers are fantastic. If you ask them, they will generally tell you when your stop’s coming up. You’ll stay near the driver. They know you’ve got a vision impairment, but there are very simple things Council can do to make sure that everyone who has an impediment can use public transport. The trains do it. You know exactly where you are on the trains. They announce it everywhere you go, but our bus system doesn’t. Until we have both verbal and visual stop information for vision impaired and blind residents, they are going to be precluded from using buses. That’s just the bottom line. It’s so difficult for them to do.
Now, the concerning part of this report is paragraph 7, which says—this is with respect to the information about the Blue CityGlider, which doesn’t come out my way—it services the inner city—installations include a public audio system with a set of pre-recorded announcements for commonly encountered situations and an interface with existing destination signs to provide supplementary information. What’s that mean? If it’s going to announce every stop as it comes up, why doesn’t it say that? So, it says to me that that’s not what this is doing. It says to me you’ll be reminded to tap on and off with your go card. That’s the kind of thing that a pre‑recorded commonly encountered situation is. So, I don’t think Council is doing all that it can, here. I’m very conscious that some of the most vulnerable people in our community who have vision impairment find it very hard to use public transport. 
Now, many stations are getting upgraded and it is fantastic in—as part of the Cross River Rail project—and in my part of the ward, both Link Vision and the Queensland Braille Writing Association have been involved in providing advice to the Cross River Rail teams about how to make the stations being upgraded along the Beenleigh line more user friendly for vision impaired and blind people. I don’t think our Council’s doing any of that. I don’t think they’re consulting with anyone. I would really appreciate it if it can be clarified about whether or not each bus stop is going to be announced as the bus approaches it because that’s what needs to happen. There’s no point just putting a screen up in some buses in the inner city and every other bus route in the city doesn’t get the signs and doesn’t get verbal clues about where they are. So, I don’t think the Council’s doing a good job here in any way, shape or form.
Secondly, on item B, installing seatbelts on Council buses, unfortunately we continue to see horrific bus accidents happening around the country. Whilst there is no mandatory obligation for Council to install seatbelts, it would be a matter of good practice. So, I support the petitioners’ request to install seatbelts. I think that if it’s too hard to roll them out retrospectively, all future buses should have them. I completely understand it’s very hard to retrospectively do that, but we need to start thinking about road safety. I don’t want to see more people die on buses in Australia, whether they’re privately owned or are owned by a public authority. I think this is something that we should be considering. 
Deputy Chair:	Any further debate? 
Councillor PARRY? No. 
I put the Committee report to the vote. 

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

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

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 21 -	The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Julia DIXON, Alex GIVNEY, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, Kim MARX, Danita PARRY, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES, Penny WOLFF, Lucy COLLIER, Steve GRIFFITHS, Emily KIM and Charles STRUNK.

NOES: 1 -	Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON.

ABSTENTIONS: 2 -	Councillors Seal CHONG WAH and Trina MASSEY. 

The report read as follows

ATTENDANCE:

Councillor Ryan Murphy (Civic Cabinet Chair), Councillor Danita Parry (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Greg Adermann, Lucy Collier, Julia Dixon and Emily Kim.
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[bookmark: _Hlk50022291]1.	The General Manager, Engineering and Asset Management, Transport for Brisbane (TfB), attended the meeting to provide an overview of the onboard passenger information systems (PIS). He provided the information below.

2.	In collaboration with Translink, Council is considering opportunities to improve user experience across the bus network, including:
-	passenger awareness of a current bus location, particularly at night or in an unfamiliar area
-	passenger awareness and knowledge of nearby points of interest and other connecting services 
-	visibility of external bus stop signage, which is generally small and poorly lit
These factors may contribute to creating difficulty for passengers who need to request their intended stop well in advance, with enough time to allow the driver to stop and similarly increase reliance on the driver to ensure that the correct destination is reached, and pertinent information is provided. Such obstacles are also potential barriers for tourists, vision-impaired and first-time patrons.

3.	Other modes of public transport such as the train or ferry network are comparatively simpler networks, with major lines and considerably fewer stops. They feature large and well-lit stations or terminals, and the network simplicity lends itself to the use of routine and static signage to convey critical information such as current location, next stop, points of interest and connecting services. The stopping pattern is also typically routine and pre-defined, with automated announcements enabled and no reliance on customer-requested stopping. 

4.	Partial solutions have been implemented in conjunction with Translink’s Journey Planner mobile app to provide basic travel information to customers. However, accessing this information relies on both the awareness of available apps and access to a suitable device. Minimal data-latency is also important to ensure sufficient time to request the next stop, with a dependency on the speed and reliability of the public data feed and the user’s internet connection. Such information creates an implicit reliance on ticketing data and allows limited information on points of interest and connecting services, unless specifically checked by the user. 

5.	An onboard PIS provides the following solutions for passengers: 
-	tailored information provided visually and audibly
-	information based on actual vehicle position, in real-time
-	network information able to be imported from scheduling software platforms
-	information on points of interest or other useful tips is fully customisable
-	automatic system-generated information can be overlaid with messages from the driver for specific circumstances.

6.	The Committee was shown images and an informative video of the PIS technology produced by Consat Telematics. Benefits of this technology include fully automatic destination sign control for any trip, route, day or service type with no intervention required by the bus operator. Consat Telematics map routes and points of interests with automatic overnight downloads ensuring that information remains current and reliable. The PIS provides real-time passenger counts independently of the ticketing system, with updates simultaneously provided to bus operators, operation centres and customer apps. An auto‑departure countdown provides reassurances to customers both on and off the bus, with onboard displays providing real-time information to both passengers and the bus operator.

7. 	Deployed by TfB, onboard PIS are currently fitted to vehicles operating on the City Loop and Spring Hill Loop services. Installations on Blue CityGlider buses are underway with 18 planned to be completed by August 2024. The installations include a public address audio system with a set of pre-recorded announcements to be used for commonly encountered situations and an interface to existing destination signs to enable supplementary information to be provided external to the bus. Network information will be imported directly from the HASTUS system. 

8. 	Other potential benefits for Bus Operators include:
-	useful information for on-time running, current passenger load, route map and a detailed stop list to assist with navigation
-	automatic alerts specific to heavy vehicles in real-time such as a low bridge warning
-	a map display for route familiarisation and temporary diversions
-	service data compiled in the back-end system 
-	electric vehicle functionality to aid in charging and energy management.

9.	Following a question from the Committee, the Civic Cabinet Chair thanked the General Manager for his informative presentation.

10.	RECOMMENDATION:

	THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED

[bookmark: _Toc169196851][bookmark: _Toc169249320]B	PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL IMMEDIATELY INSTALL SEATBELTS ON ALL COUNCIL BUSES
		137/220/594/279
636/2023-24
11.	A petition requesting Council immediately install seatbelts on all Council buses and ban standing passengers, was received during the Summer Recess 2023-24.

12.	The Divisional Manager, Transport for Brisbane, provided the following information.

13.	The petition contains 10 signatures with signatories residing in various suburbs across Brisbane.

14.	The Australian Government’s Department of Infrastructure, Transport, Regional Development, Communications and the Arts manages road transport safety standards under the Road Vehicle Standards Act 2018 and the Australian Design Rules (ADR). All road vehicles, including Council’s buses, must comply with the applicable ADRs at the time they were manufactured.

15.	The applicable ADR relating to requirements for seatbelts, the strength of seats and seat anchorages is ADR 68/00 – Occupant Protection in Buses. The ADR specifically states, “This ADR does not apply to ‘Route Service Omnibuses’, or omnibuses with less than 17 ‘Seats’ including the driver and crew, or vehicles in which all passenger ‘Seats’ have a ‘Reference Height’ of less than 1.0 metre.”

16.	As the Council bus fleet operates Route Service Omnibuses and the seats used in the Council bus fleet have a Reference Height of less than one metre, by legislation, the Council bus fleet is not required to be fitted with seatbelts.

17.	Additionally, the seats and the seat anchorages fitted to the Council bus fleet are not designed or structurally capable of withstanding the loads associated with fitting seatbelts. As such, the fitting of seatbelts to the existing seats would increase the risk of injury to passengers than currently exists without seatbelts fitted.

18.	The Queensland Government controls legislation specific to standing passengers on buses. The Transport Operations (Road Use Management–Road Rules) Regulation 2009 specifically states, “A passenger on a bus is exempt from wearing a seatbelt while the passenger is a standing passenger mentioned in the Transport Operations (Passenger Transport) Standard 2010”.

19.	The Transport Operations (Passenger Transport) Standard 2010 also states, “the driver must ensure, if the vehicle is a bus that carries standing passengers, the bus is specifically designed and constructed to carry standing passengers”. To meet these requirements, Council’s bus fleet have numerous vertical stanchions, and handgrips hanging from the ceiling and also provided on the aisle side seat squabs. 

20.	Therefore, in accordance with the above legislation, Council buses have been specifically designed to carry standing passengers. Should standing passengers be banned as proposed in the petition, then approximately twice as many buses would be needed during peak hours to meet the current patronage demand. This would significantly impact the supply of buses, as well as generate commercial and cost implications for Council and the rate payers of Brisbane.

Consultation

21.	As this is a citywide matter, Councillor Ryan Murphy, Civic Cabinet Chair for the Transport Committee, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact

22.	The submission will respond to the petitioners’ concerns.

[bookmark: _Hlk21938734]23.	The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed unanimously.

24.	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: 137/220/594/279

Thank you for your petition requesting Council immediately install seatbelts on all Council buses and ban standing passengers.

The Australian Government’s Department of Infrastructure, Transport, Regional Development, Communications and the Arts manages road transport safety standards under the Road Vehicle Standards Act 2018 and the Australian Design Rules (ADR). All road vehicles, including Council’s buses, must comply with the applicable ADRs at the time they were manufactured.

The applicable ADR relating to requirements for seatbelts, the strength of seats and seat anchorages is ADR 68/00 – Occupant Protection in Buses. The ADR specifically states, “This ADR does not apply to ‘Route Service Omnibuses’, or omnibuses with less than 17 ‘Seats’ including the driver and crew, or vehicles in which all passenger ‘Seats’ have a ‘Reference Height’ of less than 1.0 metre.”

As the Council bus fleet operates Route Service Omnibuses and the seats used in the Council bus fleet have a Reference Height of less than one metre, by legislation, the Council bus fleet is not required to be fitted with seatbelts.

Additionally, the seats and the seat anchorages fitted to the Council bus fleet are not designed or structurally capable of withstanding the loads associated with fitting seatbelts. As such, the fitting of seatbelts to the existing seats would increase the risk of injury to passengers than currently exists without seatbelts fitted.

The Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Roads controls legislation specific to standing passengers on buses. The Transport Operations (Road Use Management–Road Rules) Regulation 2009 specifically states, “A passenger on a bus is exempt from wearing a seatbelt while the passenger is a standing passenger mentioned in the Transport Operations (Passenger Transport) Standard 2010”.

Furthermore, the Transport Operations (Passenger Transport) Standard 2010 states, “the driver must ensure, if the vehicle is a bus that carries standing passengers, the bus is specifically designed and constructed to carry standing passengers”. To meet these requirements, Council’s bus fleet have numerous vertical stanchions, and handgrips hanging from the ceiling and also provided on the aisle side seat squabs. 

Therefore, in accordance with the above legislation, Council buses have been specifically designed to carry standing passengers. Should standing passengers be banned as proposed in the petition, then approximately twice as many buses would be needed during peak hours to meet the current patronage demand. This would significantly impact the supply of buses, as well as generate commercial and cost implications for Council and the rate payers of Brisbane.

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

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Selena Beaverson, Executive Assistant, Transport for Brisbane, on (07) 3407 2216.

Thank you for raising this matter.
ADOPTED

Deputy Chair:	Councillor WINES, Infrastructure Committee report, please.


[bookmark: _Toc169196852][bookmark: _Toc169249321]INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE

Councillor Andrew WINES, Civic Cabinet Chair of the Infrastructure Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Steven TOOMEY, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 4 June 2024 be adopted.

Deputy Chair:	Councillor WINES.
Councillor WINES:	Thanks, Mr Chair. Just four items before us today. The first is the consideration of a bridge that Council will be taking ownership of in the very near future. Councillors may recall that we had a discussion some weeks ago about a petition about ensuring that people in the outer western suburbs had opportunities to move out of their communities in the face of a disaster west. This bridge is that bridge. There was some conjecture about how that would work but as we heard in the Committee, the bridge would be raised. It would protect the water and sewer asset. I recall you, yourself, asking a number of questions about the nature of the weir. It is an upgrade to the bridge that will make it less likely to be impeded by flow going over the top of the bridge. It also will mean that the bridge will act as a sort of protective barrier for necessary utilities like sewer and water and responds properly to our questions earlier.
	Now, there was some conjecture. Some Councillors on the Committee struggled to understand the idea that Seqwater would build the bridge and then transfer it wholly to us for our ownership and maintenance and that it becomes a Council bridge upon completion. People struggled with that, but that is what happened and that is what will happen in the very near future. It was a single-owned traffic bridge requiring motorists to give way with a load limit of nine tonnes and no separation of pedestrians or cyclists and offering little to no flood immunity. All of those issues have now been addressed with a two-lane, steel-reenforced, 187-metre-long concrete bridge, nine-metres wide with proper barriers and shoulders, a load capacity for heavy vehicles as well as general traffic and there’ll be 300 metres of new and refurbished road that will be dedicated local road upon completion. 
	There were three petitions considered. There was the proposed installation of a pedestrian crossing at Coorparoo, there was an issue about some parking around a cul-de-sac in Manton Street, Morningside, and there was another matter regarding—which was also, from memory, supported by—excuse me—it was the Cambridge Parade, Melville Terrace and Arnold Street, Manly, which as discussed earlier, will be returning to consultation to ensure that the project that Council delivers in that community is in line with community wishes and expectations.
Deputy Chair:	Any further debate? 
Councillor STRUNK.
Councillor STRUNK:	Yes. Thank you, Chair. Listen, I’m just rising to speak in regard to the presentation for the Mount Crosby Weir. Yes. It was quite an interesting presentation. I thought that Council actually had some skin in the game, so to speak, to—I mean, for building it—or paying for it to be built, at least—but we found out towards the end of the presentation that it was Seqwater, and we didn’t really have anything to do with it other than we were going to take possession of this brand new bridge, which is fantastic. Wow. We didn’t even have to pay for it.
	Anyway, so what I would like to suggest to the Chair and Councillor WINES is that when it comes to presentations—and you bring on some pretty good presentations actually, I must admit in Infrastructure—but at least it was something that we should have either paid for or built ourselves to be in the presentation, right? I’m sure there is a multiple number of those projects that you could bring in and be very informative about as well that we actually had some skin in the game, other than just to be the recipient of someone else’s good work.
	Now, I know the Kholo Bridge would be a good example of maybe one that you should consider out that way. I’m sure the local residents out there would love to see an upgrade of that to mitigate the flooding issues and access issues as well. I normally endorse these presentations because they’re important to inform Councillors of what’s going on around Brisbane in regard to what Brisbane City Council’s actually doing and I think it’s important that we continue that in that vein and not present presentations that really have nothing to do with Brisbane City Council other than to be the recipient of a brand new bridge paid for by another level of government. Thank you, Chair.
Deputy Chair:	Any further debate? 
Councillor GIVNEY.
Councillor GIVNEY:	Thank you, Deputy Chair. I would like to speak on item C, which are the petitions that had been submitted regarding the improvements plan for the Cambridge Parade, Melville Terrace and Arnold Street intersection in Manly. For those in the Chamber who have been lucky enough to visit Manly Harbour Village, you’ll know the sense of community that this quaint shopping and dining strip boasts. From the marina up the hill, there are several unique cafés, boutique homeware stores, and the newly renovated Manly Hotel, the Deck, Celtic Corner, the BlueBottle Bar, Trendell & Turner Travel Associates and several real estate agents, a couple of hairdressers, a day spa and a number of other businesses owned and run by local residents. It’s the epitome of locals supporting local. 
	Late last year, Mark Matthews from Folk Hair contacted me about Council’s proposed plans for the intersection upgrades including the plan for Cambridge Parade. He and other local business owners were concerned about the loss of car parking that the proposed plans would eradicate. Ross Vasta, MP, requested an extension to the community feedback period so that local business owners could submit the two petitions that were presented during the Summer Recess of 2023‑24. They have been reviewed by Councillor Council Team and both petitions had approximately three-quarters of the signatures living in the bayside area. One with 290 signatures and the other had 39. 
Thank you to Infrastructure Chair, Councillor WINES, and the planning team for coming out to Manly to see the intersection firsthand and hear the concerns from several of the local business owners. Taking this feedback onboard, Council officers have revisited the plan. They met with me recently and presented some alternatives which have been drafted and sent through to me today, actually, that will be shared with the community in the coming weeks. I look forward to supporting the Manly local business community and residents to ensure that the plan balances the need for safety and accessibility to the village to ensure the businesses continue to thrive. Thank you.
Deputy Chair:	Any further debate? 
Councillor CHONG WAH.

Seriatim - Clause B
	Councillor Seal CHONG WAH requested that Clause B, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL NARROW THE ROAD AND INSTALL A PEDESTRIAN CROSSING OUTSIDE 85-87 LEICESTER STREET, COORPAROO, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.



Councillor CHONG WAH:	I support this petition and any petition that calls pedestrian safety around Brisbane. While it’s out of my ward, this request for a pedestrian crossing in Leicester Street illustrates a lot of deep-rooted flaws with this Council Administration. Our city’s neighbourhoods, Chair, should be safe and easy for everybody to walk around, with a school, some parks, a shopping centre, and major bus routes nearby, streets like Leicester Street should be easy to cross and stroll along. 
The more that people can walk around, the less cars on the street, the less pollution and congestion, the less noise, and so on, but right now in Coorparoo—just like most suburbs of Brisbane—the residents are fully aware of the dangerous streets that exist in their neighbourhood. These are the streets that you wouldn’t let your kids play near because cars scream down them to avoid congested main roads. Streets like Leicester Street—in fact, most of Brisbane is hard to walk around and dangerous for pedestrians because this Council wouldn’t dare to slow down traffic to make pedestrians safe, but Brisbane doesn’t have to be like this.
Kerb extensions, speed humps and other traffic calming devices all make our streets safer. They change how vehicles move and force drivers to slow down. Leicester Street is actually much better designed than most streets in the city with some artificial kerbs near intersections to slow down drivers. Leicester Street has some good existing safety elements, such as two speed humps and pedestrian refuges, but it’s missing the last important piece for pedestrian safety—the proposed pedestrian crossing. 
If you’re young and quick, then you could jaywalk across the street easily. However, many of our streets also need pedestrian crossings. If you use a wheelchair or a walker, your aged or just not so quick to move, then you can’t take your chances. If you’re walking a child in a pram, then you wouldn’t dream of trying. Leicester Street does need a new crossing on its southern end. We know how to make our streets quiet and safe. This isn’t hidden knowledge. The residents who brought this petition forward know this and I suspect this Council has hundreds of requests just like this one—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor CHONG WAH:	Yes. For crossings, calming devices across the city, but this Council Administration just isn’t listening. Whenever residents of a street get together to call for pedestrian crossings or traffic calming, there’s no available budget. When you want to widen a road or vehicles drive faster, the Council’s happy to oblige. Just one example is the wasteful and disruptive Moggill Road upgrade, costing $230 million, which could fund hundreds of new crossings, alone. These projects induce more demand, tempting more people to drive, creating congestion that they were meant to bust and then we’re back to square one, but that’s the choice of this Council Administration. This petition shows an alternative. We can put pedestrian safety first, instead.
Deputy Chair:	Any further debate? 
Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Thank you. Thank you, Mr Deputy Chair. I rise to speak just briefly on a couple of these items, which I did in Committee as well. Firstly, just the new bridge at Mount Crosby Weir. I’ve said this a couple of times, but it’s so instructive that Councillor WINES wants to talk about the other levels of government delivering projects, not his own department or division in Council. Week after week, he brings through projects to discuss projects—like Cross River Rail, the Queen’s Wharf, this bridge—that are nothing to do with Brisbane City Council, that are to do with other levels of government. Week after week, he does this. We know why. He’s not delivering for the people of Brisbane within his own portfolio. Because if he was, he would be happy to talk about Council’s business in the Infrastructure Committee at Brisbane City Council.
	I mean, out of the side of his mouth today, he essentially said, oh, and Seqwater built the bridge. So, the State Government have undertaken a significant flood resilience project for the people of the western suburbs. We’ve heard Councillor ADERMANN’s joy at being able to name the bridge, but this is a flood recovery project funded by the State Government for the people of the western suburbs. That’s the best that Brisbane City Council has to offer when it comes to talking about infrastructure in the city—the State Government delivering a flood recovery project for the western suburbs—but anyway.
	With respect to item B, I completely agree with Councillor CHONG WAH. I note that Councillor CHONG WAH has been attending our Infrastructure Committee meetings all this session. I say good on you because that is a great way to see what’s going on in the city. I did not support this petition when it went through the Committee because I support pedestrian infrastructure everywhere in Brisbane. The tide has turned too much in favour of vehicles. I’m not opposed to cars and I’ve just stood up and voted against restricting parking in the city, but there should be more spent and invested in pedestrian infrastructure. We should be putting in zebra crossings everywhere in Brisbane. We should be slowing cars down. 
I mean, I’m waiting two years to have a speed limit reduction review of the Brisbane Corso for a section where an elderly resident was killed, and another resident was disabled. Her back was broken, and she’s now disabled because of a bike accident in the same area. Two years later, this Council cannot act on the speed limit for reducing that area to make pedestrians safer, but instead, Councillor WINES will come in here and bring everything that is not his Committee. So, I certainly support the petitioners who want to improve pedestrian safety in their neighbourhood. I definitely want it in my neighbourhoods and the LNP says no every single time. 
Councillor GIVNEY, of course, just blocked the motion that I moved only a few weeks ago to put a zebra crossing along the Ekibin Road at Ipswich Road crossing that is one of the most dangerous in Brisbane. So, we know that wherever they are in Brisbane, the LNP don’t support upgrading pedestrian improvements. It’s disappointing to see even the newest LNP Councillors opposing pedestrian safety upgrades. It’s interesting, isn’t it, that Councillor GIVNEY stood up and spoke about her issue and, oh, Council worked with me, and they listened to me, and they did what we wanted, but meanwhile when we try and get those things done in our own areas, Councillor GIVNEY is the one that stands up and blocks them. Blocks them.
This is the issue of concern. There is one rule for the LNP and one rule for everywhere else. I fully support more pedestrian improvements right around the City of Brisbane. I support them in Morningside—not Morningside—Coorparoo Ward and I certainly support them in Tennyson Ward.
Deputy Chair:	Any further debate? 
Councillor WINES.
Councillor WINES:	Thanks, Mr Chair. Just in response to some of the comments made earlier, I just wanted to go over this again. This bridge is now ours. Paid for and built by someone else. It is now ours, right? We get to name it. We must maintain it. It is for the benefit of our communities. It is our property. The Asset Management branch within Brisbane Infrastructure (BI) has oversight of it and has been involved the whole time. It is, and that is a key branch. I often talk about it, here. We had seven presentations. I like to mix it up. I like to make sure that we see each and every part of BI on display. We had a presentation about a significant infrastructure piece—a build at Kenmore Victory Pocket intersection—significant project of $19 million, from the top of my head, bult and delivered by this Council, but I think that there’s more to it. I think people should see that there’s more to it.
	Also, there was a petition regarding this that I think some of my Committee members didn’t understand what was in the petition or the proposed solution to the petitioners. When I say, some of my Committee members, I mean Councillor JOHNSTON didn’t understand what the petitioners were asking for and didn’t understand the proposed solution.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Point of order. 
Deputy Chair:	Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Claim to be misrepresented.
Councillor WINES:	So, the petitioners were seeking a road solution and Councillor JOHNSTON kept talking about some sort of drainage solution and clogged up the Committee meeting some weeks ago on that particular matter. So, I thought it would be good—and as both Councillor STRUNK and Councillor JOHNSTON have indicated, my Committee presentations are good and illuminated, so I took a moment to make sure that there was more time spent so that Councillors, generally, and Councillor JOHNSTON, specifically, could understand what the work on this bridge was, how it fitted into the greater Council context, and what the benefit to the western suburbs community was proposed as a result of its construction and our acceptance of this key asset. 
The Committee meeting will be used to inform Councillors and I will use my discretion as a Chair to make sure that Councillors, when they show a lack of understanding, I will respond to the lack of understanding by providing them key information, which is what a lot of this presentation was about. In response to—and can I thank Councillor GIVNEY for her contribution—we’re very keen to be able to work with that community to make sure we get the best possible outcome. Can I also say to Councillor CHONG WAH, the pedestrian proposals that she talked about in her speech were roundly and definitely rejected by the people of Brisbane only three months ago. The 3,000 traffic calming devices and pedestrian crossings that were part of Councillor Sriranganathan—sorry, excuse me—former Councillor Sriranganathan’s agenda, were rejected, with 80% of Brisbane residents voting for anyone but him, right. They were rejected, okay. People didn’t like them, right. 
I know that Councillor CHONG WAH might like them, but the public didn’t care for them, all right—and not only—but that being said, that Councillor CHONG WAH got so heated in her criticism of there not being a pedestrian crossing in an area where there are two within 200 metres of this particular location. Earlier today, Councillors may recall that in my answer to Questions without Notice, I talked about a project in her own community that was being built, so I would ask her to consider the whole picture, rather than just be one in front of her and consider that things do happen in her community and across the city. 
Also, the gratuitous and pointless attack on the Indooroopilly roundabout improvement project, from a pedestrian-safety angle, anybody familiar with the western suburbs would know that there was no safe pedestrian movement around that place when it was a caryard and strange roundabout. Soon it will be, effectively, a bridge overpass with significant pedestrian and cyclist improvements, significant pedestrian and cyclist mobility through the site, which did not exist before. If you wanted to walk to the caryard, you had to park at Indooroopilly Central, and run across three lanes of traffic, hoping that the road lights protected you, right? Now, you’re going to be able to walk there with your own protected pedestrian crossing. 
The pointless, and quite frankly, dumb attacks by the Federal Member for the western suburbs—I would tell Councillor CHONG WAH to not listen to her. She is wrong all of the time, and that this particular upgrade will materially benefit motorists of the western suburbs broadly, pedestrians in the Indooroopilly area specifically, and cyclist use through that community. I trust that no member of the Green Party will ever use it. If they show up at the opening, I hope they show their true red communist faces when they come in with sheer embarrassment of being present in that place.
Councillor MASSEY:	Point of order, Chair.
Deputy Chair:	Point of order.
Councillor MASSEY:	Does this Chamber accept the term, red communist faces? Is that proper meetings—
Deputy Chair:	I don’t uphold that point of order.
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MASSEY:	Specifically about the Greens. Is that proper meetings conduct, Chair?
Deputy Chair:	I don’t uphold that point of order. 
Councillor JOHNSTON, your misrepresentation?
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Yes. Thank you, Mr Chair. Councillor WINES has misrepresented me by attempting to mansplain that I did not understand or lacked an understanding of the bridge report in his Committee. In fact, I’m the one that acknowledged it was funded by the State Government and it’s Councillor WINES that seemed unable to admit that.
Deputy Chair:	Okay. Well, now I put item A, item C, item D of the Infrastructure Committee report to the vote. 

Clauses A, C and D put

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

Deputy Chair:	I put item B of the report to the vote. 

Clause B put

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

Thereupon, Councillors Seal CHONG WAH and Trina MASSEY immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 19 -	The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Tracy DAVIS, Julia DIXON, Alex GIVNEY, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Kim MARX, Danita PARRY, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES, Penny WOLFF. Lucy COLLIER, Steve GRIFFITHS, Emily KIM and Charles STRUNK.

NOES: 3 -	Councillors Seal CHONG WAH, Trina MASSEY and Nicole JOHNSTON.

The report read as follows

ATTENDANCE:

Councillor Andrew Wines (Civic Cabinet Chair), Councillor Steven Toomey (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Steven Huang, Nicole Johnston, Kim Marx and Charles Strunk.
[bookmark: _Toc169196853][bookmark: _Toc169249322]A	COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – NEW BRIDGE AT MOUNT CROSBY WEIR
637/2023-24
[bookmark: _Hlk109226149]1.	The General Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an update on the new bridge at Mount Crosby Weir (the weir). She provided the information below.

2.	The weir was constructed in 1927 to create a pumping pool for the water treatment plant and incorporated an overbridge to carry coal by tramcar to the pumping station. The weir was identified for mitigation through Seqwater’s planning for its Mount Crosby water treatment plants. The resulting East Bank Resilience Program’s primary objective was to mitigate flooding risks to Seqwater’s pumping stations, electrical infrastructure and road access. Seqwater proposed a new road bridge solution and retention of the heritage-listed weir.

3.	The existing bridge at the weir consisted of:
	-	a single traffic lane requiring motorists to give way on the western approach
	-	a posted speed limit of 20 km/h
	-	a load limit of nine tonne
	-	no separated pedestrian or cycling facilities
	-	relatively low flood immunity.

4.	The Committee was shown a map of flood events since 2006 and associated road closures:
	-	six closures of Bells Bridge (previously Kholo)
	-	20 closures of Colleges Crossing
	-	two closures of the weir.

5.	The new bridge opened to traffic on 28 March 2024 and was funded and delivered by Seqwater as part of its Mount Crosby Flood Resilience program. Ownership and management responsibility is scheduled to be transferred to Council in 2025, following a 12-month defects liability period. Returned works will include approach roads to the new bridge. Seqwater has conferred naming rights for the new bridge to Council.

6.	The new steel-reinforced concrete bridge at the weir is two lanes and 187 metres long. It is nine metres wide with barriers and shoulders. The load capacity allows for heavy vehicles as well as general motorised traffic. Works include approximately 300 metres of new and refurbished road that will be dedicated as local road on completion of the project.

7.	Benefits of the new bridge include:
-	increased traffic capacity and convenience with two lanes and an increased speed limit of 40 km/h
-	increased load capacity of 24.5 tonne enabling bus and truck access
-	increased reliability during flood events as it is designed for one-in-20-year flood immunity
-	improved safety for pedestrians and cyclists as the weir will be repurposed to cater for pedestrian and cyclists, with works expected to be completed in 2025.

8.	Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Civic Cabinet Chair thanked the General Manager for her informative presentation.

9.	RECOMMENDATION:

	THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED

[bookmark: _Toc169196854][bookmark: _Toc169249323]B	PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL NARROW THE ROAD AND INSTALL A PEDESTRIAN CROSSING OUTSIDE 85-87 LEICESTER STREET, COORPAROO
		137/220/594/262
638/2023-24
10.	A petition requesting Council narrow the road and install a pedestrian crossing outside 85‑87 Leicester Street, Coorparoo, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 24 October 2024, by Councillor Vicki Howard on behalf of Councillor Fiona Cunningham, and received.

11.	The General Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

12.	The petition contains nine signatures. Of the petitioners, one lives in Leicester Street, two live in other streets in Coorparoo Ward and six live in other wards in the City of Brisbane.

13.	Leicester Street is classified as a neighbourhood road in Council’s Brisbane City Plan 2014 road hierarchy, providing access to residential properties. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map. 

14.	The petitioners’ request for Council to narrow the road and install a pedestrian crossing outside 85‑87 Leicester Street, due to the power pole on the footpath causing a hazard, is noted. Council understands Energex has since moved the power pole and it is no longer causing a hazard. As the location of power poles on footpaths is the responsibility of Energex, the petitioners are encouraged to raise any further concerns with the location of the power pole directly with them via www.energex.com.au/contact‑us. Attachment C (submitted on file) shows the power pole prior to and after relocation.

15.	Council considers locations for pedestrian crossing facilities by assessing individual environments using the guidelines outlined in the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Road’s Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices and Australian Standard AS 1742.10‑2009.When planning for pedestrian crossings, considerations include significant demand, desire lines and common attractors.

16.	Council has conducted a review of this location for a new pedestrian crossing and while there is some pedestrian demand, it is not considered significant enough to support a new pedestrian crossing. Council also notes the existing pedestrian refuge crossing facilities located outside 65 and 125 Leicester Street, approximately 112 metres northwest and 200 metres southeast of this location, as well as the traffic speed platform at 93 Leicester Street which creates a lower speed environment. As such, Council does not support the installation of a pedestrian crossing facility outside 85-87 Leicester Street.

Consultation

17.	Councillor Fiona Cunningham, Councillor for Coorparoo Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact

18.	The submission responds to the petitioners’ concerns.

[bookmark: _Hlk124239477][bookmark: _Hlk124239459]19.	The General Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Nicole Johnston dissenting.

20.	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: 137/220/594/262

Thank you for your petition requesting Council narrow the road and install a pedestrian crossing outside 85-87 Leicester Street, Coorparoo.

Your request for Council to narrow the road and install a pedestrian crossing outside 85‑87 Leicester Street, due to the power pole on the footpath causing a hazard, is noted. Council understands Energex has since moved the power pole and it is no longer causing a hazard. As the location of power poles on footpaths is the responsibility of Energex, the petitioners are encouraged to raise any further concerns with the location of the power pole directly with them via www.energex.com.au/contact-us. 

Council considers locations for pedestrian crossing facilities by assessing individual environments using the guidelines outlined in the Queensland Government’s Department of Transport and Main Road’s Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices and Australian Standard AS 1742.10‑2009.When planning for pedestrian crossings, considerations include significant demand, desire lines and common attractors.

Council has conducted a review of this location for a new pedestrian crossing and while there is some pedestrian demand, it is not considered significant enough to support a new pedestrian crossing. Council also notes the existing pedestrian refuge crossing facilities located outside 65 and 125 Leicester Street, approximately 112 metres northwest and 200 metres southeast of this location, as well as the traffic speed platform at 93 Leicester Street which creates a lower speed environment. As such, Council does not support the installation of a pedestrian crossing facility outside 85-87 Leicester Street.

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

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Brian Nichol, Senior Transport Network Officer, Transport Network Operations, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3403 7674.

Thank you for raising this matter.
ADOPTED

[bookmark: _Toc169196855][bookmark: _Toc169249324]C	PETITIONS – REQUESTING COUNCIL RECONSIDER THE PROPOSED INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS AT CAMBRIDGE PARADE, MELVILLE TERRACE AND ARNOLD STREET, MANLY
		137/220/594/270 and 137/220/594/278
639/2023-24
21.	Two petitions requesting Council reconsider the proposed intersection improvements (the project) at Cambridge Parade, Melville Terrace and Arnold Street, Manly (the intersection), to prioritise and address the needs and concerns of the business community and residents in a more inclusive manner, were received during the Summer Recess 2023-24.

[bookmark: _Hlk124241233]22.	The Executive General Manager, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

23.	The first petition (137/220/594/270) contains 290 signatures of which 96 live in Manly, 62 live in Wynnum, 32 live in Manly West, 20 live in Lota, 10 live in Wynnum West, 55 live in other suburbs in the City of Brisbane and 15 live outside of the City of Brisbane. The second petition (137/220/594/278) contains 39 signatures of which 15 live in Manly, 8 live in Wynnum, six live in Wynnum West and 10 live in other suburbs in the City of Brisbane.

24.	Prior to receiving the petitions, Council identified the intersection as a location where enhanced pedestrian access, increased motorist visibility and safety improvements would be beneficial. A concept plan to address these improvements was drafted, and on 1 November 2023, Council distributed a newsletter inclusive of the concept design to residents and local businesses (refer to Attachment B, submitted on file), seeking feedback through an online survey about the proposed improvements (refer to Attachment C, submitted on file). At this time, signage was also installed on all approaches to the intersection with a QR code for users to scan and complete the online survey or view more information about the project on the dedicated project webpage.

25.	In addition to the newsletter, on 10 November 2023, members of the project team door-knocked the local community to discuss any project queries, understand stakeholders’ intersection experience and encourage feedback to be provided. If no one was available to speak, a notice was left for the resident or business owner with information on how to contact the project team should they wish to discuss the concept plan and provide feedback. 

26.	The consultation period and online survey was open for five weeks, from 3 November to 8 December 2023, inclusive of a two-week extension due to level of interest. This provided residents, businesses and property owners the opportunity to provide their feedback through multiple avenues of communications, including sending an email, completing the online survey, speaking to project team members during the doorknock, calling the project hotline or sending a letter by post. 

27.	All feedback provided to the project team is in the process of being reviewed, analysed and investigated to inform an appropriate design that delivers safety improvements whilst aligning to stakeholders’ feedback and design constraints. Council will keep the community informed as more information becomes available, including providing updates or changes of the project features. 

28.	Additional feedback or questions about the proposed improvements can be directed to the project team by phoning 1800 669 416 or emailing cityprojects@brisbane.qld.gov.au. Council encourages all users of the intersection and parties interested in the project to register to receive updates about the proposed project by visiting the project webpage and completing the registration form.

Consultation

29.	Councillor Alex Givney, Councillor for Wynnum Manly Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact

30.	The submission will respond to the petitioners’ concerns.

31.	The Executive General Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Charles Strunk dissenting and Councillor Nicole Johnston abstaining.

32.	RECOMMENDATION:

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

Attachment A
Draft Response

Petition Reference: 137/220/594/270 and 137/220/594/278

Thank you for your petitions requesting Council reconsider the proposed intersection improvements (the project) at Cambridge Parade, Melville Terrace and Arnold Street, Manly (the intersection).

Council appreciates your feedback and proposed alternate ideas to increase safety at the intersection. All feedback and suggestions have been recorded alongside other suggestions received by the community during Council’s consultation on the project. 

To ensure Council considers the needs of local residents and businesses, consultation was undertaken to hear what issues the community faces at the intersection, understand the support for each element of the proposed concept design and obtain information and ideas for alternate suggestions to improve the intersection. On 1 November 2023, Council commenced a five‑week consultation period. On this day, a newsletter was released with the proposed concept plan and details on how to provide feedback. Signage was also installed at the intersection to advise the community about the project and how to view more information. On 10 November 2023, members of the project team visited the neighbouring community including local businesses to discuss any project queries, understand stakeholders’ intersection experience and encourage feedback to be provided to Council. 

The consultation period was open from 3 November to 8 December 2023, inclusive of a two-week extension. This provided residents, businesses and property owners the opportunity and time to provide their feedback through multiple avenues of communications, including sending an email, completing the online survey, speaking to a project team member during the door-knock, calling the project hotline or sending a letter by post. 

Council is committed to delivering projects that address the needs and concerns of the local community and improve safety for all road users. The consultation undertaken by Council was a community-driven and inclusive approach. All feedback provided to the project team, inclusive of this petition, has been collated and will be analysed and used to inform the final design for this intersection. 

The project team is working to determine the best next steps for this project in response to information gathered during community consultation. Once a revised concept design has been developed, Council will undertake additional community consultation. Council encourages all users of the intersection and parties interested in the project to register to receive updates by visiting the project webpage and completing the registration form. To access the project webpage, please visit Council’s website at www.brisbane.qld.gov.au and search ‘Manly intersection improvements’.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information. 

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mrs Channelle Shepherd, Community and Stakeholder Engagement Lead, Project Management, City Projects Office, Brisbane Infrastructure, on 1800 669 416 or email cityprojects@brisbane.qld.gov.au.

Thank you for raising this matter.
ADOPTED

[bookmark: _Toc169196856][bookmark: _Toc169249325]D	PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL SEAL AND MARK CAR PARKING BAYS ON THE TRAFFIC ISLAND AT THE END OF MANTON STREET, MORNINGSIDE, AS WELL AS INCREASE THE NUMBER OF HEAVY VEHICLE PARKING SPACES ON THYNNE ROAD, MORNINGSIDE
		137/220/594/273
640/2023-24
34.	A petition requesting Council seal and mark car parking bays on the traffic island at the end of Manton Street, Morningside, as well as increase the number of heavy vehicle parking spaces on Thynne Road, Morningside, was received during the Summer Recess 2023-24.

35.	The General Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

36.	The petition contains 49 signatures. Of the petitioners, 13 identify as working on Manton Street, 17 live on other streets in the City of Brisbane and 19 live outside the City of Brisbane.

[bookmark: _Hlk115355097]37.	Manton Street and Thynne Road are classified as Neighbourhood roads and primary freight access routes in Council’s Brisbane City Plan 2014 road hierarchy. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows a locality map. 

38.	The petitioners’ request for Council to seal and mark parking bays at the end (cul-de-sac) of Manton Street is noted. Parking on traffic islands is prohibited under the Queensland Road Rules (road rules). As such, Council does not support modifying the traffic island and relocating underground services and drainage infrastructure to accommodate parking.

39.	A review identified an opportunity to allow parallel parking on Manton Street adjacent to the traffic island for up to six vehicles, while still maintaining access within the cul-de-sac for turning heavy vehicles. The additional parking spaces have since been implemented. Attachment C (submitted on file) shows implemented parking changes.

40.	The petitioners’ request for Council to increase the number of parking spaces on Thynne Road is also noted. A review identified an opportunity to provide an additional 70 metres of car parking on the western side of Thynne Road, north of the intersection of Manton Street, and these additional parking spaces have since been implemented.

Consultation

41.	Councillor Lucy Collier, Councillor for Morningside Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact

42.	The submission responds to the petitioners’ concerns.

43.	The General Manager recommended as follows and the Committee unanimously agreed.

44.	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: 137/220/594/273

Thank you for your petition requesting Council seal and mark car parking bays on the traffic island at the end of Manton Street, Morningside, as well as increase the number of heavy vehicle parking spaces on Thynne Road, Morningside.

Your request for Council to seal and mark parking bays at the end (cul-de-sac) of Manton Street is noted. Parking on traffic islands is prohibited under the Queensland Road Rules (road rules). As such, Council does not support modifying the traffic island and relocating underground services and drainage infrastructure to accommodate parking.

A review identified an opportunity to allow parallel parking on Manton Street adjacent to the traffic island for up to six vehicles, while still maintaining access within the cul-de-sac for turning heavy vehicles. The additional parking spaces have since been implemented. 

Your request for Council to increase the number of parking spaces on Thynne Road is also noted. A review identified an opportunity to provide an additional 70 metres of car parking on the western side of Thynne Road, north of the intersection of Manton Street, and these additional parking spaces have since been implemented.

Please let the other petitioners know of this information.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Brian Nichol, Senior Transport Network Officer, Transport Network Operations, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure, on (07) 3403 7674.

Thank you for raising this matter.
ADOPTED

Deputy Chair:	Councillor ALLAN, City Planning and Suburban Renewal Committee report, please.


[bookmark: _Toc169196857][bookmark: _Toc169249326]CITY PLANNING AND SUBURBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE

Councillor Adam ALLAN, Civic Cabinet Chair of the City Planning and Suburban Renewal Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Penny WOLFF, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 4 June 2024, be adopted.

Deputy Chair:	Councillor ALLAN.
Councillor ALLAN:	Thank you, Mr Deputy Chair. Item A was a Committee presentation on the proposed Stones Corner Suburban Renewal Precinct. We are seeking to unlock new opportunities across Brisbane through our suburban renewal initiatives and precinct plans and revitalising urban and suburban villages and precincts like Stones Corner is another example of how the Schrinner Council is meeting the demand for new homes, providing for a strong local economy and creating vibrant mixed use communities for all residents to enjoy. Mr Deputy Chair, much has already been said about this suburban renewal precinct today in the Chamber and the opportunity that it presents. 
It was yet again disappointing to see that the Greens could not bring themselves to support well-located housing in this city, but the presentation itself was a good opportunity to show the Committee what has been proposed and how such an amendment package could proceed prior to the amendment submission coming through the Chamber, today. Item B was a petition for a development application in Alderley. Council granted approval on 29 May 2024, and a copy of Council’s decision on this application, including conditions of the approval and the notice of our decision can be accessed via Council’s Development.i website. I’ll leave further debate to the Chamber.
Deputy Chair:	Any further debate? 
	Councillor ALLAN? 
	Now, I put the City Planning and Suburb Renewal Committee report to the vote. 

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

The report read as follows

ATTENDANCE:

Councillor Adam Allan (Civic Cabinet Chair), Councillor Penny Wolff (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Jared Cassidy, Seal Chong Wah, Steven Huang and Sandy Landers. 
[bookmark: _Toc169196858][bookmark: _Toc169249327]A	COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – STONES CORNER SUBURBAN RENEWAL PRECINCT
641/2023-24
1.	The General Manager, City Planning and Economic Development, City Planning and Sustainability, attended the meeting to provide an overview of the proposed Stones Corner Suburban Renewal Precinct (the proposed Precinct). He provided the information below.

2.	Precinct planning involves working collaboratively with a range of stakeholders to create strategies, actions and a vision for the renewal of an area. The purpose of the proposed Precinct is to revitalise the area through the introduction of additional high-density housing, mixed use outcomes and convenient access to key employment hubs, while maximising connections to high frequency public transport and quality open space.

3.	The objectives of the proposed Precinct align with:
-	Brisbane’s Sustainable Growth Strategy: create sustainable, liveable suburban and inner-city precincts close to jobs, community services, recreation and transport
-	Brisbane’s Inner City Strategy: unlock housing supply through the renewal of key inner-city precincts
-	ShapingSEQ South East Queensland Regional Plan 2023 (ShapingSEQ 2023): provide for greater housing density and diversity in high amenity areas.

4.	ShapingSEQ 2023 provides a streamlined process to amend Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan). Council has already completed a number of background studies for the proposed Precinct including urban design, economics and employment, development feasibility and demand and transport connectivity. 

5.	Council will formally commence the proposed Precinct and prepare an amendment package to City Plan in mid-2024. Council will then seek approval from the Queensland Government’s Department of Housing, Local Government, Planning and Public Works on the amendment package to City Plan concurrently with public consultation in late 2024. The amendment package to City Plan will then be updated with any changes following public consultation in early 2025 and expected to be adopted by Council in mid-2025.

6.	The proposed Precinct is within close proximity to transport networks, bikeways, employment hubs and green spaces. The Committee was shown an image of the study area including:
	-	Logan Road shopping street
	-	Stones Corner Village, Hotel and library
-	Gladys Street transition site
	-	Stones Corner busway station and Buranda rail station
	-	Hanlon Park / Bur’uda.

7.	Stones Corner has a distinct identity derived from its leafy village character, distinctive high street (Logan Road) and small, independent shops, cafes and other local businesses. Approximately 1,200 people reside in the area with 70% of households are made up of a lone person or couples without children and less than 10% of couples with children. Approximately 45% of workers travel to work by car, less than 13% by public transport and 6.4% by active transport.

8.	The proposed Precinct will provide the following key outcomes:
-	Revitalise Stones Corner as a vibrant mixed-use destination with a distinctive high street and wide range of shops and services and unlock opportunities for additional employment, education, and services.
-	Increase utilisation of existing and planned infrastructure within, and in proximity to, the proposed Precinct (public transport and Hanlon Park / Bur’uda) through increased densities and ensure infrastructure capacity meets potential increases in demand.
-	Improve connectivity within and outside the precinct, including connections to Hanlon Park / Bur’uda, Stones Corner and Buranda busway station and the Buranda train station.
-	Achieve exemplar subtropical and sustainable design outcomes, with high quality architectural design and environmental accreditation requirements.
-	Investigate reduced car parking requirements to support green mobility and reflect the precinct’s access to high frequency public transport services.

9.	Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Civic Cabinet Chair thanked the General Manger for his informative presentation.

10.	RECOMMENDATION:

	THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED

[bookmark: _Toc169196859][bookmark: _Toc169249328]B	PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL REJECT THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION AT 1-5 EDITH STREET, ALDERLEY (APPLICATION REFERENCE A005974979)
		137/220/594/263
642/2023-24
11.	A petition requesting Council reject the development application for 1-5 Edith Street, Alderley (the site) (application reference A005974979) was presented to Council at its meeting of 31 October 2023, by Councillor Andrew Wines, and received.

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

13.	The petition contains 13 signatures. All petitioners live in Enoggera Ward.

14.	The following points are of concern to the petitioners.
-	The application fails to comply with the Character Residential Zone Code and Subdivision Code of the Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan).
-	The proposed lot layout does not reflect the historic lot pattern of the surrounding area.
-	The proposal will adversely impact the amenity of adjoining residents.
-	There is potential for water runoff to adjoining properties due to proposed earthworks.
-	The proposal will adversely impact traffic flow and cause safety issues in the local road network.

15.	The site has a total area of 1,240 m2 and is zoned Character residential (Character precinct) and is located within the Enoggera district neighbourhood plan. The site is also covered by the Traditional building character overlay and currently contains a pre-1947 dwelling house.

16.	On 22 March 2022, Council received a development application for a Reconfiguration of a Lot (3 into 3 lots) which was then properly made on 4 April 2022. The development application sought to create one 429 m2 lot (lot 110) and two 400 m2 lots (lots 111 and 112). The existing pre-1947 dwelling house is to be repositioned and retained within lot 112. The development application also included a new road by way of a corner truncation (proposed land dedication) at the corner of Affleck Street and Edith Street.

17.	The applicant included subdivision plans, a town planning report, an engineering services assessment, a site-based stormwater management plan, concept bulk earthworks plans, and concept drainage plans to address the requirements of City Plan.

18.	The development application was subject to impact assessment which required formal public notification between 27 September 2023 to 19 October 2023 and afforded submitter appeal rights to the Queensland Planning and Environment Court in accordance with the Planning Act 2016 (the Act).

19.	The development application was approved on 17 April 2024, after being assessed by Council’s Development Services team against the requirements of the City Plan, and in accordance with the provisions of the Act. Council took all assessment matters into account, including the issues raised by submitters, and concluded that the application was in accordance with the requirements of the City Plan. 

20.	On 7 May 2024, Council received change representations from the applicant in response to conditions and plans of the development approval granted on 17 April 2024. Council agreed to these representations with a negotiated decision notice granted by Council on 29 May 2024.

21.	A copy of Council’s decision on this development application, including conditions of the approval and the Notice about Decision, are available by visiting Council’s Development.i website at developmenti.brisbane.qld.gov.au and searching development application reference number ‘A005974979’.

Consultation

22.	Councillor Andrew Wines, Councillor for Enoggera Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact

23.	The submission will respond to the petitioners’ concerns.

24.	The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Seal Chong Wah abstaining.

25.	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: 137/220/594/263

[bookmark: _Hlk111624309]Thank you for your petition requesting Council reject the development application at 1-5 Edith Street, Alderley (the site) (application reference A005974979).

Council notes the concerns raised about the development’s compliance with Brisbane City Plan 2014 (City Plan), lot layout, impact on amenity, traffic flow and the environment. These matters formed part of Council’s assessment of the development application over the site.

On 22 March 2022, Council received a development application for a reconfiguration of a lot (3 into 3 lots) which was then properly made on 4 April 2022. The development application sought to create one 429 m2 lot (lot 110) and two 400 m2 lots (lots 111 and 112). An existing pre-1947 dwelling house is to be repositioned and retained within lot 112. The development application also included a new road by way of a corner truncation (proposed land dedication) at the corner of Affleck and Edith Streets.

The applicant included subdivision plans, a town planning report, an engineering services assessment, a site-based stormwater management plan, concept bulk earthworks plans, and concept drainage plans to address the requirements of City Plan.

The development application was subject to impact assessment which required formal public notification between 27 September 2023 to 19 October 2023, and afforded submitter appeal rights to the Queensland Planning and Environment Court in accordance with the Planning Act 2016 (the Act).

The development application was approved on 17 April 2024, after being assessed by Council’s Development Services team against the requirements of the City Plan, and in accordance with the provisions of the Act. Council took all assessment matters into account, including the issues raised by submitters, and concluded that the application was in accordance with the requirements of the City Plan. 

On 7 May 2024, Council received change representations from the applicant in response to conditions and plans of the development approval granted on 17 April 2024. Council agreed to these representations with a negotiated decision notice granted by Council on 29 May 2024.

You can view a copy of Council’s decision on this development application, including conditions of the approval and the Notice about Decision, by visiting Council’s Development.i website at developmenti.brisbane.qld.gov.au and searching development application reference number ‘A005974979’.

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

Should you have any further questions about the applications, please contact Mr Mark Viney, A/Team Manager, Planning Services, Development Services, City Planning and Sustainability, on (07) 3403 0289.

Thank you for raising your concerns. 
ADOPTED

Deputy Chair:	Councillor DAVIS, Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee report, please.


[bookmark: _Toc169196860][bookmark: _Toc169249329]ENVIRONMENT, PARKS AND SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE

Councillor Tracy DAVIS, Civic Cabinet Chair of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Kim MARX, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 4 June 2024, be adopted.

Deputy Chair:	Councillor DAVIS.
Councillor DAVIS:	Thank you, Mr Deputy Chair. Last week’s Committee presentation was on Archerfield Wetlands District Park, which of course, I provided an update to the Chamber on last week, but it was very exciting and interesting to do a deep dive into the project in our Committee meeting, particularly for the benefit of the local Councillor. As you know, Mr Deputy Chair, the Archerfield Wetlands District Park is one of Brisbane’s most significant new parks projects and it was identified as a priority project as part of the Oxley Creek Transformation. When I took a tour of the site with Councillor MARX last month, we could really see it starting to take shape, and what a unique shape it is. It’s getting closer to completion every day. Every element of the park is fully bespoke and embraces the site’s heritage as a waste water treatment plant with a great deal of its original infrastructure retained and repurposed—after a thorough clean, of course. 
As I said, Mr Deputy Chair, work continues every day. I understand that as of last week, the site has now been fully energised. Fitting of the playground climbing tube is underway and the fit out of the new catchment centre is also underway. While the new parkland will deliver a world-class community space, it will also, of course, become the new home of the Oxley Creek Catchment Association (OCCA), complete with its own native nursery. This will support the very important work that OCCA is doing in in collaboration with Council and BSA (Brisbane Sustainability Agency) on the ongoing restoration of the Oxley Creek corridor. This project alone has already seen more than 100,000 new native plants installed, including 32,000 through the Biodiverse Brisbane Initiative. Mr Deputy Chair, we also had two petitions. I’ll leave further debate to the Chamber. Thank you.
Deputy Chair:	Any further debate? 
Councillor MASSEY.

Seriatim - Clause B
	Councillor Trina MASSEY requested that Clause B, PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL EASE ALCOHOL CONSUMPTION RESTRICTIONS IN GREENSPACES AND PARKS, be taken seriatim for voting purposes.



Councillor MASSEY:	Parks and greenspaces are essential for our health and wellbeing, to build resilience with climate change and ecological benefits, and for communicating and connecting with each other, and of course, they provide spaces to socialise. These spaces to socialise are for birthday parties, for community events, for engagements, anniversaries, baby showers. Even to just hang out with some mates for a casual meetup. You’ll find that a lot of these will happen in our parks and greenspaces, not just every weekend, but every week. Most often than not, there will be alcohol there. 
	The majority of people are not drinking excessively. There’s data that shows this. The majority of drunk and disorderly offences and violence related to intoxication actually occurs predominantly near the night time precinct, the Fortitude Valley, but legally, there’s only two parks where you can have a drink. What was stated in these documents is Roma Street and South Brisbane—sorry—Southbank. I’ve found evidence in conversation elsewhere about New Farm Park even though it wasn’t mentioned in this document, but what we do know this weekend is that there will be drinks at the park—any across our wards. For most, nothing will happen. The police will not stop by and life will continue, but for some—those in marginalised communities, those in diverse communities, and First Nations peoples—the results of having a drink in a public park can range from embarrassment and shame to death. 
This is why the Deaths in Custody, Social Justice Commissioner includes in their list of recommendations that public drinking should not be used as a form of social control over First Nations populations. Therefore, we should be decriminalising public drinking. With this petition, we had an opportunity to work for a more equitable and just society, prioritising First Nations’ justice as recommended by the Social Justice Commission. We could have done that with something that was going to happen, anyway. Something that wasn’t going to affect most people’s lives. The response to this petition that everything stays the same because it could be too hard won’t tangibly shift anyone’s action this week, but had we decided to not be cowardly and to pursue other possibilities, whether it’s creating a framework for a pilot, going into community consultation, or just reducing these laws themselves for the restrictions of alcohol consumption in greenspaces and parks.
I know for a fact that we, in this Council, would have saved someone’s life in the future. Like we will. I think this is—while we still have 10 minutes, I might just take a second, I might just take a second to actually tell a story while we have 10 minutes. A long time ago, a group of friends met up at an inner-city park—about eight of them—to watch the sunset. This group of friends was pretty diverse. There was one person of colour in it. They had known each other through university and through working in bars together. One of the people in that group brought a wine bottle. You’d think divided by eight people, that doesn’t mean a lot. Someone brought some cups but obviously not everyone was drinking. It wasn’t really about a piss up, was it?
Anyway, not long after, police sirens go off and the police arrive to make sure that everyone throws out whatever is left in their cups and then proceeds to get the bottle and basically try to make it empty, but of course, it was already empty. They then to turn to that person of colour, only, and they say, we want to check your bag. Then they do, okay. What they see is a scientific calculator. Then they say, what do you use that for? That person of colour replies, I’m studying economics, I use it for maths, right? They don’t believe them. What happens after this, of course, is that person of colour is separated from the group, asked hard questions, told that they should be searched—not just their bag, but their person—under suspicion of criminal activity. 
Now, this happens every day. This will continue to happen. That search and the way that they were able to isolate that person was made possible because of these drinking laws. Yes, it happened. Yes, it still happens now. It still happens now to the most marginalised community that are racially profiled. We know that racial profiling happens because the police themselves admit often—the QPS (Queensland Police Service)—that there are issues with racism and sexism within there. Not only did they admit that, we have evidence. Last year, I think we all saw the incredibly horrific recordings of QPS police officers. So, this is something that happens. 
[bookmark: _Hlk169103199]Anyway, look, the spoiler alert is—and I’m speaking to them over there because most of the Councillors are on their phone because they don’t care about this story—but the story and the point is that I was not found with anything on me because I was just an economics student, studying maths. Actually, it was stats A, but I was upset. I do remember that day clearly, but more importantly than that, I wonder if I had had social drinks with some friends and was drunk, or if I was less compliant because I had had a bad day, or if I was less articulate in explaining the actual situation, what would have happened to me? Well, yes. I definitely would have been arrested, and other shit, possibly. So, I guess it’s easy for us to make decisions, here.
Councillor TOOMEY:	Point of order, Mr Chair.
Deputy Chair:	Yes. Point of order against you. 
Councillor TOOMEY.
Councillor TOOMEY:	I do understand that you’re giving Councillor MASSEY some leniency, but can she please put a civil tongue in her head?
Deputy Chair:	Yes. Councillor MASSEY, yes. Please come back to the report.
Councillor MASSEY:	Chair, can you make a ruling on that point of order?
Deputy Chair:	Yes.
Councillor MASSEY:	Do you—
Deputy Chair:	Yes. Please come back to the report. The QPS wasn’t in here and your personal story wasn’t in here, so—
Councillor MASSEY:	That wasn’t the point of order.
Deputy Chair:	I’ve been giving you a leniency, but please.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Point of order.
Councillor MASSEY:	It’s fine. It’s fine.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	No. No. It’s not okay.
Councillor MASSEY:	No. No. No. Because I’m nearly done. It’s fine. 
Councillor JOHNSTON:	No. It’s not okay. Point of order.
Deputy Chair:	Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON?
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Mr Chairman, under the Meetings Local Law, it is unsuitable meetings conduct to be disrespectful and discourteous to other Councillors. Asking another Councillor to put a civil tongue in their head is incredibly disrespectful. Councillor MASSEY was not being uncivil, rude, discourteous or any of those things. Councillor TOOMEY’s remarks are unsuitable meeting conduct and I ask that you ask him to withdraw them.
Deputy Chair:	I’ve been giving leniency to both sides to speak beyond the topic, so—
Councillor TOOMEY:	Point of order, Mr Chair. 
Deputy Chair:	Point of order.
Councillor TOOMEY:	I’m happy to withdraw on Councillor JOHNSTON’s advice but I would like the Chamber reminded that swearing is inappropriate in this place, and I have had to withdraw for the same reason. Thank you.
Deputy Chair:	Okay. Thank you. Okay. 
Councillor MASSEY:	Was that a request to withdraw? That word?
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor MASSEY:	Yes. But thank you for the reminder, Councillor TOOMEY.
Deputy Chair:	Go ahead, Councillor MASSEY.
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MASSEY:	Sorry?
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MASSEY:	Yes. We’re all good. I continue, though. It’s easy, I guess, for us in this Chamber to make decisions here on what seems reasonable on paper but had this LNP Council been brave and not cowardly and recognised how these decisions have negative consequences on people’s lives, maybe we would have worked towards a more just and equitable society for Brisbane residents. The Greens believe a more just and equitable society is possible. We believe that first, justice should be at the forefront of some of our work, which is why we will be recommending the recommendation to this petition.
Deputy Chair:	Any further debate?
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	Yes.
Deputy Chair:	Councillor GRIFFITHS.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	Thank you, Madam Chair—Madam Chair—
Deputy Chair:	That’s all right.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	Sorry, Mr Chair. It’s been a long night already, Mr Chair.
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	Yes. I missed that sort of little quip. What was that little quip?
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Point of order.
Deputy Chair:	Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON?
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Yes. The DEPUTY MAYOR is, again, calling out across the Chamber and interjecting and will you take action against her as other Councillors, including myself, have been warned this evening? That’s the second time.
Deputy Chair:	It was the same circumstances when Councillor TOOMEY and Councillor MASSEY had that discussion.
	So Councillor GRIFFITHS, you have the floor. Yes. 
I don’t uphold your point of order. 
Councillor GRIFFITHS, you have the floor.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Of course not. That’s multiple times now, then.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	I missed what the Leader of the House or the DEPUTY MAYOR said in the little shouting match, but anyway, I just want to note that based on the changes that the LORD MAYOR and the LNP Councillors are proposing that will be put through at the next meeting, we would have now guillotined the meeting and we’d actually still have five Committees.
DEPUTY MAYOR:	Point of order, Mr Deputy Chair.
Deputy Chair:	Point of order, DEPUTY MAYOR. Yes?
DEPUTY MAYOR:	I ask you to make a ruling on the topic of discussion. What item is Councillor GRIFFITHS speaking to?
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	Oh. I bet you—I bet you’re not wanting this—
DEPUTY MAYOR:	This is not in—
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	I bet you don’t want my report.
DEPUTY MAYOR:	—it’s not Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee.
Deputy Chair:	Councillor GRIFFITHS, please come back to the report.
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	Yes. It’s interesting that the DEPUTY MAYOR, Leader of the House, is so forthright with these new rules—but we would have missed five meetings—five of these Committees, based on the new rules that you’re proposing. There you go. So, so much for good governance.
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	I do want to speak about, but the item here that we had a presentation on in relation to Archerfield Wetlands. It was a really good presentation and I commend the officers for their presentation and for the work they’ve been doing. My ward stretches from Toohey Forest, way down to Oxley Creek, so it’s a very interesting ward in terms of natural areas of our city on the southside. We have an amazing amount of wildlife in those areas, and I’m really enjoying being involved with the community in those areas. Can I say that this is a very good project, it is funded from the bushland levy, so it’s not funded from our parks areas. It’s funded by the Bushland Levy to do this project.
	I acknowledge, though, there is $20 million going into this project. It will produce a very good—I believe—it will produce a very good outcome for the community on that side of my ward, in that very far pocket of my ward. That will be a new playground for the residents—probably more so in your area, Councillor STRUNK—who will benefit from this new playground, the rehabilitation of this site, and also the opening of the new walkway through there which has the most number of bird species in any capital city in Australia on that particular walk through Archerfield Wetlands. I really believe it’s important that we rehabilitate Oxley Creek. One of the issues that I think isn’t addressed through this report—and I have raised it previously in the Chamber—is there are at least eight waterways flowing into Oxley Creek.
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	Blunder being one, Moolabin Creek. There’s a range of others—Stable Swamp Creek. There’s numerous waterways that flow into the Oxley Creek catchment. What I’d like to see is a plan for those creeks to be dealt with environmentally and in terms of flood management as we go forward. Because at the moment, we have no plan for addressing those waterways and they flow into this particular project. I don’t think it’s a particularly hard piece of work to do but it seems to be a difficult piece of work to convince the organisation to say that that is important. So, I will keep raising this as an issue because it needs to be done in the rehabilitation of both Oxley Creek—which is our largest catchment in Brisbane—and also flowing into the bay as well. I thank the officer for their presentation and look forward to seeing this work completed, Chair.
Deputy Chair:	Any further debate? 
Councillor DAVIS.
Councillor DAVIS:	Thank you very much, Mr Deputy Chair. Can I thank the Councillors for their contributions. I think it’s really important to point out that the response reflects what has been a very longstanding policy regarding alcohol consumption in Brisbane parks. It’s something that most people are absolutely aware of. They know that alcohol can only be consumed in limited designated areas or under an event permit. While we’re always looking at ways that we can create more to see and do and to activate our parklands, we have to do so in a way that promotes community health and safety. As you would be aware, we have more than 2,000 parks and reserves across our city. Council simply does not have the resources to police alcohol consumption in our parks to ensure that it’s enjoyed safely and responsibly. 
The petition response points out two parks where you can drink without a permit and that is Southbank and also Roma Street Parklands, but that’s of course because they have a particular level of management over those two parks. That’s not generally across the remaining parks in our estate. I think it’s also important to say that there is no bias against certain groups or regions here. It’s just one rule that applies to everybody fairly and equitably. So, thank you again for those that contributed. It was a wonderful presentation. I’m sure Councillor GRIFFITHS can’t wait for it to be opened and of course he’s welcome to go down and inspect the site during the course of the construction if he arranges that with the site manager. Thank you very much.
Deputy Chair:	Now, I put item A and item C of the report to the vote. 

Clauses A and C put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clauses A and C of the report of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee was declared carried on the voices.

Deputy Chair:	I put item B of the report to the vote. 

Clause B put

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion for the adoption of Clause B of the report of the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee was declared carried on the voices.

Thereupon, Councillors Trina MASSEY and Seal CHONG WAH immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared carried.

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 20 -	The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Julia DIXON, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, Kim MARX, Danita PARRY, Steven TOOMEY, Penny WOLFF, the Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Lucy COLLIER, Steve GRIFFITHS, Emily KIM and Charles STRUNK.

NOES: 3 -	Councillors Seal CHONG WAH, Trina MASSEY and Nicole JOHNSTON.

The report read as follows

ATTENDANCE:

Councillor Tracy Davis (Civic Cabinet Chair), Councillor Kim Marx (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Alex Givney, Steve Griffiths, Trina Massey and Steven Toomey.
[bookmark: _Toc169196861][bookmark: _Toc169249330]A	COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – ARCHERFIELD WETLANDS DISTRICT PARK UPDATE
643/2023-24
1.	The Chief Executive Officer, Brisbane Sustainability Agency, attended the meeting to provide an update on the Archerfield Wetlands District Park (the parkland). She provided the information below.

2.	The Oxley Creek vision aims to create a world-class green lifestyle and leisure destination along the Oxley Creek corridor, from Larapinta to the Brisbane River at Tennyson. It is estimated that the entire project will cost $100 million over 20 years and become a series of interconnected green precincts along the 20-kilometre corridor.

3.	In alignment with the vision, the 150-hectare site, located approximately 12 kilometres from Brisbane’s CBD, will become a major new recreational, educational and environmental parkland within the corridor. The Archerfield Wetlands Precinct Plan (the plan) was released in 2019 and was well received by the community following consultation. The plan identifies two signature outcomes: a shared walking and cycling trail, the Archerfield Wetlands Discovery Trail (the discovery trail), completed in July 2022, and a four-hectare parkland at the decommissioned Inala Wastewater Treatment Plant (the plant) on Bowhill Road, Durack.

4.	The plant was built in the late 1950s and decommissioned in 1997 after it was identified as the largest source of eutrophication in Oxley Creek. Existing infrastructure from the plant is being integrated into the design of the parkland, gardens and picnic spaces. Other core elements within the parkland will include:
-	play spaces
-	bush resources garden
-	event and activity lawn
-	basketball court
-	Wetlands Community Hub and plaza.

5.	The play spaces within the parkland will be industrially themed with water play elements, including recycled infrastructure from the plant. The Wetlands Community Hub will consist of a series of community-focused spaces including a plaza set up for markets and food trucks, a bookable event space and viewing terrace, office space for the Oxley Creek Catchment Authority to oversee ongoing regeneration works in the corridor and parkland, and a native plant nursery, used to grow plants for revegetation and also to raise funds for the parklands through public sale.

6.	Designing for sustainability has been a key factor in planning the parkland, including:
-	using existing structures for seating walls, shelters, garden beds and stormwater polishing
-	using concrete with recycled materials and made with reduced carbon emissions 
-	installing flood resilient and long-life steel and concrete
-	selecting light-coloured roof materials to reflect heat
-	collecting stormwater runoff from access roads, the car park and pathways, which passes through a range of stormwater polishing devices
-	retaining large, existing trees and planting 65,000 new plants, contributing to more than 100,000 new plants across the entire Oxley Creek corridor since 2022
-	installing solar power, solar hot water and rainwater collection systems on site.

7.	The design of the parkland has also taken into account flood mitigation. The topography of the site has been used to categorise and locate the various park elements in relation to flood immunity, flood resistance and ease of returning to operation following flood events exceeding 1-in-100, 1-in-50 or 1‑in‑20 years’ probability‑

8.	The Committee was shown images of the stormwater storage and polishing devices implemented in the parklands, as well as aspects of the discovery trail which is three kilometres long with access to a 450‑metre trail leading to a wetlands lookout. Signage along the discovery trail identifies key information about the parkland’s location and highlights the many bird species that inhabit the site. 

9.	Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Civic Cabinet Chair thanked the Chief Executive Officer for her informative presentation

10.	RECOMMENDATION:

	THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED

[bookmark: _Toc169196862][bookmark: _Toc169249331]B	PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL EASE ALCOHOL CONSUMPTION RESTRICTIONS IN GREENSPACES AND PARKS
		137/220/594/265
644/2023-24
11.	A petition requesting Council ease alcohol consumption restrictions in greenspaces and parks was presented to the meeting of Council held on 7 November 2023, by Councillor Sarah Hutton, and received.

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

13.	The petition contains 91 signatures. 

14.	The Liquor Act 1992 (the Act) and the Liquor Regulation 2002 govern the sale, supply and consumption of alcohol. These legislative instruments generally prohibit the consumption of alcohol in public places, such as parks, streets or other public areas, unless authorised by a permit or at licensed premises. 

15.	The Act provides that local governments may designate areas in public spaces where alcohol may be consumed, such as licensed parks or at specific events. In Brisbane, the consumption of alcohol is permitted under certain conditions in designated areas in Roma Street Parkland and South Bank Parklands. Both sites have 24/7 onsite security. 

16.	Council supports a range of activities and events involving the consumption of alcohol, provided they are considered suitable and have the relevant permits. These include: 
· commercial or corporate events where the provision or sale of alcohol is integral to or supports the enjoyment of the event
· not-for-profit fundraising events where the proceeds from the sale of alcohol will be used for community benefit 
· private events at designated park booking sites where the provision of alcohol will be contained within that site.

17.	Council has previously considered designating suitable areas to consume alcohol at Brisbane parks, referred to as ‘wet areas’. On balance, the challenges associated with managing and regulating alcohol consumption in Council parks and the associated impacts on other users, adjoining properties, and park operations, such as cleansing and waste management, outweighed the potential benefits of expanding the number of public places where people can consume alcohol. To date, considerations of this issue confirm that wet areas are best suited to public spaces which have a constant management and security presence, such as Roma Street Parkland and South Bank Parklands. 

18.	Although Council parks are not currently managed in this way, the ability for the community to book spaces for private events and for not-for-profit activities to include alcohol at their activity provides an option for the consumption of alcohol in a more considered and managed way.

Consultation

19.	As this is a citywide matter, Councillor Tracy Davis, Civic Cabinet Chair for the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact

20.	The submission will respond to the petitioners’ concerns.

21.	The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Trina Massey abstaining.

22.	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: 137/220/594/265

Thank you for your petition requesting Council ease alcohol consumption restrictions in greenspaces and parks.

Council is committed to providing a quality network of parks for residents and visitors to enjoy an outdoor lifestyle and connect with family and friends in the places that make our city great. Parks provide a sense of identity and place for residents and are an important factor in a community’s liveability. 

The Liquor Act 1992 (the Act) and the Liquor Regulation 2002 govern the sale, supply and consumption of alcohol. These legislative instruments generally prohibit the consumption of alcohol in public places, such as parks, streets or other public areas, unless authorised by a permit or at licensed premises. 

The Act provides that local governments may designate areas in public spaces where alcohol may be consumed, such as licensed parks or at specific events. In Brisbane, the consumption of alcohol is permitted under certain conditions in designated areas in Roma Street Parkland and South Bank Parklands. Both sites have 24/7 onsite security. 

Council supports a range of activities and events involving the consumption of alcohol, provided they are considered suitable and have the relevant permits. These include: 
· commercial or corporate events where the provision or sale of alcohol is integral to or supports the enjoyment of the event
· not-for-profit fundraising events where the proceeds from the sale of alcohol will be used for community benefit 
· private events at designated park booking sites where the provision of alcohol will be contained within that site.

Council has previously considered designating suitable areas to consume alcohol in Brisbane parks, referred to as ‘wet areas’. On balance, the challenges associated with managing and regulating alcohol consumption in Council parks and the associated impacts on other users, adjoining properties, and park operations, such as cleansing and waste management, outweighed the potential benefits of expanding the number of public places where people can consume alcohol. To date, considerations of this issue confirm that wet areas are best suited to public spaces which have a constant management and security presence, such as Roma Street Parkland and South Bank Parklands. 

Although Council parks are not currently managed in this way, the ability for the community to book spaces for private events and for not-for-profit activities to include alcohol at their activity provides an option for the consumption of alcohol in a more considered and managed way.

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

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Lisa Swartz, Program Officer Open Space Planning, Parks Policy and Planning, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability, on (07) 3178 9707.

Thank you for raising this matter.
ADOPTED

[bookmark: _Toc169196863][bookmark: _Toc169249332]C	PETITION – REQUESTING COUNCIL DEDICATE AN AREA FOR A MEMORIAL TO AUSTRALIAN SECOND WORLD WAR COASTWATCHERS AT NEWSTEAD TERRACE PARK, NEWSTEAD
		137/220/594/266
645/2023-24
23.	A petition requesting Council recognise the contribution of the Coastwatchers by dedicating an area of Newstead Terrace Park, Newstead for a memorial, and that this area be known as ‘WWII Coastwatchers Place’, was presented to the meeting of Council held on 14 November 2023, by Councillor Julia Dixon, and received.

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

25.	The petition contains 759 signatures. Of the petitioners, 22 live in Hamilton Ward, 267 live in other wards within the City of Brisbane and 470 live outside of the City of Brisbane. 

26.	The Coastwatchers played a vital role in WWII in the Pacific, warning of Japanese naval movements and air activity and the defence of Guadalcanal, Solomon Islands. There were over 90 Coastwatcher observation posts throughout northern Australia, New Guinea and the Solomon Islands. The petitioners identify Newstead Terrace Park as a midpoint between the former submarine base at Teneriffe and the flying boat base at Hamilton. 

27.	In Brisbane, coordination of the Coastwatchers occurred at the building which is now known as MacArthur Chambers at 229 Queen Street, Brisbane, and which currently exhibits this connection in a display panel. However, the connection to specific locations within Brisbane for Coastwatchers is less clear beyond MacArthur Chambers and not necessarily associated with Newstead Terrace Park. 

28.	A request for a plaque to the Coastwatchers in the Anzac Square and Memorial Galleries was submitted to the Queensland Veterans’ Council (QVC) on 4 October 2022. However, QVC has advised that they will not be considering additional memorials, monuments and plaques within Anzac Square at this time. 

29.	Council encourages the petitioners to continue to work with QVC to install a memorial within Anzac Square and Memorial Galleries or consider requesting a site within South Brisbane Memorial Park, South Brisbane, managed by South Bank Corporation, as the dedicated location of the Royal Australian Navy Memorial.

30.	On a more local level, Council will approve erecting a memorial plaque in Newstead Terrace Park at the cost of the proponent, similar to the existing USAT Goucher Victory memorial plaque. As is appropriate for a local memorial, the structure is to be comparative in size to existing memorials to prevent dominating or detracting from other memorials, impacting local amenity or reducing flow and access to the park. Renaming a section of the park is not supported as the park already has memorials which reflect multiple maritime connections. 

31.	Another alternate option that may be explored further by the proponent is the potential to install a monument at Nudgee Beach Reserve. The memorial design, specific location and material would require formal Council approval and be at the cost and responsibility of the proponent. 

Consultation

32.	Councillor Julia Dixon, Councillor for Hamilton Ward, has been consulted and supports the recommendation.

Customer impact

33.	The submission will respond to the petitioners’ concerns.

34.	The Divisional Manager recommended as follows and the Committee unanimously 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 HEAD PETITIONER.

Attachment A
Draft Response

Petition Reference: 137/220/594/266

Thank you for your petition requesting Council recognise the Coastwatchers of WWII by dedicating an area of Newstead Terrace Park, Newstead for a memorial, and that this area be known as ‘WWII Coastwatchers Place’. 

Council receives many requests for memorials, park naming and other park improvements that need to be considered in the context of historical and cultural significance to the location. Memorials help define a sense of place, history and community and reflect the stories of the people and events that have made significant contributions to our sense of place and identity. Council considers the relevance of the memorial request in relation to it local relevance to Brisbane and the site proposed. 

Council acknowledges the vital role the Coastwatchers played in WWII in the Pacific, warning of Japanese naval movements and air activity, and the defence of Guadalcanal, Solomon Islands. Council understands that a request for a plaque to the Coastwatchers in the Anzac Square and Memorial Galleries has been submitted to the Queensland Veterans’ Council (QVC) for consideration. Given the Coastwatchers were located throughout Queensland and the Pacific region, recognition in Queensland’s pre-eminent war memorial is a fitting tribute to recognise these service personnel. Council encourages you to continue working with QVC to achieve this outcome. 

Alternatively, Council notes that South Brisbane Memorial Park, South Brisbane, is the dedicated location of the Royal Australian Navy Memorial. As such, you could consider requesting a site within South Brisbane Memorial Park, South Brisbane, managed by South Bank Corporation, to appropriately acknowledge the Coastwatchers’ involvement with the Royal Australian Navy.

As there are other memorials in Newstead Terrace Park, renaming a section of the park is not supported as the location needs to reflect all memorial themes. However, Council supports the installation of a memorial plaque, similar to those already in place in the park, to recognise the Coastwatcher, at the cost and responsibility of the proponent. The memorial will need to have its design formally approved by Council and should be comparative in size to existing memorials, to prevent dominating or detracting from other memorials, impacting local amenity or reducing flow and access to the park. 

Another alternate option that you may wish to consider is the potential to install a monument in Nudgee Beach Reserve. The memorial design, specific location and material would require formal Council approval and would be at the cost and responsibility of the proponent.

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

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Ms Sandy Keys, Senior Program Officer, Parks, Parks Policy and Planning, Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability, City Planning and Sustainability on (07) 3178 9295.

Thank you for raising this matter.
ADOPTED

Deputy Chair:	Councillor HUTTON, City Standards Committee.


[bookmark: _Toc169196864][bookmark: _Toc169249333]CITY STANDARDS COMMITTEE

Councillor Sarah HUTTON, Civic Cabinet Chair of the City Standards Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Greg ADERMANN, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 4 June 2024, be adopted.

Chair:	Councillor HUTTON.
Councillor HUTTON:	Thank you, Chair. On Tuesday, the City Standards Committee had a presentation on the bin collection from our Waste and Recovery Resources branch. Across Brisbane, over 600,000 wheelie bins are collected each and every week and we have come a very long way since the first bins were collected by horse and cart in 1941. It took until 1969 for Brisbane’s first front lift-style vehicles to be introduced. Fast forward to 2024, and Council uses a variety of trucks to collect Brisbane’s rubbish each week. Not only are these trucks customised to different styles of bins and locations that they collect from, they are also fitted with technology to enhance the safety of both drivers and residents. Our collection partners, Veolia, have eight cameras installed on the vehicles and one placed over the hopper to identify any contaminants or hazards that might be tipped into the truck.
	These cameras have been crucial in identifying risks of hot loads, confirmation of services, and providing evidence of damage to private property during insurance claims. Hot loads, for those of you who don’t know, occur when fire ignites inside the truck after collecting often batteries, gas bottles, or other hazardous materials. This is a really serious issue and something that we identify obviously in our Towards Zero Waste strategy as a waste stream of concern. I do want to give a shoutout to our wonderful drivers and to say a big thank you to the waste collection team for their essential service in supporting residents each and every day. 
	The Committee also considered three petitions for Council to undertake resurfacing on Oxley Road. Council completed two site inspections along Oxley Road between Chelmer and the Ipswich Road Motorway of Oxley. The inspections found that the Oxley Road surface was at a safe standard, however a section of the roadway was identified as meeting intervention standards for resurfacing from Sherwood Road, Sherwood, to Graceville Avenue, Graceville. This project has been listed for consideration as part of Council’s future Capital Works Program. We will continue to obviously maintain and monitor the status of Oxley Road and carry out works when required. I’ll leave further debate to the Chamber.
Deputy Chair:	Any further debate? 
Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Yes. Thank you, Mr Deputy Chair. I rise to speak on item B, the undertaking—sorry—resurfacing of Oxley Road, Oxley. Firstly, I want to say that this is the most appalling response to a petition. Oxley Road is an arterial road that carries between 30,000 and 35,000 vehicles every day. It is in appalling condition. There are huge cracks through the road and grass is growing up through the cracks in the road. That includes in Oxley, Corinda and Graceville. It is dangerous without question. So, number one I don’t accept the advice that it’s safe. It is dangerous. Number two, it is immediately apparent to anybody who drives on it, what an appalling state it is in. It’s been patched. It’s been cut up. It’s had water through it through the floods. Council hasn’t resurfaced this road post the floods. 
Officers have told me that is because the road was in such bad conditions before the floods, it wasn’t eligible for the National Disaster Funding because you can only restore an asset to the state that it was in before. This road is so bad that we didn’t qualify, even though Chelmer, Oxley, parts of Corinda—all under water—all underwater and flood damaged. Now, down near Graceville State School, it’s a huge amount of grass growing up out of the big cracks on the road. Down in Oxley, it’s been glued back together with the black hot tar. It is just appalling that an arterial road in Brisbane is in this bad a condition. One of the best sections of the road is actually the area between Sherwood Road and Graceville Avenue. It is astonishing to me that this is the section that Council has said needs action when you look at either the section in Graceville or the section in Oxley by comparison.
This is the area that Council wants to upgrade in its LGIP to widen so I suspect that’s why Council’s doing this—because it has a plan to widen this part of Oxley Road, which residents don’t support. So, there’s a real problem here that Council has ignored what is necessary and obvious to anybody who looks at it that there is a real problem with the state of Oxley Road. It is not in good condition. With that in mind, I move the following amendment. 

Motion for amendment to Clause B:
	646/2023-24
It was moved by Councillor Nicole JOHNSTON, seconded by Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS, that Clause B, PETITIONS – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL PRIORITISES AND UNDERTAKES RESURFACING OF OXLEY ROAD, OXLEY, of the report be amended as follows:

Para 22 Recommendation Attachment A, p3,
-	paragraph three by deleting the words “the section of”; and
-	paragraph four between the words Oxley Road and the comma, adding “prioritising repairs in Oxley, Corinda and Graceville”.


 
Chair:	Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Yes. Thank you. The amendment I’m moving here today is quite minor. It essentially will ensure that Oxley Road is listed for capital works. I’m not changing that it be prioritised above others, but it will ensure that Oxley Road is listed for future resurfacing. It also ensures that Council will undertake minor repairs along Oxley, Corinda and Graceville, which are required, now. So, it’s simply demonstrates to residents of my ward, of Councillor HUTTON’s ward who use Oxley Road—this is the astonishing part of all of this because the amount of people from Jamboree Ward who drive up and down Oxley Road—I gather they all did it today because of the crash on the Centenary Motorway—they all use this road. It would be astonishing to them that Councillor HUTTON is opposed to resurfacing Oxley Road, that Councillor HUTTON says Oxley Road’s perfectly fine. 
Again, I’ll be letting them know that this is the outcome. I’m sure they’ll be shocked as me to find that Oxley Road, Oxley is in excellent condition and does not require any resurfacing. I look forward to Councillor HUTTON’s explanation about why she won’t support resurfacing of a main road that directly adjoins her ward and services thousands of her residents every day. These are minor amendments that will ensure Council fully lists Oxley Road for resurfacing and undertakes urgent repairs in Oxley, Corinda and Graceville to those sections of Oxley Road that are in appalling condition. I encourage all Councillors to vote for the amendment.
Deputy Chair:	Any further debate on the amendment? 
Councillor DIXON:	Point of order, Chair.
Deputy Chair:	Point of order, Councillor DIXON?

ADJOURNMENT:
	647/2023-24
At that time, 5.57pm, it was resolved on the motion of Councillor Julia DIXON, seconded by the DEPUTY MAYOR, that the meeting adjourn for a period of one hour, to commence only when all Councillors had vacated the Chamber and the doors had been locked.

Council stood adjourned at 6.05pm.




UPON RESUMPTION:

At that time, 7.05pm, the Chair, Councillor Sandy LANDERS, resumed the Chair.

Chair:	Any further speakers to the amendment? 
As there are no further speakers, we’ll now go to the vote. 

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

[bookmark: _Hlk130974636]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: 8 -	The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Lucy COLLIER, Steve GRIFFITHS, Emily KIM, Charles STRUNK, Seal CHONG WAH, Trina MASSEY and Nicole JOHNSTON.

NOES: 18 -	The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Julia DIXON, Alex GIVNEY, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, Kim MARX, Ryan MURPHY, Danita PARRY, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and Penny WOLFF.

Chair:	Are there any further speakers on the City Standards Committee, please? No further speakers. 
	Councillor HUTTON?
I will now put the report to the vote. 

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

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

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 18 -	The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Julia DIXON, Alex GIVNEY, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, Kim MARX, Ryan MURPHY, Danita PARRY, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and Penny WOLFF.

NOES: 3 -	Councillors Seal CHONG WAH, Trina MASSEY and Nicole JOHNSTON.

ABSTENTIONS: 5 -	The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Lucy COLLIER, Steve GRIFFITHS, Emily KIM and Charles STRUNK. 

The report read as follows

ATTENDANCE:

Councillor Sarah Hutton (Civic Cabinet Chair), Councillor Greg Adermann (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Lisa Atwood, Nicole Johnston, Emily Kim and Steven Toomey.
[bookmark: _Toc169196865][bookmark: _Toc169249334]A	COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – OVERVIEW OF BIN COLLECTIONS
648/2023-24
1.	The General Manager, Waste and Resource Recovery Services, City Standards, Brisbane Infrastructure, attended the meeting to provide an overview of Council’s bin collection services. He provided the information below.

2.	Brisbane’s first household waste collection service was established in 1894 when the night soil service removed personal waste on a fixed route. By 1941, the service had evolved into a horse-and-cart operation collecting waste materials and transporting them to various landfill sites. All waste was manually loaded from tin bins.

3.	A new fleet of rubbish collection vehicles was introduced in 1969 by Hunter Brothers, Brisbane Cleansing Pty Ltd and Brisbane Sanitation Pty Ltd. These vehicles reduced manual handling for drivers and the new fleet was capable of servicing the new front-lift style bins.

4.	In 1984, Council, in partnership with Hunter Brothers, introduced the wheelie bin system. Advanced collection vehicles with a truck camera and rear-loading capabilities were deployed. Despite these innovations, a runner was still needed to position bins for servicing at the back of the truck.

5.	In 1993, Council introduced its first recycling service, partnering with Cleanaway for the collection contract. In 2002, the collection contract was awarded to SITA, introducing innovative split trucks capable of collecting and separating both waste and recycling bins in a single vehicle.

6.	Council’s current collection contract includes a variety of purposed truck types:
	-	side-arm 
	-	rear-load 
	-	front-lift 
	-	park.

7.	One of the current challenges in the collection of waste in Brisbane is hazardous waste such as batteries and gas bottles causing hot loads. Hot loads are generally caused by hazardous materials being placed into the bin that ignite upon compaction. Clean‑up efforts following a hot load can take several hours as materials must be loaded into a body truck once extinguished and disposed of, often with the collection vehicle being towed away.

8.	Gaining access to some Brisbane streets can also be a challenge. In some cases, yellow lines are required to be installed to ensure collection trucks are getting the necessary space to reverse or drive into a property.

9.	Since the start of Council’s current contract, Veolia has had eight cameras installed on all vehicles, with one placed over the hopper to identify any contaminates or hazardous items as the bin is emptied. These cameras have been crucial in reducing risk of hot loads, confirmation of service and providing evidence for damage to private property claims. Veolia is continuing to work with organisations that develop and utilise AI technology to improve onboard camera systems.
 
10.	Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Civic Cabinet Chair thanked the General Manager for his informative presentation.

11.	RECOMMENDATION:

	THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED

[bookmark: _Toc169196866][bookmark: _Toc169249335]B	PETITIONS – REQUESTING THAT COUNCIL PRIORITISES AND UNDERTAKES RESURFACING OF OXLEY ROAD, OXLEY
		137/220/594/231, 137/220/594/285 and 137/220/594/287
649/2023-24
12.	Three petitions requesting Council prioritise and undertake resurfacing of Oxley Road, Oxley, were presented to the meeting of Council held on 13 June 2023, by Councillor Nicole Johnston, and received.

13.	The Executive General Manager, City Standards, Brisbane Infrastructure, provided the following information.

14.	The petitions contain a total of 417 signatures. Of the petitioners, 103 live in Oxley, 312 live in other suburbs within the city of Brisbane and two live outside the city of Brisbane.

[bookmark: _Hlk164150276][bookmark: _Hlk139954511]15.	On 21 June 2023 and 10 May 2024, Council completed a site inspection of Oxley Road between Queenscroft Street, Chelmer and Ipswich Motorway, Oxley. The inspection found that the Oxley Section of road surface was of a safe standard, however, a section of roadway was identified as meeting intervention standards for resurfacing from Sherwood Road, Sherwood to Graceville Avenue, Graceville. Attachment B (submitted on file) shows the section of roadway identified for resurfacing.

16.	Council will list the resurfacing of the section of Oxley Road for consideration as part of Council’s Future capital works program. Each June, all listed projects are prioritised and assessed against the overall needs of the city.

17.	Council will continue to monitor and maintain the Oxley area, with works being carried out when required.

Funding

18.	Funding can be obtained from Council’s future capital works program.

Consultation

19.	Councillor Nicole Johnston, Councillor for Tennyson Ward, has been consulted and does not support the recommendation.

Customer impact

20.	The submission will respond to the petitioners’ concerns.

21.	The Executive General Manager recommended as follows and the Committee agreed, with Councillor Emily Kim abstaining.

22.	RECOMMENDATION:

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

Attachment A
Draft Response

Petition Reference: 137/220/594/231, 137/220/594/285 and 137/220/594/287

Thank you for your petitions requesting Council prioritise and undertake resurfacing of Oxley Road, Oxley.

On 21 June 2023 and 10 May 2024, Council completed a site inspection of Oxley Road between Queenscroft Street, Chelmer and Ipswich Motorway, Oxley. The inspection found that the Oxley Section of road surface was of a safe standard, however, a section of roadway was identified as meeting intervention standards for resurfacing from Sherwood Road, Sherwood to Graceville Avenue, Graceville.

Council will list the resurfacing of the section of Oxley Road for consideration as part of Council’s Future capital works program. Each June, all listed projects are prioritised and assessed against the overall needs of the city.

While awaiting the future resurfacing works, Council will continue to undertake minor maintenance along Oxley Road, as required.

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

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Mr Petar Lazarevic, Senior Outcome Coordinator Roads and Active Transport Infrastructure, Program Planning and Integration, City Standards, Brisbane Infrastructure on (07) 3407 0037.

Thank you for raising this matter.
ADOPTED

Chair:	Councillor HOWARD, Community and the Arts Committee.


[bookmark: _Toc169196867][bookmark: _Toc169249336][bookmark: _Toc114546769]COMMUNITY AND THE ARTS COMMITTEE 

[bookmark: Text31]Councillor Vicki HOWARD, Civic Cabinet Chair of the Community and the Arts Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Lisa ATWOOD, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 4 June 2024, be adopted.

Chair:	Councillor HOWARD.
Councillor HOWARD:	Thank you, Madam Chairman. We had a wonderful report by the Chief Executive Officer of the Museum of Brisbane and it really was one of those occasions where I think everyone had lots of questions to ask and it was amazing for Zoe Graham to give us an update on everything that had been happening. Of course, we’re very excited that the museum caters for families, with a number of child and family-friendly events and creative spaces, as well as free online resources. The Committee was brought up to date with all of those events and it was a very interesting report. I will leave debate to the Chamber on that.

Procedural motion – Motion be taken off the table
650/2023-24
At that juncture, Councillor Vicki HOWARD moved, seconded by Councillor Lisa ATWOOD, that the motion submitted by former Councillor Kara Cook at the meeting on 6 September 2022, be taken off the table. 

Upon being submitted to the Chamber, the motion was declared carried on the voices.

Chair:	The motion from 6 September 2022 has been taken off the table. I will restate the motion for the Chamber while it is being redistributed to Councillors. Oh, there’s a couple more there.
The motion originally moved by former Councillor Cook and seconded by Councillor CASSIDY, that Brisbane City Council commits to urgently installing the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander flags on the Story Bridge in addition to the Australian Flag. 
Councillors who have already spoken are former Councillor Cook and the DEPUTY MAYOR. Debate now resumes from where it left off on 6 September 2022. 
Is there any further debate? 
Councillor HOWARD.
Councillor HOWARD:	Thank you, Chair. I rise to speak on this motion and to provide an update on the work undertaken by Council to guide when and where the display of the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander flags occurs. Feedback provided to Council from the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander community, as well as our RAP community advisory group, has included the importance of flying flags at Sorry Day sites across the city and on flying the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander flags on dates of significance. We have incorporated this feedback into the development of a procedure for the flying of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander flags at Council assets, like we had already committed in our RAP. 
Some of the key points within this procedure include ensuring the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander flags are flown on dates of significance, reviewing the dates of significance on an annual basis in consultation with community, suggested by the RAP community advisory group, ensuring that these flags are displayed at Council libraries, and installing flagpoles where appropriate and guided by further consultation with local Traditional Custodian groups at existing national Sorry Day sites in Brisbane.
Delivering this procedure will ensure that the display of the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander flags will take place at a significant number of locations across the city and not be limited to a single site, which is proposed by this motion. We have decided to take the intent of the motion and have it, in fact, checked by those that it actually affects. The procedure we will adopt backs the community. It does not back the Labor Councillors and their attempt to grandstand. That is why we will not be supporting this motion.
Chair:	Further speakers? As there are no further—
Councillor MASSEY.
Councillor MASSEY:	Thank you, Chair. I rise to speak on this briefly. From recollection, I know that there was a petition that was delivered very early on when I first arrived in Chambers that was signed—the head petitioner was Kara Cook, former Councillor Kara Cook, and was signed by 5,000 people, over 5,000 people from memory. You know, when we’re talking about this—and through you, Chair, to Councillor HOWARD—when it says that we’ve taken on the feedback, we actually don’t know who that feedback is, where that feedback happened, how that feedback happened. I think the intention of this motion isn’t about reducing it to one site. 
The intention of this motion is putting and ensuring that the Torres Strait Island and First Nations flags are visible at a prominent site throughout every day during the year. So, while it is great, wonderful that there is progress to flying the Aboriginal or First Nations and the Torres Strait Islander flags—which are, let’s be clear, classified as Australian flags, they’re national flags, they are classified as national flags—across more places and more days of significance, I think something that we’ve got to highlight here is the fact that our work towards First Nations justice doesn’t end on days of significance. While it doesn’t begin on days of significance, it doesn’t end on days of significance. 
The importance of symbolism of flags is well documented, not only for First Nations communities but various other communities across Brisbane. So, while I understand the intent here is to vote down the motion, and with the statement that we’ve done consultation, unclear who, unclear when, with the statement—what I just heard was ignoring 5,000 residents, which is a hugely massive, massive petition. That’s a lot of community consultation there, rejecting one site specifically that would we say tens of thousands of people see every day? Not only tens of thousands of people see every day because of their cars, but tens of thousands of people see every day because of tourism when they’re on the ferries and they’re going down. 
The importance of that symbolism for something as important and iconic in Brisbane, like the Story Bridge, cannot be diminished. The significance of that cannot be ignored. So, I just wanted to get these things on paper because I think we can do more than just one or the other. Like, as a Council, we should actually be always striving to do more. It’s not mutually exclusive that other sites of significance on the days would fly the First Nations flag. That’s not mutually exclusive to ensuring that the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander flags, which are Australian flags, are flown on the Story Bridge every day also. These things are not mutually exclusive. 
I just want to make sure I’ve got that on the record because I think we can actually do both. I do think that we can do both, and I think to say that we can only do one excludes the actual opportunity to actually go further and beyond what we could do, especially when we recognise that we are in a time where First Nations people are hurting from what happened in the referendum. First Nations children are still disproportionately being taken into not only custody but also into foster homes. We’ve got the continual separation. The work towards First Nations justice isn’t going to continue in this and symbolism plays a really important role in that. 
I just thought it was important to get these points down on the record because, as I said earlier today when I talked about First Nations justice, we should be not looking for one easy solution. We should be trying constantly to go further with the solutions because the history of colonisation in this country is unforgettable and was and continues to be incredibly damaging. We here in this Chamber are making these decisions on what is and always was Aboriginal land.
Chair:	Further speakers? 
Councillor COLLIER.
Councillor COLLIER:	Thanks very much, Chair. I just rise to speak on this debate. Before I speak more broadly, I do want to address a number of points that Councillor HOWARD made. I am, yes, disappointed but not entirely surprised at the approach of this Administration. Certainly, after literally years and years of trying to get this on Council’s agenda, it is good to have it here tonight. However, the outcome is not one that the community will be happy with, I’m sure. Thousands of people have signed this petition in support of this motion calling—to support what this motion is calling on, which is to fly the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander flags on the Story Bridge every day in addition to the Australian flag. 
I guess when Councillor HOWARD says that this is political grandstanding, no, it is not, Councillor HOWARD. This is how we bring the community’s wishes and desires to the attention of the Administration. In the context of the changes that we’ve been speaking about tonight, it isn’t entirely surprising that at 7.22 at night, after two years of this motion sitting on the table, Council decide to bring it tonight and sweep it under the rug and say, well, we decided not to do it, but let’s go back to the real point, which is it’s symbolic. It’s symbolic of the work that Council could be doing. We should be proud of it. The work of the Reconciliation Action Plan that often gets shown around in this place. It was a set of guidelines and there is more work to do.
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor COLLIER:	It’s a starting point, and certainly, by its own plan, the date of which it expires is July this year, in two weeks’ time. So, I guess maybe it isn’t entirely surprising, but it is my hope and genuine wish that this Council Administration will be bringing a renewed and refreshed Reconciliation Plan that goes to speaking about how to address justice for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people in our city. We know that Council’s Reconciliation Action Plan expires in two weeks, and it was developed at the insistence of Councillors on this side of the Chamber. The LNP Council has been a hindrance to its progress by the outcomes set, the homework set by the LNP. 
The consultation due back on the flags was due in September last year. We know that there are dedicated Council officers who are doing the absolute best that they can to get things happening, but they are stonewalled by LNP politicians who refuse to show political leadership and make decisions. We know that there are thousands of members of the community who want to see the simple gesture of flying the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander flags on the Story Bridge. We also know, of course, that this policy was supposed to be sorted last year, and from a much broader perspective, as well, absolutely. 
We absolutely agree there should be a Council policy when it comes to displaying the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander flags on all of Council’s assets. It’s something so simple, but it means so much, but what we should be talking about is how it’s a piece of what should be a much larger work that Council should do. We know that it’s symbolic. We know that the people of Brisbane support this and want this, so why not do it? Why not do it? I suspect that the financial cost is an issue because that’s what it is about the LNP. They will call this another one of their sensible savings. On this side of the Chamber, we think that you should just get on with the job. Don’t make excuses. It’s past time. Listen to the community. Let’s fly the flags. 
Chair:	Further speakers? 
Councillor CASSIDY.
Councillor CASSIDY:	Thanks very much, Chair. I wish to speak on this motion, which was laid on the table on 6 September 2022, almost two years ago. The reason at the time was that the DEPUTY MAYOR and Councillor MURPHY said that the consultation would be complete by September 2023 on developing the policy to fly the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander flags on Council assets more broadly than just the Story Bridge. The Story Bridge is a special case, as Councillors on this side of the Chamber have demonstrated, outside of that policy. It should of course be included, but as our city’s bridge, as the marquee bridge in Brisbane, it’s iconic. It is the bridge, which is our version, I guess, of the Sydney Harbour Bridge. The Gateway Bridges aren’t, of course. They’re big, but our version of the Sydney Harbour Bridge is the Story Bridge. 
If the Liberal Premier of New South Wales all those years ago—it was the one before Gladys. I can’t remember his name.
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor CASSIDY:	Yes, Mike Baird, I think, or maybe it was Dom Perrottet. One of those Liberal Premiers of New South Wales decided this was an important enough issue all those years ago to fly the Aboriginal flag on the Sydney Harbour Bridge. So, why can that Liberal, who’s clearly more progressive than Councillor HOWARD, think that that was an important, symbolic thing to do, to show the Aboriginal community in New South Wales that the government of New South Wales had moved so far along to be walking with them, to be proud to show on that city and that state’s bridge the Aboriginal flag? 
Here in Queensland, of course, we have the Torres Strait and a unique culture, and we are the capital of Queensland. So, displaying both the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander flags is really appropriate, extremely appropriate. What’s disturbed me just now in listening to Councillor HOWARD is, clearly, that consultation which she committed would be done by September 2023 has not been done. It has clearly not been done and, as we know, the Reconciliation Action Plan expires in two weeks’ time. That’s going to have to be a carryover. That’s a feature of LNP administrations, carryovers. 
Clearly, that work has not been done, and I think Councillor HOWARD was trying to intimate that it had in some way—and the LNP were listening to the community, and I think trying to put out there without actually saying it that this is something that Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people in Brisbane didn’t want. I think that’s what she was trying to get at in her statement, in her contribution to this debate. Well, I don’t buy that. I don’t believe that. I don’t believe that, and if that’s the case, then Councillor HOWARD should tonight stand up and table that consultation. Table that document publicly which says that Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people in Brisbane don’t want the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander flags flying on the Story Bridge, because it doesn’t exist. It doesn’t exist. 
That consultation either hasn’t been done or it has been done and the people have spoken and said, yes, this is an important, symbolic gesture, and the LNP are ignoring it. It’s one of two things, Chair, when it comes to that consultation there. It is extremely disappointing that we have this extremely conservative faction of the LNP now ruling here in Brisbane City Council, so much so—what did the LORD MAYOR earlier say, or part-time Mayor say about he skipped the bits that weren’t important in Council meetings? He said he only stays for bits that are important in Council meetings now. Well, where is he? Where is he? Where is he? 
We are now discussing Council’s Reconciliation Action Plan and this part-time Mayor reckons that’s not important. Well, that says everything you need to know about this LNP Administration’s approach to reconciliation here in Brisbane. It is just lip service. Councillor HOWARD and this LNP Council clearly don’t care that much about the steps they committed to in the Reconciliation Action Plan because they haven’t completed them. Then, they’re getting up tonight on State budget night, as Councillor COLLIER said, now at 7.30, trying to sweep this one away so it’ll go unnoticed.
So, I look forward to seeing that consultation report that Councillor HOWARD will publicly release at the conclusion of this Reconciliation Action Plan, because we all want transparency. We’ll, of course, call the file and we’ll release that information publicly if Councillor HOWARD won’t, because I don’t think that’s been done. I don’t think that’s been done. This part-time Council—it’s showing up everywhere, isn’t it, their lack of work ethic when it comes to these important issues? We discussed things relating to the Reconciliation Action Plan just a couple of weeks ago, and this is one of the reasons the LNP Councillors got up tonight and said, oh, woe is me. We have to shut down Council meetings because Labor Councillors are bringing these motions for debate. 
Well, they are important. Reconciliation is important. Justice for First Nations people is important. We think our Reconciliation Action Plan is important. We clearly place more importance on it than the part-time Mayor of Brisbane does.
Chair:	Further speakers?
As there are no further speakers, I’ll now put the motion. 

As there was no further debate, the Chair submitted the motion to the Chamber and it was declared lost on the voices.

Thereupon, Councillors Jared CASSIDY and Lucy COLLIER 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 Lucy COLLIER, Steve GRIFFITHS, Emily KIM, Charles STRUNK, Seal CHONG WAH and Trina MASSEY.

NOES: 18 -	The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Lisa ATWOOD, Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Tracy DAVIS, Julia DIXON, Alex GIVNEY, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sarah HUTTON, Sandy LANDERS, Kim MARX, Ryan MURPHY, Danita PARRY, Steven TOOMEY, Andrew WINES and Penny WOLFF.

Chair:	We will now return to the Community and the Arts Committee report. Are there any more—thank you—are there any further speakers to the Community and the Arts Committee report? 
Councillor STRUNK, are you standing to speak? Okay.
Councillor interjecting.
Clerk:	Councillor HOWARD? No. 
We’ll now put the report to the vote. 

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

The report read as follows

ATTENDANCE:

Councillor Vicki Howard (Civic Cabinet Chair), Councillor Lisa Atwood (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Seal Chong Wah, Alex Givney, Charles Strunk and Penny Wolff.
[bookmark: _Toc169196868][bookmark: _Toc169249337]A	COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – MUSEUM OF BRISBANE
651/2023-24
1.	The Chief Executive Officer/Director, Museum of Brisbane, attended the meeting to provide an overview of the Museum of Brisbane’s (the Museum) upcoming exhibitions. She provided the information below.

2.	The Museum welcomes more than 340,000 visitors annually with more than 48,000 visitors participating in a museum tour. Of the visitors, approximately 5,000 are students, 1,300 of which visit as part of the Learn Assist program run by the Museum which is open to sponsorship for certain schools. Feedback submitted by visitors is overwhelmingly positive with 95% of responders agreeing that the Museum enriches the cultural life of Brisbane. The Museum holds more than 10,000 artworks and cultural objects and has collaborated with more than 60 artists.

3.	The upcoming New Light: Photography Now + Then exhibition, scheduled to open on 17 August 2024 and running until 18 May 2025, draws upon the Elliott Collection, contrasting contemporary photos submitted by the public with those taken by Alfred Henrie Elliott between 1890 and 1940.

4.	The Precious exhibition will run from 23 November 2024 to 16 October 2025. This exhibition will bring together thousands of remarkable items from more than 20 public and private collections.

5.	The Museum’s Artists in Residence program provides artists with the opportunity to present their work to a large and culturally diverse audience and to research, engage and collaborate with the Museum and our connected community. Current exhibitions by residents include Departure, by Christine Ko and Louis Lim, delivered in partnership with Council’s BrisAsia Festival 2024 and Speciate, by Chantal Fraser. Previous exhibitions by residents include 花弁 Hanabira (Gentle Petal), by Hiromi Tango and I Know A Place, by Dead Puppet Society.

6.	Upcoming residencies include:
-	Dylan Bolger with series, Leaf SZN
-	Trent Dalton, author of Love Stories, in partnership with Brisbane Festival
-	a collaboration with Brisbane Powerhouse on the upcoming Melt Open activation
-	the International Symposium on Electronic Art, which will explore the intersection of art, science and technology.

7.	The Museum caters for families with a number of child and family-friendly events and creative spaces as well as free online resources. The Museum also provides a number of public programs and initiatives which offer insights into the unique perspectives of Brisbane by prioritising contributions from local artists, the community, writers and all creative contributors.

8.	Following a number of questions from the Committee, The Civic Cabinet Chair thanked the Chief Executive Officer/Director for her informative update.

9.	RECOMMENDATION:

	THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED

Chair:	Councillor CUNNINGHAM, Finance and City Governance Committee.


[bookmark: _Toc114546466][bookmark: _Toc114546755][bookmark: _Toc169196869][bookmark: _Toc169249338]FINANCE AND CITY GOVERNANCE COMMITTEE

Councillor Fiona CUNNINGHAM, Civic Cabinet Chair of the Finance and City Governance Committee, moved, seconded by Councillor Steven HUANG, that the report of the meeting of that Committee held on 4 June 2024, be adopted.

Chair:	Councillor CUNNINGHAM.
Councillor CUNNINGHAM:	Just very briefly, Madam Chair, we had a presentation from LGAQ (Local Government Association of Queensland) led by Alison Smith, and it was a very informative presentation to Councillors as we have a number of new Councillors on the Committee, where we heard about what LGAQ does specifically for Brisbane City Council and also some of the issues in cost shifting from other levels of government to councils in Queensland. It was a very informative presentation and I commend the report to the Chamber.
Chair:	Thank you. 
	Any further speakers? 
Councillor MASSEY.
Councillor MASSEY:	Thank you, Chair. I’ll try to speak on this briefly, but maybe I won’t because there’s 10 minutes. I rise to speak on this presentation, which was very informative, because there were two significant campaigns that LGAQ talked about. One was cost shifting, which—through you, Chair—Councillor CUNNINGHAM mentioned, but there was a second one that hasn’t been mentioned here tonight, and the second campaign is about infrastructure charges for property developers. 
I’ll quote from the website of the LGAQ. Research conducted for the LGAQ has revealed that councils will have to cover a $2.2 billion funding gap if the State does not increase caps on how much councils can charge property developers for infrastructure, vital for liveable communities. Specifically, from the website again, in South East Queensland, local governments are forecasting a trunk infrastructure funding gap of more than $1.54 billion over the next four years. If councils like ours are forced to pass that on, what was stated on this website and talked about in this presentation is that it could cost each ratepayer an extra $269 a year to resident rates bills. So, if you do the maths for the number of rates that that would cost for Brisbane ratepayers, that goes into the hundreds and millions over the next four years. 
Let’s be clear. This campaign is talking about trunk infrastructure, and what is that trunk infrastructure? It’s significant infrastructure that supports large areas or catchments. This includes major stormwater pipes for entire neighbourhoods, transport, public parks, lands for community facilities. Of course, increasing the cap for what councils like Brisbane City Council can charge property developers for infrastructure contributions is and has been a sensible Greens policy for a while. 
Ironically, though, any potential ALP State Government’s lifting of the cap for infrastructure charges, which aligns again with not only Greens policy at a State level but also at a Council level, would be completely ineffective for Brisbane City Council residents and ratepayers because this LNP Administration, with the support of the ALP Councillors, provided support to give developer handouts and tax cuts for not only retrospective but also for the next four years. Ironically, who loses again? The residents. The research has shown ratepayers will bear the brunt of these policies, both financially to the hundreds of millions of dollars, and in the terms of reduced amenities for their local communities. 
For The Gabba, what does this mean? It means the lack of greenspace, no second ferry terminal, isolated public transport islands like Kangaroo Point, and much needed stormwater and drainage upgrades for one of the most flood impacted wards in the city will not happen. These are just a few examples. Granting property developers unlimited height limits in the Kurilpa TLPI has proven to be a failure. The retrospective and current four-year cut in developer infrastructures for the next four years has left us in dire financial situations. This misguided approach hasn’t led to a flurry of development. Why? The LORD MAYOR, who is not here right now, mentioned it earlier. It’s because property developers historically have been land banking. 
An example of this—and I’ll give some examples just to make sure that we have an understanding of this. A well-known developer has publicly said, we only build one development at a time to ensure the maximum price per unit sold. Another developer in 2023 publicly said, if you understand your competitors and that they have not much land left, you’ll reduce your supply and wait for them to finish and jack up your price. Of course, maybe not all developers—
DEPUTY MAYOR:	Point of order, Madam Chair.
Chair:	Point of order, DEPUTY MAYOR.
DEPUTY MAYOR:	Can I ask your ruling on irrelevance? Yes, definitely, we had infrastructure charges in this Committee report, but not about land banking. That’s a General Business discussion.
Chair:	Thank you. Councillor MASSEY, if you can—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MASSEY:	No, but that’s all right. Thank you.
Chair:	If you—
Councillor MASSEY:	Thank you, DEPUTY MAYOR.
Chair:	If you can come back to what was in the report.
Councillor MASSEY:	I will stop there because we don’t want to talk about land banking, just in case it hits too real. I’ll finish with this because, you know, why not? It’s high time that the LNP Council acknowledges their mistakes and starts implementing effective policies like the vacancy levy and the inclusionary zoning to address the housing crisis and the rental crisis. Yes, it would mean egg on the face, but the real question here that I will finish and ask is when will the LNP Administration start prioritising listening to experts like the Association and the research, rather than helping their property development mates?
 Chair:	Further speakers? 
Councillor CUNNINGHAM.
We’ll now put it to the vote. 

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

The report read as follows

ATTENDANCE:

Councillor Fiona Cunningham (Civic Cabinet Chair), Councillor Steven Huang (Deputy Chair), and Councillors Lucy Collier, Julia Dixon, Trina Massey and Danita Parry. 
[bookmark: _Toc169196870][bookmark: _Toc169249339]A	COMMITTEE PRESENTATION – LOCAL GOVERNMENT ASSOCIATION OF QUEENSLAND UPDATE
652/2023-24
1.	The Chief Executive Officer, Local Government Association of Queensland (LGAQ) and the Manager, Advocacy Projects and Partnerships, LGAQ, attended the meeting to provide an overview of the services provided by LGAQ. They provided the information below.

2.	The Committee was provided with an overview of the role and function of the LGAQ, including their Executive Leadership Team. The LGAQ mission is to strengthen the ability and performance of local government to better service the community through the following strategic objectives: 
-	advocate for the collective interest of members, and action all endorsed annual conference motions 
-	assist with the positive promotion of local government
-	advance members’ financial sustainability
-	connect members with daily support services that help with matters of local concern or difficulty.
In the last financial year, Council received an annual return of $50,421 in excess of the LGAQ membership fee as part of LGAQ’s Local Government Mutual Scheme distribution.

3.	The LGAQ Policy Executive consists of 12 district representatives and the President, and is responsible for the determination of the association’s policy on behalf of member councils. The Policy Executive meets six times per year to discuss and determine LGAQ policy. 

4. 	The LGAQ’s cost shifting survey and associated research has revealed that Councils are being forced to use resources to fund services that are the responsibility of other levels of government. The study found that $360 million in estimated costs shifted to Councils over a single year which is a 378% increase in reported cost shifting in Queensland since 2002. The research also investigated the matter of the State‑set infrastructure charges cap which has not been indexed since it was introduced in 2011. The study found that SEQ Councils will have to cover over $1.54 billion in funding gap over the next four years. 

5. 	The 2024 State election provides an opportunity to advocate as a sector for some of the most critical needs of councils and communities. Since 2020, LGAQ’s Vote For Local campaign has provided a platform for Queenslanders to discover how the election priorities of the major parties will impact daily life, complete with a ranking system. 

6.	Through their local council and the LGAQ, communities are asking candidates in the upcoming State election to:
	-	reduce the cost of living
	-	place community needs at the centre of the transition to a clean energy future
	-	provide better local infrastructure 
	-	address the housing crisis
	-	build safe, resilient and liveable communities
	-	empower First Nations People
	-	fund councils so that they will be stronger
	-	protect the environment. 

7. 	Over the years, Council has worked with LGAQ to further advocacy on major policy issues such as dangerous dogs, and housing and infrastructure policy. 

8. 	Following a number of questions from the Committee, the Civic Cabinet Chair thanked the Chief Executive Officer of LGAQ for her informative presentation.

9.	RECOMMENDATION:

	THAT COUNCIL NOTE THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE REPORT.
ADOPTED


[bookmark: _Toc169196871][bookmark: _Toc169249340]PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS:

Chair:	We’ll now move to the petitions. 
Councillors, are there any petitions? 
Councillor MASSEY.
Councillor MASSEY:	Yes, I am submitting a petition requesting that Council reinstate the 27 bus as a permanent service.
Chair:	Councillor DAVIS.
Councillor DAVIS:	Thank you, Madam Chair. I have got a petition requesting Council install wildlife fencing on both sides of Hamilton Road and Hamilton Road Quarry Park, Chermside West.
Chair:	Councillor GRIFFITHS.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	Thanks, Madam Chair. I have a petition requesting a new park naming by the Oxley Mt Ommaney Neighbourhood Watch at Oxley. Thank you.
Chair:	Councillor DIXON, may I have a motion please for the receipt of those petitions?

653/2023-24
It was resolved on the motion of Councillor Julia DIXON, seconded by Councillor Charles STRUNK, 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

	137/220/594/321
	Trina Massey
	Requesting Council reinstate the 27 Bus as a permanent service.

	137/220/594/319
	Tracy Davis
	Requesting Council install wildlife fencing on both sides of Hamilton Road at Hamilton Road Quarry Park, Chermside West.

	137/220/594/322
	Steve Griffiths
	Requesting Council name the park area between Penina Place and Oakmont Avenue, Oxley, as ‘Nyiang‑pa’.




[bookmark: _Toc169196872][bookmark: _Toc169249341]GENERAL BUSINESS:

Chair:	Councillors, are there any statements required as a result of an Office of the Independent Assessor or Councillor Ethics Committee order?
Are there any matters of General Business? 
Councillor GIVNEY.
Councillor GIVNEY:	Thank you, Madam Chair. I rise to speak about a local community event that was hosted in our ward this weekend. I want to share my gratitude with the Chamber for the wonderful success of Rotary of Wynnum and Manly’s Family Fun Day that was on Sunday at George Clayton Park in Wynnum. We were blessed with perfect weather on the bayside, making it a day to remember for all those who attended. Since 2017, this annual celebration, made possible through the support of Ampol, draws a vibrant community together, and this year, about 4,000 attendees came along. 
From the huge lines of children getting their faces painted to the excitement of patting the baby animals, bouncing on the jumping castles, and enjoying an Aussie sausage sizzle and fresh fruit, every aspect of the event was made possible through the generosity of our sponsors. Ampol, Port of Brisbane, Perry’s Fruit Barn, and Australia Country Choice have exemplified the spirit of giving, ensuring that every family could partake in the festivities by allowing Rotary to keep this event free for everyone who attended. Beyond the attractions and entertainment, what made this day truly special was the participation and collaboration of many of our dedicated community groups. 
Together, organisations like OzFish, Rosies – Friends on the Street, the Queensland Police, Crimestoppers, Wynnum Scouts, Wynnum Manly Community Kindy, Zonta Club, Sailability, and YMCA (Young Men’s Christian Association) Community Hub, along with the loyal members of our Rotary Club of Wynnum Manly, came together for a great day out for the whole family. Thanks to our MC, Steve, the stage came alive with performances from the talented students at Wynnum West State School, the Wynnum State High School, as well as musical acts from Kate and Isaac, Damian and the Bayside Brass, and the brilliant Bonnie Kellett.
I would like to extend a profound thank you to Tracey Wyatt from the Rotary Club for her tireless dedication to bringing this event to fruition. Her leadership and the commitment of the Rotary volunteers were the driving force behind the day’s success. As we reflect on this remarkable event, I am committed to organising more free events like this on the bayside, ensuring that our families have access to family-friendly activities, especially during times where the household budget might be a little bit tight. With this in mind, I’m eager to facilitate partnerships between local businesses and community events like the Rotary Family Fun Day so that we can share these events throughout the ward and expand them to areas like Wynnum North, Lota, and Wynnum West. 
In the end, witnessing our community connect and spend quality family moments together is the very reason Brisbane City Council champions events like the Rotary’s Family Fun Day. Thank you.
Chair:	Further speakers? 
Councillor STRUNK.
Councillor STRUNK:	Yes, Chair. I rise to speak on a number of events that actually have occurred in my ward over the last week, and then I finally want to speak on the change of rules of the General Business rule and doing it in General Business. Well, that’s interesting, isn’t it? Anyway, it’s been a long day.
Firstly, I’d like to sort of thank the outcomes manager, Grant, who was able to have removed a barrier that was actually across the stage a few days early at the Lake Stage because the Lake music trio or quartet, as the case may be, was playing this last weekend on Sunday. What had happened was that the reactive maintenance for the stage, which was supposed to happen on Monday, was walled off on Saturday, which means of course that patrons who were going to come and have a listen—and, of course, the band was unable to set up if that had stayed in place. So, I got onto two people. Initially, I got onto the outcomes manager and sent him a text. Then, I got onto Greg ADERMANN who was the Deputy Chair of City Standards, and he then got the Chair to give me a ring. Thankfully, it was all taken care of. The barrier was taken down. 
It was a special event, this particular fortnight, because we actually had a guest artist and his name was Alan Jones. Not Australia’s Alan Jones, by the way, Alan Jones from The Shadows, a group that I’m sure a number of you people know in this Chamber. He was one of the guest artists that were going to be there that day. He came along with his paparazzi, as well, believe it or not. He had two camera guys there taking pictures of him and everything. So, even at his, well, fair age, he’s still a person of interest to the media. So, I just thank again the outcomes manager for doing that and Greg ADERMANN for helping us out initially with that first text, and then Councillor HUTTON for following up on that, as well. Thank you.
Another event that happened on Saturday was LUMINOUS, which is an event that’s held each year in my ward, at least probably for the past five or six years, but it’s been going for a number of decades, actually, which celebrates some of our newest arrivals or newest refugees or immigrants. It’s a multicultural type of event that, again, as I say, celebrates their arrival and their inclusion into our Australian family. A number of my groups, like Inala Community House, the Inala Lions Club, the HUB Neighbourhood Centre, they all came together to make sure that this event just gets better and better each year, actually. They really do—it’s only for a couple of hours, actually, but what they can pack in in a couple of hours is quite amazing. They do such a great job.
Now, in regards to General Business, I didn’t get a chance when we were debating the change of rules in regards to General Business and what I wanted to say about that is, really, it’s the opportunity for all Councillors, both sides, all sides, to actually say some really nice, supportive things for our community groups, to maybe also say some nice things about people who maybe have just passed that have done some great local work in our local areas, as well. It’s just an opportunity to actually speak. I suppose I know a lot of the members or the Councillors on the other side, this is probably the only time that they actually speak through any of the debates, in a lot of cases, right? The only time, and they’ve cut it by half. 
So, first of all, I think it’s disrespectful of all Councillors to limit what we can talk about in GB as far as the time factor goes. I think that should be—I think the LORD MAYOR and the leadership team should reflect on that and say, listen, it’s just not right to cut some of us, who maybe only have the opportunity to speak, not generally through the Committee reports unless it’s something local, but don’t have even the opportunity to speak in a substantive way through the General Business because you’ve cut the time in half. Now, I think I’ve probably spoken more than five minutes already, so I would have probably been guillotined. With the new rules, I would have been guillotined. Is it quite five minutes? No, it’s after. 
So, it’s important that we don’t limit the debate. It’s important we don’t limit the opportunity for Councillors to actually say some really important things about what’s happening locally and give out some good cheers to those in our local communities that do great work as volunteers, unpaid. I just think the LORD MAYOR should reflect on this five-minute limit and extend it back to those 10 minutes that we used to have. Thank you, Chair.
Chair:	Further speakers? 
Councillor HUANG.
Councillor HUANG:	Thank you, Madam Chair. I rise to speak on the launch of Reflect Reconciliation Action Plan by the Vertaview Group. Madam Chair, Vertaview Group may not be a name familiar to many of us. It is the head organisation for many worthy charitable organisations, such as Multicap. I had the privilege of being invited to attend the launch of Reflect Reconciliation Action Plan through Multicap, an organisation providing services to people with disabilities. Multicap started 60 years ago when five families joined together to provide support for their young children with complex needs. Since then, Multicap has matured and expanded far beyond the five core families and became a leading disability services provider throughout Queensland and northern New South Wales.
Madam Chair, at this time, Multicap and their charity partners go above and beyond to support inclusive courses by launching the Reflect Reconciliation Action Plan, a working group that was headed by Miss Jo Jessop, who is now CEO of Vertaview Group. Many other dedicated members worked to develop the plan. The plan investigated the aspects of relationships, respect, opportunities, and governance of reconciliation in the organisations. On the day of launch, it was well attended by their clients, staff and guests, including students from Sunnybank State Special School. It was celebrated with a full, inclusive and positive vibe. I was honoured to be invited and be the only elected representative present. I would like to commend and congratulate Vertaview Group for their effort in delivering this plan.
I invite all Councillors to join me to support Vertaview and acknowledge that they have gone above and beyond making our city even more inclusive in every aspect.
Chair:	Further speakers? 
Councillor CHONG WAH.
Councillor CHONG WAH:	Thank you, Chair. I rise to speak on the Toowong to West End Bridge. I will be speaking on the Toowong to West End Bridge and comments that the Mayor made on the bridge and Councillor MURPHY made regarding former Councillor Jonathan Sriranganathan. At the last Council meeting of 4 June, in response to a question by Councillor Trina MASSEY, the LORD MAYOR stated—and I quote from the minutes—I do remember the former Councillor for The Gabba Ward campaigning against the West End to Toowong Bridge. We all remember that don’t we? This statement was then loudly backed by his posse, the Schrinner team, at his beck and call, not because they actually remembered it, but because they’re responding to their great leader in command. 
Now, today, in the Chamber, Councillor MURPHY restated the same deceptive statements. I would like to correct the Mayor’s misleading—
Chair:	Sorry, Councillor. 
Councillors, if you are having to have conversations, please take it outside. It’s a bit loud.
Councillor CHONG WAH:	Thank you, Chair.
Chair:	Thank you.
Councillor CHONG WAH:	I would like to correct the Mayor’s misleading, deceptive and unfounded assertions that the former Councillor of The Gabba campaigned against the Toowong to West End Bridge. They are clearly trying to rewrite history, to rewrite a narrative as they did in their disgusting, negative and personal attack election advertising campaign. These politics of fear are politics of deception.
On 31 March 2019, the Brisbane Times ran a story headed Five Green Bridges for Brisbane at $550 Million Price Tag, in quotations. In this Brisbane Times report, Jonathan Sri was quoted as saying, I warmly welcome the announcement. I feel like they have directly copied our policy proposals from the previous Greens’ election campaigns, which is exactly what we wanted them to do.
On 30 March 2021, The Westender published a story called West End Bridges Connecting or Dividing Communities. Former Councillor Jonathan Sriranganathan is quoted strongly supporting both proposed West End bridges. In the same article, the former Councillor pointed out the option A for the West End to St Lucia Bridge, not the West End to Toowong Bridge, has been the most heavily criticised option by those groups wanting to protect greenspace, but has the support of two key cycling groups.
Perhaps the LORD MAYOR and Councillor MURPHY are confused between the bridges and confused by former Councillors. In fact, in that same article, former LNP Councillor Mackay for Walter Taylor Ward made comments about the West End to St Lucia Bridge. Note, this is not in regard to the West End to Toowong Bridge, but rather St Lucia Bridge. I quote former Councillor Mackay. I haven’t made any friends with the LORD MAYOR or Ryan MURPHY, the Public and Active Transport Chair, when I came out and said I don’t support the bridge in Guyatt Park, Councillor Mackay said, in quotations. 
On 15 November 2021, the ABC (Australian Broadcasting Association) ran an article headed West End Green Bridge’s design released by Brisbane City Council for public comment. This ABC article confirms the former Councillor’s support of the bridge, stating, Greens Councillor Jonathan Sri welcomed the announcement, saying he had advocated for the bridges for years and wanted the Toowong to West End Bridge to begin construction as soon as possible. 
To attack a former Councillor in this way, to reconstruct the narrative when someone has left this Chamber, is sad, immoral and shameful. This attack’s even more shameful when the former Councillor not only advocates strongly for the Toowong to West End Bridge, but he also undertook a huge amount of community consultation through surveys and forums to invite the community into the various learning options and to ensure there was wide community support for this bridge.
If you’re going to criticise a former Councillor, please take the time to get your facts straight. Through the Chair, I hope the LORD MAYOR and Councillor MURPHY consider that truth and integrity in this Chamber should be respected, and that both the LORD MAYOR and Councillor Ryan apologise in these Chambers to the former Councillor for The Gabba Ward.
Chair:	Further speakers? 
Councillor WOLFF.
Councillor WOLFF:	Thanks, Madam Chair. I rise to speak of some good news. I rise to speak of the fabulous new dog off-leash area in the Walter Taylor Ward. The Lex Ord Park South dog off-leash area is officially open for our four-legged friends to enjoy, located at Indooroopilly Road at St Lucia, near St Lucia Golf Links and the St Lucia Community Garden. The new dog off-leash area is between two other parks, being the Lex Ord Park playground, and also across the road is Robertson Park with nearby toilets.
The park is sure to please, with easy access, ample parking and good visibility from the road for safety. I’ve loved seeing all the wagging tails and devoted owners enjoying this new space over the past week as they roam and discover the new space, which is approximately 2,500 square metres and includes shelter, seating, water tap, bins and dog waste dispenser. I encourage all Brisbane locals to bring their pups down to enjoy this new St Lucia destination. Keep an eye out on my socials for the official opening, which will be celebrated in August. Thank you.
Chair:	Further speakers? 
Councillor CASSIDY.
Councillor CASSIDY:	Thanks, Chair. I just rise to speak about the behaviour of former and current LNP Councillors. There’s been this disturbing trend, I guess, over the last couple of years for some LNP Councillors to photograph other Councillors for various reasons. I experienced that with Councillor JOHNSTON in the car park by James Mackay, taking a photo of her and I. We’ve seen the increasing use of foul language, whether it’s in the Council Chamber or in Committee meetings, directed at Councillors, directed at me, I know, in the last couple of weeks. Councillor JOHNSTON in Committee meetings in the last couple of weeks, as well. 
What happened today in the informal briefing which you organised, Chair, in a Committee room where we do our work as Councillors, Councillor HUANG took a photo of the back of Councillor STRUNK’s head. His explanation to me sounded a little strange—he didn’t give me an explanation, we’ll put that on the record, he gave that to another Councillor—in that he was taking the photo to show his wife because apparently, the back of Councillor STRUNK’s head looked a bit like the back of his own head. Now, I don’t really buy that. The behaviour we’ve had from LNP Councillors targeting other Councillors, whether it’s through bullying behaviour or whether it’s through creepy behaviour in taking photos that we have seen or taking photos that Councillors haven’t seen—and I think this is an important thing for you to know, Chair, as well, because this happened in a briefing which you organised about the Meetings Local Law, as well. 
I just want to call that behaviour out because that is not acceptable that that has happened to someone on my team. I was absolutely appalled at that behaviour, as witnessed by another Councillor and a Council staff member, as well. I certainly hope that photo has been deleted and it wasn’t circulated amongst an LNP WhatsApp group chat. I certainly hope that wasn’t the case. I hope we never see that kind of behaviour again. It does go further back than me, even. Councillor Wyndham stalking members of the public, as well, in the middle of the night. 
So, that kind of behaviour is not acceptable and I just want to put that on the public record, that I don’t find that acceptable and I hope you don’t find that acceptable, Chair, and other LNP members of this Council don’t find Councillor HUANG’s behaviour today acceptable, as well.
Chair:	Further speakers? 
Councillor MASSEY.
Councillor MASSEY:	Thank you, Chair. I rise to speak on four items today, Lanternfest, Space for Cycling Film Night, Brissie to Bay, and behaviour in this Chamber and in the Committee rooms. 
I’ll begin with Lanternfest by the Brisbane German School which happened on Saturday. This event is a fundraiser for the school and it was absolutely my pleasure, but a difficult decision to help judge the incredible lanterns that many kids have. If people aren’t familiar with Lanternfest, basically kids make lanterns, then they are judged, but we had seven winners this year so we do try to spread it around. Then, they go on a parade down Kangaroo Point. Very cute, really lovely. So, I want to thank them for the invitation and I also want to thank them for a wonderful evening spent with them—well, an afternoon, acknowledging the amazing work they did because they sold out this year with 770 tickets. So, huge community event. Great work by the Brisbane German Language School.
Secondly, I want to talk about Space for Cycling Film Night. Thank you, first, to Council for providing extra bike parking for the slow ride that happened towards the film night. What we had, again, was an incredible event. I believe the theatre was pretty much sold out with maybe 120-140 people. It was a wonderful film night with incredible short films that were delivered to the community that were incredibly funny. Beyond that, I want to acknowledge the work and advocacy of volunteers at Space for Cycling. Contrary to what the LORD MAYOR has stated here previously about a group of radicals that have been coopted by the Greens, I think it’s really important to get on the record that just this election, Councillors that are here present that were candidates and also other candidates of LNP, Greens, Independent, ALP, were engaged by this group. 
They were all in good faith asked to ride with them. They were all in good faith shown the challenges that were presented in various local areas. So, when we hear the LORD MAYOR come up here and talk about these radicalised groups, what we’re actually talking about are a group of volunteers that try to engage with every single person of every single colour in this Chamber to help create safety for people that are biking and cycling. That’s what is actually happening here. Again, this is completely counter to what the LORD MAYOR is saying publicly, but I want to acknowledge them for their advocacy. Across everyone, I think they’re an important advocacy group, and I know that there have been times where they’ve called me out for certain things, for not highlighting certain things, et cetera, et cetera. There is no policy that comes from the Greens. I think it’s really important that we highlight that. 
I want to just note that that day that all these volunteers were hysterically ripped into by the LORD MAYOR, all those volunteers, that was actually the day that we were congratulating volunteers across the city. That, in itself, is the—it was Volunteer Week, and that, in itself, is the hypocrisy.
Three, I want to talk about Brisbane to Bay. I was so pleased to have attended Brisbane to Bay this year, not only in support of MS (Multiple Sclerosis), noting that 5,000 Queenslanders every year have to live with MS. The work that MS Queensland does is so important. This fundraising target was over $1 million. We know that this event has been running for over 30 years and this event brings thousands and thousands of people together to fundraise for MS, to ensure that vital services like nursing, health, support with NDIS (National Disability Insurance Scheme), et cetera, et cetera, are received by people dealing with MS to ensure that anyone that has MS is not left to deal with it alone.
Every week, about 10 people are diagnosed with MS, so this event is incredibly crucial. I was so pleased to be there and to support it. I will also say, very quickly, another pleasure of this day was also to support my friend, Kath Angus, who did a 100-kilometre bike ride to fundraise for MS. Isn’t that cool? Good on you, Kath Angus, but good on to every single person that took on the challenge, no matter how big or small. Good on all the families who came together to fundraise for MS. 
Lastly, I’m going to talk about behaviour. When I first got to Chambers over a year ago, former Councillor Sriranganathan said to me very clearly, it’s a circus, but what former Councillor Sriranganathan didn’t mention was the words of bullying that I would—well, see in various things. I recall last year sitting on a Planning Committee when Councillor JOHNSTON was said—yes, I won’t say that out loud because we can’t swear in Chambers and I take that on.
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MASSEY:	Oh, so I can say it and then withdraw?
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MASSEY:	For the OIA (Office of the Independent Assessor). This was in a workplace. Since then, of course, we’ve seen various name calling. I was shocked by the term groin rub. I was shocked to hear that there were also Councillors in another Committee that Councillor JOHNSTON was, using—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MASSEY:	Very rude swear words, and then reprimanding for a swear word that I might have used, that wasn’t actually directed to anyone, which is interesting because, of course, that swear word wasn’t directed to specific Councillors. Of course, in full transparency, I was completely shocked when I watched—through you, Chair—Councillor HUANG take a picture of Councillor STRUNK, the back of his head. You know, I sat there, a little bit confused because why would we be doing this in our workplace, in our meeting? In full honesty, I did say to Councillor HUANG—through you, Chair—you shouldn’t take pictures of people if they don’t know you’re taking a picture. I said that because that was the right thing to say. So, you know, we’ve seen an escalation, and we know the Meetings Laws have passed, but we’ve seen these kinds of escalations. 
There are many examples of this here. What I find distasteful is how it seems to be becoming more and more rife and normalised, and it’s not normal. In any other workplace, taking—through you, Chair—Councillor PARRY’s statement about corporations, if we were in any other corporate environment, had any of those incidents happened in that corporate environment, any single incident, taking on that example, people would have been reprimanded, people would have gone into arbitration or mediation. There would have been performance reviews taking on that, because if we want to say that we can do one thing, like add corporate values—
Councillor MURPHY:	Point of order.
Councillor MASSEY:	—onto political—
Councillor MURPHY:	Point of order. 
Chair:	Point of order, Councillor MURPHY.
Councillor MURPHY:	Madam Chair, will Councillor MASSEY take a question?
Chair:	Councillor MASSEY, will you take a question?
Councillor MASSEY:	Oh, no.
Councillor MURPHY:	Of course not.
Chair:	Thank you, Councillor MASSEY. Continue.
Councillor MASSEY:	If we are going to say that about certain things, then that should be applied. In any corporate environment, this sort of behaviour, just the four incidents that I mentioned just then, would not be acceptable, and I just think it’s really important to put that on the record. Thank you, Chair.
Chair:	Further speakers? 
Councillor MARX.
Councillor MARX:	Thank you, Madam Chair. I too would like to say a couple of things about some of the behaviour and languages and issues that needs to be put on the record, as well. I’m quite happy—through you, Chair—to use Councillor MASSEY’s words, distasteful. It’s interesting, I’ve been here 12 going on 13 years now, and the behaviour certainly has changed in this Chamber. There’s no two ways about that. I know back in the day, we used to actually have afternoon tea with the Leaders of the Opposition and the members of the Opposition, and it was always quite civilised. That’s changed dramatically with the change of Councillors over the last few years. 
The comment being made about how—through you, Madam Chair—that Councillor MASSEY made, talking disparagingly or even talking at all about previous Councillors and James Mackay was mentioned in that particular one, and I know that Councillor MASSEY—
Councillor MASSEY:	Point of order.
Councillor MARX:	—through you, was concerned about mentioning—
Chair:	One moment, please. 
Councillor MASSEY.
Councillor MASSEY:	I haven’t mentioned Councillor Mackay at all today. Is that a mischaracterisation? Yes, misrepresentation.
Chair:	I’m not sure that you actually mentioned Councillor MASSEY as the person.
Councillor MARX:	No, my apologies. Councillor CASSIDY, I was saying—so, Councillor MASSEY was talking about previous Councillors, as in Councillor Sriranganathan.
Councillor MASSEY:	Point of order.
Chair:	Point of order.
Councillor MASSEY:	Misrepresentation. I wasn’t.
Chair:	We’ll come to—yes, I’ll note your misrepresentation. We’ll come to that, yes.
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MARX:	My apologies, wrong Greens Councillor. It was Councillor CHONG WAH, my apologies, who mentioned Councillor Sriranganathan. The point I’m trying to make here is that the comment was made about Councillors mentioning other Councillors, past Councillors, in disparaging ways. Then, through you, Madam Chair, Councillor CASSIDY then mentioned Councillor Mackay and Councillor Norm Wyndham, something about stalking people. I’m not sure if my memory’s correct, but I don’t think Councillor CASSIDY was a member of these Chambers when Councillor Wyndham was even here. I could be wrong on that. He might have been.
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MARX:	He was, right. Regardless, the fact remains, though, that—
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	One moment, please, Councillor MARX. 
Councillors, you were listened to silently, please. Thank you.
Councillor MARX:	Yes, it’s just always so one-sided. We have to sit here and get lectured about behaviour, comments, shouting out, all this sort of nonsense, and yet we just have to sit there and listen to it but, obviously, it’s not going to be the reverse on the other side. The other thing about taking photos, now, I am well aware that there was a photo taken at the Committee presentation this morning. A Councillor took a photo of the attendance sheet. Now, why that was taken, I have no idea. Was it to say that they could say people were there and people weren’t there?
Councillors interjecting.
Councillor MARX:	Excuse me. Whether it was taken because people were going to say people were there and people weren’t there, I don’t know. I’m just making the point that a photo was taken of the attendance sheet. The other thing was a photo was taken of a Chair of one of our Committees when he obviously didn’t—I beg your pardon?
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MARX:	It was taken. A photo was taken of one of the Chairs of the Committee when he obviously was quite unaware because you can see that he’s not looking at the camera, and then it was posted online. So, I think we need to be really careful—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MARX:	See, this is the thing. Hilarious behaviour. Hilarious behaviour. This is just, you know—this is the point I’m trying to make. I have sat here all night, listened to the carrying on and the snarking at us and the, you’re this and you’re that. I’ve not said a word about any of it, and yet the minute I try and bring up something that was obviously behaviour that was carried out by a Councillor on the opposite side, it becomes a hysterical joke. Well, it wasn’t funny. The photo was taken and it was posted online with comments, too, derogatory comments. I’m not even mentioning who’s done it or anything. I’m just saying, if you’re going to talk about taking photos, you need to watch what everyone else is doing on your own team. Thank you. 
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MARX:	Glass houses.
Chair:	Thank you, Councillors. 
Further speakers? 
Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Yes, thank you. I’d like to speak about LNP behaviour in the Council and Committees and former Councillors, possibly, as well, because they’ve sort of left out the worst one altogether.
Firstly, let me clear up my behaviour. We were invited to, I quote, an informal Councillor briefing about the Meetings Local Law this morning. When I arrived, I was given a sign-in sheet where I had to sign my name to attending. So, I have taken a record of this because I do not know why, at an informal Councillor briefing, I am required to sign my name. That is the process we use for formal Council processes, and whilst I haven’t raised it with the CEO yet, that is what I will be doing next. It is completely inappropriate that we are told something is an informal meeting and then we have to sign in on a piece of paper. 
Now, if I hadn’t have signed it, I don’t know what would happen, but I am concerned that the LNP will use this. This is what they do. They say, stand up in here all the time, Councillors weren’t present at that briefing. It’s not me that does it or the Labor Party. It is the LNP. I suspect any Labor or Opposition Councillor that was not there will be the subject of derogatory comments from the LNP in future. It is just completely at odds with, quote, informal Councillor briefings that we are formally told we have to sign in. So, that’s number one.
Number two, I also would like to talk about Councillor WINES’s failure to attend the Infrastructure Committee in a timely way for the first few meetings of the year. Before the meeting started, I took a photo of his empty seat at about 3 minutes past 9. No meeting was underway. The second time he was late, again about 3 minutes past 9, I took a photo of him arriving. Also, the Committee was not underway. At no point did I take a photo of somebody in the middle of a Ie meeting. That would be a breach of the Meetings Local Law. So, any implication that I have done something wrong here is completely untrue. 
We’re in public meeting spaces in Council, not in a meeting room in the middle of a meeting, and I’m horrified that somebody—again, Councillor MARX, who I’ve said this before, I think has a really level head on her shoulders—can make an equivalent between Councillor WINES not turning up for his statutory responsibility which starts at 9am and Councillor HUANG taking a photo of another Councillor in the middle of a briefing about the Meetings Local Law. Like, what is going on that somebody thinks they’re the same thing?
Now, I appreciate that some people have put on the record what’s happened in some of the Council meetings and Committee meetings this term. This is just this term. Councillor LANDERS has shouted at me to sit like I’m a dog. Last year, Councillor Hammond said an extremely rude B word, didn’t—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Yes, and only a couple of weeks ago, Councillor TOOMEY said the most offensive thing which I can’t repeat in here or I’ll be in trouble for saying it. Not only that, he was not reprimanded for the Chair by his behaviour, and whilst he withdrew it, it’s not the same. You can’t just go, F you, and then go, oh sorry. It’s—
Councillor TOOMEY:	Point of order, Madam Chairman. Claim to be misrepresented.
Chair:	I note your claim. 
Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Not only did Councillor TOOMEY admit what he said, he did it in front of multiple Council officers. So, everybody knows what Councillor TOOMEY said and he’s admitted to doing it. Now, the problem with this is what happened next. No action was taken by Councillor ADERMANN. He was not reprimanded or excluded from the meeting or an unsuitable meeting conduct order made against him. It was rude, uncalled for, unnecessary, offensive, vile. It was just wrong, like Councillor Hammond last year. That’s it. If you don’t—
Councillor ADERMANN:	Point of order, Chair.
Chair:	Point of order.
Councillor ADERMANN:	Claim to be misrepresented.
Chair:	Councillor ADERMANN. Pardon?
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Point of order, Madam Chair.
Chair:	Councillor—
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Councillor ADERMANN has not spoken, so are you going to allow that as a point of misrepresentation?
Chair:	Thank you. Yes, you’re right. 
Councillor JOHNSTON, continue.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Thank you. Excellent, thank you. So, what happened next is the worst part and I’ve now been told by the CEO it was Councillor HUTTON’s decision. I moved a motion the following week to record that no action was taken. I didn’t use the language exactly. I just said offensive language. The motion was accepted by the clerks. It was put in writing. It was debated and discussed. It was voted down by the LNP, but the next week, it did not appear in the Committee minutes. Councillor HUTTON made the decision to remove a properly made motion from the Council minutes so there is no record, and instead insert language that does not accurately reflect what happened. 
So, this is all because Councillor TOOMEY said massively offensive remarks about me. Now, that’s just what’s happened in the last couple of weeks. We’ve had Councillor Mackay turning his back to me. We had Councillor ADAMS—what was that last year? Oh no, Councillor Cook was still here. That was the worst thing going, what happened over there that day, but we go back. It’s not like this is new, and I think some of the new Councillors here go, oh well, she deserves it, or whatever. This started in 2009.
DEPUTY MAYOR:	Point of order, Madam Chair.
Chair:	Point of order, DEPUTY MAYOR.
DEPUTY MAYOR:	I’ve been sitting and listening now for however many minutes it is, and I would like you to remind Councillor JOHNSTON that there is no privilege in this place and she is flying very close to defamation—
Chair:	Thank you.
DEPUTY MAYOR:	—of Councillors in this place.
Chair:	Thank you. Thank you, DEPUTY MAYOR. 
Councillor JOHNSTON. 
Actually, your time has expired.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Point—
Chair:	Are there—
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Point of order, Madam Chair.
Chair:	Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Can I just say that that’s the best example of bullying that goes on in this Chamber?
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	Thank you, Councillor JOHNSTON. 
Councillors, thank you. Nobody—
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	Thank you, DEPUTY MAYOR. Thank you, DEPUTY MAYOR. 
There is a misrepresentation. 
Councillor TOOMEY.
Councillor TOOMEY:	Thank you, Madam Chair. I’d like to offer a personal explanation underneath Meetings Local Law. I think it’s section 21, I can’t remember from the top of my head.
Chair:	It is.
Councillor TOOMEY:	In terms of what was said in the Committee meeting, it is not represented as Councillor JOHNSTON has done here in this Chamber. Words were recorded at the time. I did acknowledge that I had sworn. It was not directed directly at Councillor JOHNSTON. It was a swear word. I withdrew. I withdrew, and I apologised to all of those present.
Chair:	Thank you, Councillor TOOMEY.
[bookmark: _Hlk169103226]Councillor JOHNSTON:	Let’s just be clear. Councillor TOOMEY said, “why are you so (Comments removed at the request of the A/CEO, in accordance with the AP068 Production of Council Minutes Policy approved by Council on 8 August 2012) negative all the time”, to me.
Chair:	Councillor JOHNSTON, that is absolutely uncalled for. Thank you. I ask you to—
Councillor interjecting.
Chair:	I ask you to withdraw your comments, please.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	That’s what Councillor TOOMEY said about me, Madam Chair, not what I said.
Chair:	Councillor JOHNSTON, you stood up and did not say point of order. I did not call you, and you got up and just said that. Can you please withdraw those comments?
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Madam Chairman, I’m just saying that’s what Councillor TOOMEY said about me.
Chair:	I know. I heard you, Councillor JOHNSTON, and I’m saying to you—
Councillor JOHNSTON:	That’s what he said.
Chair:	Okay. Councillor JOHNSTON, I do caution you and I do—that is the third time I’ve had to do that this meeting. I do consider you are displaying unsuitable meeting conduct, so please refrain. I did not call your point of order and I do not accept that use of language in this Chamber.
Councillors, have a bit of decorum, please, speaking of decorum. 
Are there any further speakers in General Business?
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Point of order.
Chair:	Point of order, Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Can I just clarify, was that a warning?
Chair:	That’s me cautioning you that I will formally warn you.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Oh, right.
Chair:	I will always do that before I do it.
Further speakers for General Business? 
Councillor COLLIER.
Councillor COLLIER:	I just have one item of General Business to talk about, LNP Councillors’ behaviour. I’ll keep it brief. I will not be lectured by a Councillor who said, and I quote, get these F-heads out of my way, to a Council officer and was found guilty of inappropriate conduct by her colleagues on the Ethics Committee.
Chair:	Any further speakers? 
We’ll now move to the motions. 


[bookmark: _Toc114546772][bookmark: _Toc169196873][bookmark: _Toc169249342]CONSIDERATION OF NOTIFIED MOTIONS
(Notified motions are printed as supplied and are not edited)

[bookmark: _Toc169196874][bookmark: _Toc169249343]ANNIVERSARY OF BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL AND COMMUNITY-BASED HISTORY GROUPS
654/2023-24
The Chair, Councillor Sandy LANDERS, then drew the Councillors’ attention to the notified motion listed as item 6A on the agenda and called on Councillor Charles STRUNK to move the motion. Accordingly, Councillor Charles STRUNK moved, seconded by Councillor Jared CASSIDY—

That this Council acknowledges the 100th anniversary of Brisbane City Council in 2025 and provides more support to community based history groups to preserve our local suburban history.

Chair:	Councillor STRUNK.
Councillor STRUNK:	Thank you, Chair, and thank you for your indulgence. In 1993, the Soorley administration tasked the existing Council libraries to bring about and establish a local history group in their area. Now, I think that was a great thing for the Soorley administration to do because, from what I’m told by people that were there at the time or, in 1993, that established some of these history groups that there was indeed a lot of worry about the local history of Brisbane and those local communities that was going to be lost. They were asked to seek out and speak to local community members that they believed would be interested in starting up a formalised history group. 
Now, that’s exactly what happened. I don’t know exactly how many history groups were established, but we know by a little bit of research which we’ll have in a minute how many are still active, how many still exist but are not active, and how many that we’ve lost over the last couple of years. My research shows that there are currently 22 Council libraries and that 10 libraries do not have a local history group attached to them or their surrounding suburbs. We also found that there are six suburban library groups in the last few years that have become nonactive. They still have a presence online, but there hasn’t been any postings of any information in regards to their local history for some time. Some of them are three years, but the website and the Facebook page still exist.
My own history group, the Inala, have a number of older members, of course, as probably most of them do, that are looking at closing. Well, my own history group is going to close in October unless, by a miracle, we can find three or four people to take the leadership group within that history group, but they have been trying for about 12 months to find that and have not been successful, even with a reasonable campaign behind them. There are two more history groups that are in the same situation, and one is in Toowong. For the local Councillor there, you may want to look into that because I’m told through our history group that Toowong is ready to go along the same lines as mine and close up in the near future.
With the 100th anniversary coming up, I call upon the Administration to reestablish that program or project that took place in 1993 to try to build some of those history groups back up again, because with the 100th anniversary coming up, I think it’s a really great opportunity because I think there will be a lot of interest in history, especially—and I know that the Brisbane Museum is doing some work for the 100th anniversary, and I think they would be a great organisation to maybe undertake and try to reestablish some of those history groups that have fallen away over the last 30 years. I just think it’s a well worthwhile project to do again, and I hope that the Schrinner Administration maybe takes up that challenge and undertakes that role. Thank you.
Chair:	Is there any further debate? 
Councillor HOWARD.
Councillor HOWARD:	Thank you, Chair. I rise to speak briefly to this motion before us today, which I can say we will be supporting, and through you, Madam Chair, I would just like to remind Councillor STRUNK that we do have the Brisbane Living Heritage, and that has been a longstanding group supported by this Council for many, many years that supports many of our local historical groups. As has been mentioned within this Chamber already, 1925 was the year in which Brisbane’s many councils were unified under a single, amalgamated local government. Today, over 1.3 million residents now call the City of Brisbane home, roughly equivalent to the populations of the ACT, Northern Territory, and Tasmania combined. 
So, we know that undertaking the appropriate acknowledgement and celebration of this 100-year anniversary will likely involve a number of historical groups and societies from across Brisbane. We understand that a number of historical organisations have begun to discuss and prepare what this anniversary may look like in 2025, and we are of course happy to work with these organisations in acknowledging this upcoming milestone. I look forward to seeing what can be shared about our history in 2025 by our valued community-based historical groups and societies.
Chair:	Further speakers? 
Councillor CASSIDY.
Councillor CASSIDY:	Thanks, Chair, and I’m glad that the LNP have said that they’re going to support this motion in providing more financial support for our history groups and historical societies and museums around Brisbane. It’s good when the part-time Mayor isn’t here sometimes because he doesn’t think these things are important. That’s why he’s not here, but I’m glad that some members of the LNP do. I want to thank Councillor STRUNK for bringing this up because it’s one that you don’t necessarily think of off the top of your head, but it is an important one. When you do hear it and you do start to talk about it, you understand how important that is in supporting our history groups and our historical societies and museums that are not publicly owned and not publicly funded. I know Councillor STRUNK has talked about his down that way. 
The Sandgate Historical Society came, as Councillor STRUNK has described the process which they’re going through at the moment, just gone through that in the last couple of months and came very close to folding and to closing down because they don’t have the financial capacity and volunteer base to continue. Now, the Queensland Museum sent out a team to assess the collection at the Sandgate Museum recently, and that collection has things that are significant to the local community in the Sandgate District area. It has things that are significant to Queensland as a State and Australia as a nation, and that identified a couple of things that have international significance, particularly the Wendy Turnbull collection that is there, held in the Sandgate Museum, but they have really struggled. 
They had Council funding through the Organisational Grant, which is a three-year rolling grant, but the restrictions that were put on that was that it couldn’t support operational costs of a museum and of a historical society. So, new projects had to be started each year, but it was a very small amount of money. The museum and the historical society really struggled to be able to manage that grant, which was almost a full-time job, and designing a new plan each year and how they were going to do new things when they really just needed support to maintain their collection. Now, the critical thing is digitising that collection, which has something like 50,000 different pieces, things of historical significance to the local community and on an international scale. 
So, I am now very excited to hear that the LNP are supporting this, and with Councillor HOWARD’s support, we’re going to see more support go to our historical societies, history groups and museums, not just, I hope, to help them join us all in celebrating the 100th anniversary of the establishment of the City of Brisbane, but also preserving our amazing and unique history, not just our, of course, post-colonial history, but also working with them in the development of a new Reconciliation Action Plan in being able to recognise and promote Brisbane’s ancient history, as well. So, very, very excited to hear the LNP’s support of this motion tonight.
Chair:	Further speakers? 
Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Yes, I just rise briefly to speak on the motion and to thank Councillor STRUNK for bringing it forward. Tennyson Ward is home to two of the best history groups in Brisbane, the—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Please, they are. They are two of the best. I didn’t say—well, they are the best. Let me be clear, they are the best, the Oxley-Chelmer History Group and the Annerley‑Stephens History Group. Both are extraordinary organisations who have done so much to document, record and preserve local history in my area and I’m very pleased to work with both groups and provide funding through my local funds. I guess the question I’ve got is, the LNP is supporting this, but I hope that does not mean that the history groups are all going to have to fight each other for a few scraps off the table in some sort of grant program. I hope there is going to be funding available for these groups that does not require them to fill out extensive paperwork, that does not require them to get quotes, all this. We’ve got to find a way to actually make sure we support their activities.
Now, I think it’s a very good idea that we do that. I’d like to put on the agenda that there is something else that we do need to do, and I’ve asked about this previously and it’s not been supported, but many of the rooms in City Hall are actually named after the former shires and town hall areas. However, one of those that’s not included in Stephens, so the Stephens Shire was Annerley, Moorooka, Fairfield, Yeronga, parts of Coorparoo kind of area, but there’s no place in City Hall named after Stephens. My request to Council to name a space in this building for the Stephens Shire have been ignored. So, I think next year would be the right time to do that, and I will certainly try again to have a building in this place—sorry, a space in this building named after the Stephens Shire. 
It was an extraordinary thing, I think, when the City of Brisbane was created. We certainly have plans underway in my area. One of the very first acts of the City of Brisbane was to create the Sherwood Arboretum. The land had been purchased by the Sherwood Shire Council, but the arboretum officially came into being under the Brisbane City Council. So, I’m told this is how tricky this is, right? The assistant curator of the Queensland Botanic Gardens is also the person who is in charge of the Sherwood Arboretum. I wrote to her, I had some verbal discussions with her earlier in the year and I wrote to her to say, well, let’s get all the stakeholders together to talk about the centenary next year. 
So, this is the person in charge of the Sherwood Arboretum. She’s not allowed to talk to me. I have to go and talk to NEWS (Natural Environment, Water and Sustainability) officers. So, I’ve emailed the NEWS officers. I bet you $100 that they’re not going to meet with me or agree to have a meeting with all the stakeholders involved, but we’ll see. This is the problem with the LNP standing up and saying they support this motion, when somebody like the assistant curator of the Botanic Gardens who runs the Sherwood Arboretum can’t even have a meeting with local stakeholders about an event that we want to plan for the centenary next year. 
The big problem with all of this is the LNP really needs to think about how to make it easy for the history groups and community groups to be involved in centenary celebrations, and that means providing some funding without having to write War and Peace in a competitive grants process which we all know will favour the LNP wards, rather than ours. So, whilst I’m very happy the LNP say they support this motion, they need to put their money where their mouth is and make sure that they provide that funding. They also need to ensure that there is more recognition of our city’s history in their actions with respect to the community groups that we all deal with.
I’ll just say the Annerley-Stephens and the Oxley-Chelmer History Group, that they are absolutely amazing. I’m so proud of the work that they do and I am really grateful again to Councillor STRUNK for bringing this motion forward. It was a great idea.
Chair:	Thank you. 
	Further speakers? 
Councillor COLLIER.
Councillor COLLIER:	Thanks very much, Chair. I rise to speak in support of this motion and want to echo sentiments. I want to thank Councillor STRUNK for bringing the motion tonight and I do want to thank Councillor HOWARD and those from the Council Administration for supporting this group. This is an important issue to have bipartisan support on, and I know my local history group will be really excited to hear the news that they will be receiving, of course, more funding and support from Council to do the very important work that they do. The Bulimba District Historical Society has around about 50 members and they’re all varying ages and demographics, and they do such important work. I couldn’t miss the opportunity to shout that out. Of course, Brisbane’s best historical group, and they are the custodians of some really important issues. 
I also want to acknowledge the work of the staff at the Bulimba Library who work a lot of the time in partnership with the members from the historical society, whether that’s, of course, hosting their meetings, but also, I guess, finding important photographs to share with the community in their archives. When we’re talking about—it is a very important time for the Morningside Ward more broadly in the face of some incredibly important developments that are happening, and I do want to note the mammoth amount of work that Bulimba History did in the community consultation process through the Bulimba Barracks redevelopment. I know they’ll continue to play an ongoing role in preserving what is an incredibly important local historical site for my community.
Locally, of course, I’m working with them right now on some historical signage for Johnston Park, which is a playground that I’m upgrading and I’m really excited. I’ll have more to say about the official opening of that soon, but when I went through the process of doing the playground upgrade, it was important for me to work with Bulimba History to understand the significance of that site and, in its new community use, pay tribute to what it had been before and, of course, pay tribute to James Johnston. I know they have been ongoing, working for a long, long time with the Friends of Balmoral Cemetery, as well, which is a historic cemetery, and a range of different projects.
So, thank you to Councillor HOWARD and the LNP Administration for supporting this important motion tonight in the spirit of bipartisanship. We really appreciate it.
Chair:	Further speakers? No further speakers. 
Councillor STRUNK.
Councillor STRUNK:	Thank you, Chair, and thank those Councillors that spoke on this motion, and thank you, Councillor HOWARD, in letting us know the LNP Administration is going to support this motion. I’m very passionate about history and I know Councillor HOWARD is as well. When we had that presentation for the Brisbane Museum, right, I could tell most of the Councillors in the room were quite passionate about history and the work that the museum does. My passion started back some years ago, I won’t tell you how long. I had a really good history teacher. American History teacher, it was, Mr Colson was voted teacher of the year about three or four years in a row. 
That’s how good he was. Ex-Marine colonel, actually, that mustered out and became a teacher after he left the service, and he was really—he lit a passion in me, and I’m just glad to see the Administration is up for this motion and continuing that good work that started 30 years ago. There’s two people currently in the—two people that I know that were currently within the—another history group almost 30 years ago, and they’re still there, and over the years they’ve done 12 volumes, and substantial volumes, of work for the various suburbs and other historical events that actually happened over the years. I was very proud to be able to give some money to a volume called Before Forest Lake, and when I—I didn’t know how involved that was going to be in the history of Forest Lake or before Forest Lake. 
It went right back to the First Nations people that occupied that space near what’s now called Ellen Grove, and when I went through it, it took me actually a few days to actually get through the book, because it was so detailed. They captured almost everything they could possibly capture, which is really great that they’ve done that work, so that it’s there for evermore, because it’s all been digitalised as well. I’m just so proud of them, and I just would really hate to see them go by the way—that they closed down, and that work doesn’t continue, because it’s important that we acknowledge that 100 years of—of course, Brisbane City Council, but of course, that history before Brisbane City Council came into being. So, I thank you for that support, and I look forward to a positive vote. Thank you.
Chair:	I now put the motion to the vote. 

As there was no further debate, the Chair submitted the motion to the Chamber and it was declared carried on the voices.

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

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 16 -	The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Tracy DAVIS, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sandy LANDERS, Kim MARX, Steven TOOMEY, and the Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Lucy COLLIER, Emily KIM, Charles STRUNK, Seal CHONG WAH, Trina MASSEY and Nicole JOHNSTON.


[bookmark: _Toc169196875][bookmark: _Toc169249344]SUPPORTING INFRASTRUCTURE FOR THE NATHAN MOOROOKA SALISBURY NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
655/2023-24
The Chair, Councillor Sandy LANDERS, then drew the Councillors’ attention to the notified motion listed as item 6B on the agenda and called on Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS to move the motion. Accordingly, Councillor Steve GRIFFITHS moved, seconded by Councillor Jared CASSIDY, that—

Brisbane City Council includes the delivery of Council infrastructure to cater for the 17,500 extra people that it proposes in the Nathan Moorooka Salisbury Neighbourhood Plan. Council infrastructure needs to include:
-	A new library
-	New sport and recreation facilities
-	New community space
-	Commitment to rehabilitation of Moolabin Creek and creation of a green corridor
-	New parkland in areas of greatest density
-	New regional playground
-	Pedestrian overpass over Ipswich Road to Moorooka Railway Station
-	More accessible and active transport
-	Upgrade Lucy Street bridge to be flood resilient
-	Provide an alternative street access to Fairlawn St, Nathan.

Chair:	Councillor GRIFFITHS.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	Thank you. It’s late. This is a process that now has been going on for five years as development of this local plan. So, our neighbourhood plan—and I appreciate that it’s been a very long time. So, it’s been a very long time for residents, and this is the third and final consultation that will come to an end this week. Certainly, it’s been a long process and I think the community has lost track of it somewhere along the way in the five years that it’s taken. I’ve worked with Save Our Suburbs, who are a great team of people who’ve closely on this plan as well as the war workers estate group that are also a group of passionate residents. 
What we have done with numerous motions that are brought to this Chamber, including one about War Workers’ Housing Estate, is that we have managed to get agreement from the Administration and the Opposition to get an agreement that we will review heritage level protection, bring it back to character level protection if we can get 51% of owners in agreement with that. We seem to be on track with doing that. 
Another motion that I’ve brought before this Chamber has been to have greater protection, greater heritage protection—I mean, greater character protection of 200 character homes that were in the original plan proposed to be removed. We seem to have had a game with that, with about 100 extra homes being protected in that particular realm as well. 
We’ve also had a reduction in the density that was going to go into Moorooka, in particular Moorooka and Salisbury. That has now been reduced and walked back as well. So, we’ve had a number of wins in this plan that we are currently being consulted on. The other win that we have heard—our residents won in court—was a reduction in—there was a proposal to put 800 units in Nathan. That’s then went back to 500 units, then 400 units. Council and residents fought that, and so we got an agreement that the zoning would stay industrial. Disappointingly now, in the local plan, Council has said it’s going to upzone that area to residential—to a low/medium residential. So, there are a number of people feeling a bit disappointed about that. 
But I think the main issue for me in taking this plan forward—and as Council considers the consultation feedback that it’s receiving for the final time—is that this area will be a major employment and residential hub. So, Moorooka and Salisbury and Nathan are going to get an extra 17,500 people. That’s a lot of people. There’s 10,000 people live in Moorooka. Predominantly, those people will be along the Magic Mile. So, it will mean a significant change along the Magic Mile and in the area where this zoning is happening. So, the idea of this motion and this motion reinforces what I’m hearing from residents now, is that they want infrastructure to match the density that’s coming towards their suburb, and I think that’s a reasonable request. 
What we’ve heard tonight is that Stones Corner is a perfect place for density for 1,300 homes. 1,300 homes, and the LORD MAYOR spoke about, it’s a great spot for density because we have existing transport there. We have existing parks there, we have a library there. We have sporting facilities there. We have a pool there. Well, that’s there, and that makes sense to put density there, then if we’re putting 17,500 people in Moorooka, then I—and Salisbury and Nathan, then I think likewise, Council needs to step up with its social infrastructure. So, what we read about tonight was a new library—what I’m proposing on behalf of residents is, we want to see a new library. We want to see new sports and recreation facilities. We want to see new community space. We need to see that the park—the waterway that runs through where all these people are going—is actually rehabilitated, made into a park space as well that can be accessed by the community and these 17,500 extra people. 
We need to see—so, in the space with the highest density, in the current plan, there is no proposal for any parkland in the highest density areas. We need to see a new playground in that space. We need to see a new regional playground in that space, like what was delivered over in Chermside, with the density that was delivered over in Chermside. The other major issues, we’re proposing to put more density opposite Moorooka railway station, opposite a six-lane road. Residents want to see a connection over that road, so there’s an overpass over all that traffic to the railway station.
People want to see more accessibility, more active transport, and they also want to see Lucy Street, which is also a street that regularly floods, so that that street is made flood-proof, and also see that Fairlawn Street in Nathan is made flood-proof, but also is made fire-proof, because those people are surrounded by Toohey Forest. I don’t believe that density is a bad thing, and I’m happy to support density, but to support density and so we’re not creating more problems into the future, we need to ensure that infrastructure is delivered. 
This motion calls on Council very clearly to deliver infrastructure with this plan. The infrastructure needs to be paid for by developers. It needs to be paid as we go along with this plan as it has been in other areas of the city. I think most people will accept—the majority of people I’ve spoken to accept density, but they don’t want to see their lifestyle reduced or made worse because we’re having all these people in the area and Council is not providing the facilities. I think it’s a really clear, logical motion, and I would ask the Chamber to support it. Thank you.
Chair:	Any further speakers? 
Councillor JOHNSTON.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Yes. I rise to speak on the motion put forward by Councillor GRIFFITHS today, and I just want to note that the part-time LORD MAYOR is absent from the Chamber yet again. I think he’s probably been here for maybe less than an hour today. Question Time, and then he left during the E&C. I note that—I don’t even know—10 LNP Councillors have left. I guess—
Chair:	Councillor JOHNSTON, are you going to talk to the motion?
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Yes. Thank you. Yes.
Chair:	Great. Please do.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Just to note there’s a lot of people missing, and that’s very disappointing that they’re not interested in an important area of planning for our city, because their obligations as Councillors is to represent and make decisions on behalf of everyone in the city.
Chair:	Councillor JOHNSTON, I’ll bring you back to the motion, please.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Yes, which is—
Chair:	We’re waiting for you to talk about what the motion is and that is not in the motion.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	—an important planning issue is what I said, and that it’s important that all Councillors are here, because that’s irresponsibility under the City of Brisbane Act. So, I would like to just put on the record a few issues with respect to this. Firstly, we heard this morning about the Stones Corner urban precinct planning, I think it’s called now, and how wonderful that is, and the infrastructure and all those kind of things that are being delivered as part of the upzoning—the extra 1,300 homes that are being put in there. I’m aware that in the neighbourhood plan, which is really a massive district plan, the LNP Council is going to jam 17,000 new dwellings into Moorooka, Salisbury area, and a lot of this density is going to be right on the border of Tennyson Ward along Ipswich Road. There is no real commitment to new infrastructure there. I think maybe getting a new park. Is that the only—
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor JOHNSTON:	Little pocket parks. Yes. Pocket parks. But it’s amazing, isn’t it, to think the LNP in their own wards are prepared to invest where there are less houses and less dwellings going, and yet in an ALP ward, they couldn’t be bothered to show up for the debate, and they’re not investing in the necessary infrastructure for this area. I think it generally shows the level of neglect that occurs out in Councillor GRIFFITHS’ ward, where—most of my area as well, there’s nothing—no parks are lit, there’s no active transport, you can’t get a footpath built. I’ve got a library, but there are a lot of problems, or underinvestment, let me put it this way. Underinvestment in this area, and when you’re going to jam that many more people and dwellings into an area, you’ve got to put the infrastructure in to support that level of growth. 
Now, I was really surprised that the Planning Chairperson didn’t hop up and speak to this. Maybe he’s going to. Who knows? But it is very problematic when Council refuses to invest in the necessary infrastructure to support urban development and growth. It is the single biggest issue that residents raise and I suspect more residents in Brisbane may be willing to have some further density if only this Council invested in the necessary infrastructure to support it. But they don’t. They don’t upgrade the stormwater. They don’t upgrade the footpaths. They don’t upgrade the roads. They don’t upgrade the bikeways. They don’t upgrade the active transport solutions. They don’t upgrade the social infrastructure like libraries and certainly they don’t upgrade the hard infrastructure like major roads about bridges. 
That Lucy Street Bridge, that’s—the traffic jam there every day of people trying to get through there is epic, and that’s only going to get 100 times worse with what Council is proposing to do. So, I think Councillor GRIFFITHS is standing up and advocating for his residents in an important way. I think it just shows the LNP are prepared to invest in their own wards and not in non-LNP wards and it’s so stark to see the contrast between how they’re approaching Stones Corner and the Moorooka, Salisbury neighbourhood plan. I think that’s very sad, because this is where I started and this is my point, that Councillors are here to govern for the whole city, but the LNP Councillors are only interested in governing for themselves, and they’re not interested in investing in the necessary infrastructure that’s needed in ALP wards like Councillor GRIFFITHS’. 
I note that he is fighting hard to ensure that investment happens, and I suspect that the LNP are going to vote this down, or perhaps—let me get my crystal ball out. I’m really surprised. Actually, there’s no real—there’s no backbenchers left, but I would have thought that, by now, a backbencher would have got up and said, this needs to be tabled. It needs to be—got a neighbourhood plan going. I suspect that’s where Councillor ALLAN’s going to go in a minute. So, I’ll just predict that—I’d be surprised if he just votes this right down, because he’s not going to look very good. But perhaps he’s going to table it. Then, of course, under the new rules at some point in the future, it’ll just be dropped off the agenda. So, good on you, Councillor GRIFFITHS, for raising it. It’s an important issue. It just highlights so clearly why the LNP govern for themselves and not for the whole of Brisbane.
Chair:	Further speakers? 
Councillor MASSEY.
Councillor MASSEY:	Thanks, Chair. I’m just going to speak to this really briefly, because for a lot of today, I’ve been talking about infrastructure and the deliveries of infrastructure for our communities to enable, whether it’s high, medium density, we need community spaces. I look at this list and I think, new library, new sports and recreation facilities, new community space. Sorry?
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MASSEY:	New parkland in the area of greatest density. New playground. Pedestrian overpass. More accessible and active transport. Upgrade to be flood resilient. Provide an alternative street access to Fairlawn Street, Nathan. I look at this, and I say—this is what we should already be doing.
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MASSEY:	I think, isn’t this what we should be already doing? Shouldn’t we be delivering this? Because what I see accommodated here are families, are children, are everyday people that enjoy to have a social kick, kids that want to have—that play at a social club for sport. I see a community space where community groups can grow and advocate for their communities. I see a rehabilitation, which is things that we need to do to increase sustainability in the city. A new parkland. Incredibly important for not only social cohesion and mental health, but also our health. 
Councillor interjecting.
Councillor MASSEY:	Yes, plus the extra 17,500 people. A pedestrian overpass to create more accessibility. Active respect, so people will have multiple options to get where they need to go, and that affects a lot of people. To be flood resilient, because we keep being told it’s a one-in-100-year flood, but it’s not taking that long. So, when I read this, I think, apart from the fact that it would support so many new residents, apart from the fact that this is the work that we should be doing already, I’m a little bit jealous of Councillor GRIFFITHS, because maybe I should have done this with the TLPI. Noting that of course West End has a library without toilets. Of course, we don’t have any zoning for schools and West End State School’s about to be full. 
We’ve got more and more families moving into medium-to-high density, which means we actually have to cater for multiple different people and the different parts of their life that they’ll live in our areas. So, to me, this is fascinating. I don’t know how this is going to go. We’re looking at a fairly empty Chamber, so I’m curious to see what happens from here. But I just wanted to say, this is the work that we can do. This is the work that we can do, and it’s clear, with the Stones Corner precinct plan and the shift to precinct planning—I think the TLPI was a mistake, and I acknowledge that now they’ve moved to precinct planning, because I don’t think they want that kind of community campaign happening again. 
But this is the work we can actually do before we get to the end of a neighbourhood plan. Because there will be—I think this is going to be the last neighbourhood plan that passes. Today was the first day that we talked about a new precinct plan. I think we’re moving forward. We’re looking at precinct plans, and when we’re looking at precinct plans, we can deliver these liveable cities that accommodate so many people, and what we have here—and the stuff that I’ve talked about all day today and often when I’m in here, is a list of things that are deliverables for the community that they—that will enable them to have—a functional and good life, and isn’t that our role as Council? As a city, to help to facilitate and to deliver a better life for all Brisbane residents?
Chair:	Further speakers? 
Councillor ALLAN.
Councillor ALLAN:	Thank you, Madam Chair. I rise to speak on the notified motion before us today regarding infrastructure within the Nathan, Salisbury, Moorooka draft neighbourhood plan. Madam Chair, firstly I’d like to clarify some things, as it appears that Councillor GRIFFITHS may have confused some of the planning processes under way within the Nathan, Salisbury, Moorooka area. Currently, we are consulting on the neighbourhood plan. For the benefit of the Chamber, neighbourhood plans help guide future development and coordinate land use and production over a 10-year period and beyond for the area. The area has significant potential, as it’ll be able to capitalise on the significant infrastructure in the area including world-class education and sporting facilities, existing rail infrastructure and planned public transport upgrades—and there is a very significant commitment in this area around rail.
The figure of 17,500 people that Councillor GRIFFITHS has referred to needs to be put into context. Madam Chair, we certainly don’t expect 17,500 people to turn up tomorrow or in a year or in two years. Instead, over the life of the neighbourhood plan, we anticipate an additional 3,000 new dwellings, and Councillor JOHNSTON, please note that, not 17,500. These additional 3,000 dwellings will house 5,500 new residents. Due to the renewal within the area, we anticipate an additional 12,500 jobs to be created. 
Secondly, late last year, we commenced consultation on the amendments to our Local Government Infrastructure Plan, LGIP, and the Long Term Infrastructure Plan (LTIP). The LGIP is the mechanism through which local governments identify trunk infrastructure that’s needed to support urban development in our community. It is also a statutory requirement that enables Council to continue to levy infrastructure charges or condition development for the delivery of future trunk infrastructure. Many of the items Councillor GRIFFITHS listed are included in the proposed LGIP 1B amendment, and I would encourage Councillor GRIFFITHS to have a good look through that amendment because there is quite a significant increase in spending proposed in the Moorooka Ward. 
Now, of the amendments that are already—of the items already included in LGIP, there are two new parks, one located in Hanson and Lyon Street, Moorooka, one located in Greer and Tuckett Road, Salisbury. The proposed LGIP 1B amendment also includes a substantial allegation to embellish Toohey Forest. 
Rather than support future trunk infrastructure across our city, the Opposition Council has chosen to abstain from voting on the LGIP 1B amendment when it previously proceeded through the Chamber. In an ideal world, a neighbourhood plan would indicate future trunk items and an amendment to the LGIP would follow. However, the timing of both the neighbourhood plan and the LGIP amendments are out of synch, and this is partly because the State Government took 218 days to support commencing consultation of the neighbourhood plan. However, I can assure Councillor GRIFFITHS and the Chamber that future citywide amendments to LGIP and LTIP will include updated growth assumptions, especially given the State had now released ShapingSEQ, the South East Queensland Regional Plan, late last year. The regional plan sets out forecasted population growth for Brisbane, as well as dwelling targets. 
I would also like to take this opportunity to remind Councillor GRIFFITHS that local government collect only three per cent of total government taxes. Given this lack of funding, the current cap on infrastructure charges and increasing construction costs, we need the State Government to consider a more equitable approach towards infrastructure funding, one that accounts more appropriately for housing and infrastructure delivered by local Councils. Madam Chair, through you, I would be interested to know if Councillor GRIFFITHS has approached his State colleagues regarding his infrastructure concerns. We would also probably need to consider approaching the State and Queensland Rail for infrastructure that encompasses State assets such as an overpass to the train station. Madam Chair, given that the consultation on the neighbourhood plan and the LGIP process are still under way, we will not be supporting this motion today.
Councillors interjecting.
Chair:	Councillors. 
	Are there any further speakers? 
Councillor GRIFFITHS.
Councillor GRIFFITHS:	That was pathetic. Through you, Madam Chair, the area—when we’re having density, when we’re increasing populations, we need to have infrastructure tied in. It’s simple. People get it where—that was pathetic. Just pathetic. To say we have no money to provide this infrastructure is just pathetic, because we keep seeing new bridges built and new metros built, and we’re not seeing money spent in the suburbs. This is a shocking outcome, and one I’ll take back to my community, and let them know that this LNP Mayor and these LNP Councillors do not support putting infrastructure with development. This is going backwards at a rapid pace. We know to go forward, you tie infrastructure with population. We know that. We know that to create good cities, cities people want to live in and cities people want to be in, you provide infrastructure. 
Social infrastructure, hard infrastructure. That’s what you provide. That’s what you’ve done in Chermside, it’s what you’ve done in Mt Gravatt. It’s what you’re doing in Stones Corner, it’s what you’re doing in parts of West End. Parts, parts. But you—we are not seeing that happen here. It was a clear list. This is what people are saying. This is the advice I got from your officers. This is what they told me to do. Councillor, raise this in the Chamber. Councillor, put it in your submission. Tell residents to put it in their submissions. That’s what I’ve been doing. Once again, in this crazy world, we have—where the officers are giving us one form of advice and then you’re coming into this Chamber with the opposite advice. 
This is wrong. This is not how you run a city—or it might be how you run an LNP city, where you look after your own areas, but you smother the other areas, and you stuff people in and you provide no parks and no amenity and then you say how great it is, because you’re going to build a park next to a Woolworths that’s nowhere near the high density of the 17,500 people you’re bringing into a suburb. Shame on you. Shame on you, short-sighted, backward people. Shame on you and the way you’re running this city. This was an opportunity for you to stand up and to lean forward and to go forward and do something with our city and instead you’ve stood up and you’ve turned your back on people. 
It’s a disgusting outcome. It’s something I hope all our staff who are sitting there in their pyjamas and their nice shoes and their blankets, having their cocoas, I hope they’re all watching how disgusting you are. I hope they’re seeing how disgusting you are and how disgusting and short-sighted your vision of our city is and I hope they’re ashamed of working for you, because I know I’m ashamed of being in this Chamber with you. Disgusting outcome.
Chair:	I’ll now put the motion to the vote. 

As there was no further debate, the Chair submitted the motion to the Chamber and it was declared lost on the voices.

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

The voting was as follows:

AYES: 8 -	The Leader of the OPPOSITION, Councillor Jared CASSIDY, and Councillors Lucy COLLIER, Steve GRIFFITHS, Emily KIM, Charles STRUNK, Seal CHONG WAH, Trina MASSEY and Nicole JOHNSTON.

NOES: 9 -	The DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Krista ADAMS, and Councillors Greg ADERMANN, Adam ALLAN, Tracy DAVIS, Vicki HOWARD, Steven HUANG, Sandy LANDERS, Kim MARX and Steven TOOMEY.

Chair:	That ends the meeting. Thank you.


[bookmark: _Toc114546774][bookmark: _Toc169196876][bookmark: _Toc169249345]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 of 4 June 2024)
Q1.	Please provide a list of all projects submitted by Council including a brief description and proposed cost that were unsuccessful in obtaining “Queensland Government grant applications” as per p5 Annual Operational Plan Progress and Quarterly,y Financial Report March 2024 from the Council netting of 28 May?

A1.	The below includes projects that were both fully and partially unsuccessful as per the Report referenced.

	100% UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICATIONS REPA Projects

	Project
	Category
	100% Unsuccessful

	Paradise Rd Culvert
	Bridges & Culverts
	$1,543,575.67

	Aberdeen Pde Boondall
	Roads & Roads Related
	$89,715.11

	Agnes St, Albion
	Roads & Roads Related
	$115,810.19

	Alton St, Coopers Plains
	Roads & Roads Related
	$120,009.24

	Annie St, Coopers Plains
	Roads & Roads Related
	$627,045.91

	Balham Rd, Rocklea
	Roads & Roads Related
	$158,357.12

	Beatty Rd, Archerfield Stage 1
	Roads & Roads Related
	$326,232.17

	Beatty Rd, Archerfield Stage 2
	Roads & Roads Related
	$444,543.60

	Beatty Rd, Archerfield Stage 3
	Roads & Roads Related
	$377,737.97

	Beaudesert Rd Rocklea
	Roads & Roads Related
	$964,456.85

	Beaudesert Rd, Moorooka
	Roads & Roads Related
	$251,495.33

	Beaudesert Rd, Rocklea
	Roads & Roads Related
	$335,761.70

	Beenleigh Rd, Runcorn
	Roads & Roads Related
	$439,274.00

	Beenleigh Rd, Sunnybank
	Roads & Roads Related
	$565,632.49

	Blackberry St, Mansfield
	Roads & Roads Related
	$114,946.39

	Blunder Rd, Pallara Stage 1
	Roads & Roads Related
	$1,298,178.14

	Blunder Rd, Pallara Stage 2
	Roads & Roads Related
	$579,798.01

	Boundary Rd, Coopers Plains Stage 1
	Roads & Roads Related
	$669,431.20

	Boundary Rd, Coopers Plains Stage 2
	Roads & Roads Related
	$1,126,705.18

	Bowhill Rd, Durack
	Roads & Roads Related
	$69,901.46

	Bowhill Rd, Willawong
	Roads & Roads Related
	$308,430.55

	Bushland St, Boondall
	Roads & Roads Related
	$81,355.88

	Camford St, Milton
	Roads & Roads Related
	$123,503.90

	Castlemaine St, Milton
	Roads & Roads Related
	$136,815.59

	Colwel St, Oxley
	Roads & Roads Related
	$155,878.90

	Cullen St, Windsor
	Roads & Roads Related
	$198,852.33

	Deshon St, Woollongabba
	Roads & Roads Related
	$130,473.46

	Donaldson Rd, Rocklea
	Roads & Roads Related
	$418,628.97

	Dunn Rd, Rocklea
	Roads & Roads Related
	$862,875.94

	Elliot St, Albion
	Roads & Roads Related
	$42,744.97

	Elmes Rd Rocklea
	Roads & Roads Related
	$400,845.29

	Fairfield Rd, Fairfield Stage 1
	Roads & Roads Related
	$365,262.71

	Fairfield Rd, Fairfield Stage 2
	Roads & Roads Related
	$290,700.69

	Fairfield Rd, Yeerongpilly
	Roads & Roads Related
	$1,082,875.69

	Golf Links Rd, Rocklea
	Roads & Roads Related
	$279,578.36

	Holden St, Woolloongabba
	Roads & Roads Related
	$62,200.23

	Home St, Fairfield
	Roads & Roads Related
	$349,956.53

	Immarna St Albion
	Roads & Roads Related
	$47,689.66

	Indooroopilly Rd, Taringa
	Roads & Roads Related
	$218,608.42

	Kenny St, Fig Tree Pocket
	Roads & Roads Related
	$142,579.38

	Kianawah Rd, Wynnum
	Roads & Roads Related
	$975,331.79

	Kilkivan Ave, Kenmore
	Roads & Roads Related
	$132,466.50

	Kilroe St, Milton
	Roads & Roads Related
	$82,791.57

	Lacey Rd, Carseldine
	Roads & Roads Related
	$737,203.09

	Lyndhurst Rd, Boondall
	Roads & Roads Related
	$286,605.98

	Marshall Rd, Rocklea
	Roads & Roads Related
	$274,222.15

	Munro St, St Lucia
	Roads & Roads Related
	$58,315.86

	Murarrie Rd, Murarrie
	Roads & Roads Related
	$382,062.81

	Murrarie Rd, Tingalpa
	Roads & Roads Related
	$228,839.11

	Noble St, Wilston
	Roads & Roads Related
	$286,540.69

	Norbury St, Coopers Plains
	Roads & Roads Related
	$196,609.33

	Nudgee Rd, Nudgee Beach
	Roads & Roads Related
	$22,437.49

	Nudgee Rd, Nundah
	Roads & Roads Related
	$309,176.41

	Parthenia St, Boondall
	Roads & Roads Related
	$197,383.23

	Pratten St, Corinda
	Roads & Roads Related
	$129,230.25

	Pritchard Rd, Virginia
	Roads & Roads Related
	$705,758.04

	Roghan Rd, Fitzgibbon
	Roads & Roads Related
	$289,677.89

	Royal Pde, Ashgrove
	Roads & Roads Related
	$429,967.86

	Sherwood Rd, Rocklea Stage 1
	Roads & Roads Related
	$813,149.08

	Sherwood Rd, Rocklea Stage 2
	Roads & Roads Related
	$1,329,546.92

	Shoebury St, Rocklea
	Roads & Roads Related
	$208,923.50

	Silvester St, Wilston
	Roads & Roads Related
	$103,766.42

	Sinnamon Rd, Jindalee
	Roads & Roads Related
	$137,237.57

	Stanton Rd West, Tingalpa
	Roads & Roads Related
	$128,998.42

	Tate St, Albion
	Roads & Roads Related
	$44,870.29

	Taylor St, Bowen Hills
	Roads & Roads Related
	$78,068.13

	Wacol Station Rd, Wacol
	Roads & Roads Related
	$715,104.50

	Whites Road, Lota
	Roads & Roads Related
	$566,873.77

	Zillmere Rd, Boondall Stage 1
	Roads & Roads Related
	$451,119.50

	Zillmere Rd, Boondall Stage 2
	Roads & Roads Related
	$611,442.67

	Enclosed Drainage Package - Fehlberg Park Yeronga
	Stormwater
	$161,416.20

	Enclosed Drainage Packpage - James St New Farm
	Stormwater
	$269,273.26

	Enclosed Drainage Package - New Farm Park
	Stormwater
	$1,294,849.87

	Sea and River Walls - Minor Repairs
	Stormwater
	$37,197.61



	PARTIALLY UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICATIONS REPA Projects

	Project
	Category
	Amount 
Partially Unsuccessful

	Hawera Ct Bridge
	Bikeways
	$120,679.71

	Kedron Brook Bikeway - Kalinga Park
	Bikeways
	$41,966.45

	Kedron Brook Flood Restoration
	Bikeways
	$545,523.38

	New Farm Riverwalk Swing Bridge
	Bikeways / Riverwalk
	$34,302.37

	Riverwalks - Bicentennial Bikeway
	Bikeways / Riverwalk
	$64,850.36

	Gold Creek Rd Bridge
	Bridges & Culverts
	$3,816.80

	Savages Rd Culvert
	Bridges & Culverts
	$47,122.33

	Landslip Submission 1
	Landslips
	$917,549.44

	Landslip Submission 2
	Landslips
	$237,632.91

	Landslips Submission 3
	Landslips
	$3,925,186.60

	Burwood Rd Bridge
	Roads & Roads Related
	$438,109.21

	Kedron Brook Bikeway – Public Lighting Restoration 
	Roads & Roads Related
	$490,096.72

	Paradise Rd, Willawong
	Roads & Roads Related
	$568,861.12

	Shorncliffe Escarpment Cliffs
	Roads & Roads Related
	$593,110.65

	Enclosed Drainage Package A
	Stormwater
	$1,449,507.55

	Enclosed Drainage Package B
	Stormwater
	$1,626,532.84

	Enclosed Drainage Package C
	Stormwater
	$20,799.90

	Enclosed Drainage Package D
	Stormwater
	$28,851.05

	Enclosed Drainage Package E
	Stormwater
	$35,152.20

	Enclosed Drainage Package F
	Stormwater
	$19,325.37

	Enclosed Drainage Package L
	Stormwater
	$79,972.66

	Enclosed Drainage Package M
	Stormwater
	$52,732.72

	Enclosed Drainage Package - Balance of City Minor Works
	Stormwater
	$7,208,505.47

	Enclosed Drainage Package - Haig Rd Milton
	Stormwater
	$257,200.61

	Enclosed Drainage Package - Little Cribb St Milton
	Stormwater
	$1,612,402.68

	Open Drainage I
	Stormwater
	$21,428.76

	Open Drainage II
	Stormwater
	$145,416.37

	Open Drainage III
	Stormwater
	$56,731.22

	Open Drainage IV
	Stormwater
	$207,983.56

	Open Drainage V
	Stormwater
	$131,571.75

	Stormwater Treatment Assets
	Stormwater
	$282,383.67



	100% UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICATIONS – Community & Recreation Projects

	Project
	Category
	100% Unsuccessful

	Closed Landfill - Hughie Williams Park
	Closed Landfill
	$2,500,000.00

	Closed Landfill - Keperra Picnic Ground Park
	Closed Landfill
	$500,000.00

	Closed Landfill - Sunset Park
	Closed Landfill
	$5,000,000.00

	AFL Queensland
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$350,000.00

	Aspley Rugby League Football Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$125,000.00

	Bardon Bowls Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$350,000.00

	Bellbowrie Sports and Recreational Club
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$147,000.00

	Benarrawa Community Development Association
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$40,000.00

	Board of Trustees of the Brisbane Grammar School (Brisbane Grammar Rowing Club)
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$105,000.00

	Brighton District Soccer Club
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$50,000.00

	Brisbane Basketball Inc
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$350,000.00

	Brisbane Citizens Concert Band
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$50,000.00

	Brisbane City Football Club
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$350,000.00

	Brisbane Institute of Art Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$100,000.00

	Brisbane Jazz Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$170,000.00

	Brisbane Rugby League Referees Association Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$350,000.00

	Brisbane Softball Association Inc. - Carina Clubhouse
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$100,000.00

	Brisbane Softball Association Inc. Windsor
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$250,000.00

	Brisbane Women’s Hockey Association Inc. Herston
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$150,000.00

	Brisbane Women’s Hockey Association Inc. Windsor
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$300,000.00

	Brothers Rugby Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$150,000.00

	Bulimba Hockey Club Inc and Bulimba Cricket Club Inc
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$13,000.00

	Cannon Hill Kindergarten & Community Preschool Association Inc
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$57,000.00

	Centenary Rowing Club
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$100,000.00

	Communify QLD Ltd
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$200,000.00

	Downey Park Netball Association Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$250,000.00

	Eastern Suburbs Soccer Club
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$66,000.00

	GPS Old Boys & Brisbane Rowing Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$140,000.00

	Gumdale Horse and Pony Club
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$60,000.00

	Gunyah Lapidary Club
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$15,000.00

	Hamilton Wheelers Cycling Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$95,000.00

	Hawks Sporting Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$350,000.00

	Holland Park Kindergarten Association Inc
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$150,000.00

	Indooroopilly Canoe Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$135,000.00

	Iranian Society of Queensland Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$56,000.00

	Jabiru Community & Children’s Services Assoc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$150,000.00

	Jindalee Bowls Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$105,000.00

	Jindalee Districts Australian Football and Netball Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$105,000.00

	Kangaroo Point Rovers Football Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$65,000.00

	Karana District Kayak & Canoe Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$22,000.00

	Kedron Heights Community Kindergarten Association
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$120,000.00

	Marchant Park Community Kindergarten
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$250,000.00

	McIlwraith Croquet Club Inc
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$120,000.00

	Newmarket Bocce Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$105,000.00

	Newmarket Soccer Football Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$46,000.00

	Norman Creek Catchment Coordinating Committee
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$200,000.00

	Northey St City Farm Association
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$200,000.00

	Oxley Bowls Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$145,000.00

	Oxley Sailing Club
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$250,000.00

	Queensland Maritime Museum
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$100,000.00

	Ridge Hills United Football Club
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$50,000.00

	Scouts Association of Australian QLD Branch Jindalee
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$250,000.00

	Scouts Association of Australia (Queensland Branch) Ashgrove
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$85,000.00

	Scouts Association of Australia (Queensland Branch) -Graceville
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$250,000.00

	Scouts Australia Wavell Heights
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$150,000.00

	Sherwood Football Club Ltd
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$350,000.00

	Silk Shed Studio Group Inc
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$100,000.00

	South Brisbane District Cricket Club Inc. and Souths Junior Cricket Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$90,000.00

	South Brisbane Sailing Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$115,000.00

	St Lucia Bowling Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$200,000.00

	St Thomas Riverview Kindergarten
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$155,000.00

	Toowong Football Club
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$140,000.00

	Toowong Harriers Amateur Athletic Club
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$150,000.00

	Toowong Rowing Club
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$50,000.00

	Villanova Players Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$47,000.00

	Vintage Speedcar Association (Queensland) Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$70,000.00

	Western Districts Netball Association Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$600,000.00

	Western Districts Rugby Football Club Ltd
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$350,000.00

	Wests (Brisbane) Junior Rugby League Football Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$150,000.00

	Wests Juniors Australian Football Club
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$250,000.00

	Wests Mitchelton Rugby League Football Club
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$150,000.00

	Westside Sports Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$150,000.00

	Windsor Bowls Club
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$165,000.00

	Windsor Croquet Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$200,000.00

	Windsor Royals Sports Club Inc.
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$75,000.00

	Wynnum Manly District Cricket Club
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$73,000.00

	Wynnum Manly Junior Rugby League Football Club Clubhouse 1
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$92,000.00

	Wynnum Manly Junior Rugby League Football Club Clubhouse 2
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$350,000.00

	Zillmere Eagles Junior AFL Club
	Council recreational and community buildings
	$450,000.00

	Booker Place Park
	Landslip
	$640,952.49

	Colmslie Beach Reserve
	Landslip
	$499,601.93

	Albert Bishop Park - Toilet facility
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$6,284.35

	Banksia Ave Park - Toilet facility
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$1,310.00

	Bench Seat work at Wallaby St Park, Nundah
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$14,539.22

	Carpark work at Atkinson Dr Reserve, Karana Downs
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$4,413.33

	Drain work at Idonia St Park, Bridgeman Downs
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$12,429.22

	E.E. McCaskie Oval - Playground
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$3,000.00

	Edenbrooke Park - BBQ
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$15,000.00

	Faulkner Park - DOLA
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$11,311.10

	Fence work at Bukalla St North Park, Wacol
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$18,801.72

	Fence work at McDowall Reserve, Upper Kedron
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$10,589.22

	Gilbert Park - Playground
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$3,500.00

	Grey Gum Park - Playground
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$3,184.23

	Lyons Playground Park - Playground
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$2,122.82

	Movilla St Park - Picnic Area 1
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$3,859.00

	Mt Ommaney Bushland Reserve - Picnic Area
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$2,000.00

	Pacific Pde Park - Playground
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$4,245.64

	Purtell Park - Playground
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$2,800.00

	Service Pit work at Upper Kedron Rec Reserve, Upper Kedron
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$11,095.12

	St Johns Ave Park - Playground
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$2,550.00

	The Avenue Park - Playground
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$2,800.00

	Waterway work at Davidson St Park, Newmarket
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$10,163.33

	Waterway work at Ewards Park, Mansfield
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$53,476.78



	PARTIALLY UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICATIONS - Community & Recreation Projects

	Project
	Category
	Amount 
Partially Unsuccessful

	Tarragindi Recreation Reserve
	Closed Landfill
	$195,000.00

	Parkinson Bushlands Fire Trail Restoration Works
	Fire trails and related assets within state or local parks
	$470,000.00

	Wilston Recreation Reserve - Playground
	Park amenities and infrastructure
	$36,000.00



Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston (from meeting of 4 June 2024)
Q1.	Please provide a list by location and ward for the 204 riding and 9 e-scooter workshops held in Brisbane as funded in the 2023-24 Budget as per p15 Annual Operational Plan Progress Report presented to Council on 28 May.

A1.	
	WARD
	LOCATION

	Bracken Ridge
	Bracken Ridge BMX Facility

	 
	Ferguson Park

	Calamvale
	Calamvale District Park

	 
	Pallara District Sports Park

	Central
	Victoria Park / Barrambin

	 
	New Farm Park

	 
	Teneriffe Ferry Terminal

	 
	Botanic Gardens

	 
	Roma Street Parklands

	 
	Powerhouse Park

	 
	Goodwill Bridge

	Chandler
	Carindale Recreation Reserve

	 
	Broadwater Picnic Ground Park

	Coorparoo
	The Common Park

	 
	Thompson Estate Reserve

	Deagon
	Mulbeam Park

	 
	Hutchison Park

	 
	Sandgate Second Lagoon Reserve

	Doboy
	Murarrie Recreation Reserve

	 
	Joe Bradfield Centre

	Enoggera
	Heiner Park

	 
	Sedgley Park

	Forest Lake
	The Lake Parklands

	Hamilton
	Kalinga Park

	 
	Bretts Wharf

	Holland Park
	Shaftesbury Street Park

	Jamboree
	Darra BMX Facility

	 
	Rocks Riverside Park

	MacGregor
	D.M. Henderson Park

	Marchant
	Bradbury Park

	McDowall
	Downfall Creek Bushland Centre

	 
	Teralba Park

	Morningside
	Bulimba Riverside Park

	 
	Perth Street Park

	Paddington
	Toowong Memorial Park

	 
	Jubilee Park

	 
	Norm Buchan Park

	Pullenvale
	Gap Creek Reserve Picnic Area

	 
	Rafting Ground Reserve

	Runcorn
	Les Atkinson Park

	 
	Bonemill Road Park

	Tennyson
	Ken Fletcher Park

	 
	South Bank

	The Gabba
	South Brisbane Sailing Club

	 
	Orleigh Park

	 
	Kangaroo Point Park

	 
	Ferny Grove Train Station

	The Gap
	Alfred & Lucina Best Park

	 
	Anzac Park

	Walter Taylor
	Perrin Park

	 
	Guyatt Park

	 
	UQ

	 
	Primrose Park

	Wynnum Manly
	Cox Park

	
	Wynnum North Conservation Site



Submitted by Councillor Nicole Johnston (from meeting of 4 June 2024)
Q1.	How many infringement notices were issued in the Queensland Tennis Centre Regulated Parking Area, during the Torian Pro event between 24 and 26 May 2024?

A1.	182.

Q2.	How many warning notices (zero infringements) were issued in the Queensland Tennis Centre Regulated parking area, during the Torian Pro event between 24 and 26 May 2024? 

A2.	0.

Q3.	What was the total cost of remediation and restoration of Kedron Brook following the February 2022 floods?

A3.	Approximately $17.7m.

Q4.	What was the amount of Council funding, if any, allocated to remediation and restoration of Kedron Brook following the February 2022 floods?

A4.	Approximately $7.7m.

Q5.	What was the amount of QRA disaster funding allocated to remediation and restoration of Kedron Brook following the February 2022 floods?

A5.	Approximately $10m (claimed but not yet paid to Council).

Q6.	When was the first expenditure of funding for remediation and restoration of Kedron Brook following the February 2022 floods made by Council?

A6.	April 2022, excluding the clean-up works that were done immediately following the rain event.

Q7.	What was the date of the disaster reimbursement claim submitted by Council for reimbursement under the National Disaster Funding arrangements for remediation and restoration of Kedron Brook? If more than one claim was made please advise all dates?

A7.	20 January 2023 
3 February 2023
21 February 2023
22 February 2023
23 February 2023
9 June 2023.

Q8.	Please advise the date of approval for the disaster reimbursement claim submitted by Council for reimbursement under the National Disaster Funding arrangements for remediation and restoration for Kedron Brook? If more than one approval was made please advise all dates?

A8.	9 February 2023
15 May 2023
13 July 2023
2 May 2023
5 June 2023
13 July 2023.

Submitted by Councillor Jared Cassidy (from meeting of 4 June 2024)
Q1.	Please list the positions Council staff fill on the 10 Brisbane 2032 Program areas, their roles, responsibilities and any remuneration involved.

	Program
	Member
	Role
	Responsibilities
	Remuneration

	Venues and Villages
	
	
	
	

	Transport
	
	
	
	

	Utilities
	
	
	
	

	City Readiness and Operations
	
	
	
	

	Security and Safety
	
	
	
	

	Accessibility and Inclusion
	
	
	
	

	Legacy Planning
	
	
	
	

	Sustainability Planning
	
	
	
	

	First Nations
	
	
	
	

	Procurement and Supply Chain
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A1.	
	Program
	Member
	Role
	Responsibilities
	Remuneration

	Venues and Villages
	Divisional Manager, City Planning & Sustainability
	Steering Committee Representative
	To represent Brisbane City Council in the development and implementation of the non OCOG program areas for the delivery of the Brisbane 2032 Olympic and Paralympic Games.
	Nil

	
	Manager Legacy and Games Planning, Brisbane 2032 Host City & Strategic Partnerships, City Planning & Sustainability
	Working Group Member
	
	

	
	Manager Legacy and Games Planning, Brisbane 2032 Host City & Strategic Partnerships, City Planning & Sustainability
	Project Control Group member
	
	

	
	Brisbane Indoor Sports Centre (BISC) Design Group: 
- Principal Officer Community Facilities Planning and Design, Community Services Planning and Governance, Lifestyle and Community Services.

Brisbane Arena Design Group:
- Team Manager Urban Renewal Brisbane, City Planning and Economic Development, City Planning & Sustainability
- Principal Project Coordinator, Brisbane 2032 Host City & Strategic Partnerships, City Planning & Sustainability
- Manager, Major Projects Planning, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure 
- CEO City Parklands Services
	Design Group member
	
	

	Transport
	General Manager, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure
	Steering Committee Representative
	To represent Brisbane City Council in the development and implementation of the non OCOG program areas for the delivery of the Brisbane 2032 Olympic and Paralympic Games. 
	Nil

	
	Transport Coordination Group:
Manager, Major Projects Planning, Transport Planning and Operations, Brisbane Infrastructure 
	Working Group Member
	
	

	Utilities
	General Manager, Asset Management, Brisbane Infrastructure
	Steering Committee Representative
	To represent Brisbane City Council in the development and implementation of the non OCOG program areas for the delivery of the Brisbane 2032 Olympic and Paralympic Games. 
	Nil

	
	Strategic Asset Management Manager, Asset Management, Brisbane Infrastructure
	Working Group Member
	
	

	City Readiness and Operations
	Executive General Manager, Brisbane 2032 Host City & Strategic Partnerships, City Planning & Sustainability
	Steering Committee Representative
	To represent Brisbane City Council in the development and implementation of the non OCOG program areas for the delivery of the Brisbane 2032 Olympic and Paralympic Games. 
	Nil

	
	City Readiness & Operations Working Group:
Manager Strategy & Governance, Brisbane 2032 Host City & Strategic Partnerships, City Planning & Sustainability
	Working Group Member
	
	

	Security and Safety
	Divisional Manager, City Planning & Sustainability
	Steering Committee Representative
	To represent Brisbane City Council in the development and implementation of the non OCOG program areas for the delivery of the Brisbane 2032 Olympic and Paralympic Games. 
	Nil

	
	Manager Corporate Security, Assurance Services, City Administration and Governance
	Working Group Member
	
	

	Accessibility and Inclusion
	General Manager, Connected Communities, Lifestyle and Community Services
	Steering Committee Representative
	To represent Brisbane City Council in the development and implementation of the non OCOG program areas for the delivery of the Brisbane 2032 Olympic and Paralympic Games. 
	Nil

	
	Manager Inclusive Communities, Connected Communities, Lifestyle and Community Services
	Working Group Member
	
	

	Legacy Planning
	Executive General Manager, Host City & Strategic Partnerships, City Planning and Sustainability
	Steering Committee Representative
	To represent Brisbane City Council in the development and implementation of the non OCOG program areas for the delivery of the Brisbane 2032 Olympic and Paralympic Games. 
	Nil

	
	Manager Legacy and Games Planning, Brisbane 2032 Host City & Strategic Partnerships, City Planning & Sustainability
	Working Group Member
	
	

	Sustainability Planning
	General Manager, Natural Environment, Water & Sustainability, City Planning & Sustainability
	Steering Committee Representative
	To represent Brisbane City Council in the development and implementation of the non OCOG program areas for the delivery of the Brisbane 2032 Olympic and Paralympic Games. 
	Nil

	
	Carbon Budget Group:
- Senior Program Officer Carbon Policy Administration, Natural Environment, Water & Sustainability, City Planning & Sustainability
	Working Group Member
	
	

	First Nations
	Acting Chief Executive Officer, Brisbane City Council
	Steering Committee Representative
	To represent Brisbane City Council in the development and implementation of the non OCOG program areas for the delivery of the Brisbane 2032 Olympic and Paralympic Games. 
	Nil

	
	Reconciliation Action Plan Coordinator, Connected Communities, Lifestyle and Community Services
	Advisory Group Member
	
	

	Procurement and Supply Chain
	Chief Procurement Officer, Strategic Procurement Office, Organisational Services
	Steering Committee Representative
	To represent Brisbane City Council in the development and implementation of the non OCOG program areas for the delivery of the Brisbane 2032 Olympic and Paralympic Games. 
	Nil
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Q2.	Please advise how many credit card transactions were made in 2022/2023 FY and 2023/2024 FYTD towards rates accounts payments?

A2.	2022/23 – 224,141 
2023/24 – 224,802 (as at 31 May 2024).

Q3.	What is the fee involved (if any) in making a rates account payment by credit card?

A3.	This information is publicly available on Council’s website.

Q4.	If transaction fees are charged, what was the total credit card transaction fees charged by BCC in the 2022/2023 FY and 2023/2024 FYTD?

A4.	2022/23 – $617,675
2023/24 – $638,381 (as at 31 May 2024).

Q5.	Do any payment methods other than credit card attract a transaction fee when making a payment towards a rates account?

A5.	This information is publicly available on Council’s website.


RISING OF COUNCIL:		9.20pm.


PRESENTED:						and CONFIRMED








	
						   CHAIR


Council officers in attendance:

Victor Tan (Council and Committee Coordinator)
Ashleigh O’Brien (Senior Council and Committee Officer)
Madeleine Platt (A/Council and Committee Officer)
Billy Peers (Personal Support Officer to the Lord Mayor and Council Orderly)
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