CONSIDERATION OF NOTIFIED MOTION – Upgrades to West End Riverside Park and Davies Park: 
137/220/527/79 

715/2010-11 
The Chairman of Council then drew the councillors’ attention to the notified motion listed on the agenda at 5E, and called on Councillor Helen ABRAHAMS to move the motion. Accordingly, Councillor ABRAHAMS moved, seconded by Councillor Milton DICK, that⎯ 

This Council: 
1. condemns the Lord Mayor for not including the scheduled upgrades to West End Riverside Park and Davies Park in his list of projects deferred or cancelled till 2013-14, and instead cutting the funding to these important park upgrades; and 
2. notes that cutting funding to these projects is inequitable, unjustifiable and unnecessary, given the NDRRA’s policy of delivering funds to repair infrastructure in flood damaged parks, along with other important infrastructure such as roads, Riverwalk and our ferry terminal network. 
Chairman: Councillor ABRAHAMS. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: Thank you Madam Chair. Madam Chair, in talking to this motion I might go chronologically through the information that was provided to me on the scheduled park upgrade to West End Riverside Park and Davies Park. 

The first document was the Brisbane River Flood Disaster which was issued to all of us and on an unnamed page relating to parks it comments: Scheduled park works cancelled until 2013-14 and that included park upgrades approximately 30 per annum that were cancelled. 

Then, the next dot point was that the Howard Smith Wharves at $3 million was in brackets, park delayed. The next dot point was West End Riverside Park, $11.1 million in brackets cut. C-U-T. Cut. 

So anyone reading that would assume that, because of the flood, scheduled park upgrades have been deferred two or three years, the quantum of those upgrades being the 30 per annum from the information given to us and that Howard Smith Wharves is delayed but a timeframe that has not determined. But West End Riverside Parkland was treated differently, in that it was cut. 

Most people, I believe, understand cut means the funding has disappeared, has no merit, is not there in the budget, and one might believe that one starts at first principles again to have that funding restated. That is certainly how I understood it. 

So last week when I was in the Environment, Parks and Sustainability Committee, on Tuesday 1st of March, I asked Councillor MATIC did the cutting of the West End Riverside Park include Davies Park and I was advised, yes it did. I was berated that I didn't understand that West End Riverside Park also meant Davies Park, and that it was cut and that cut meant that there was no funds for an indefinite time. 

So as that was only verbal information, apart from the written document, I decided today I was going to raise it in Committee, but I didn't need to. Because in Committee today I was told that the information given in the previous Committee was incorrect. I was told that West End Riverside Drive only has been cut and Davies Park is now back on the agenda. This is verbal information, it changes weekly. It changes in response to my asking a different question or putting a notice of motion before the Council Chamber. 

So as a result of that, I believe that the community now knows, through my actions, that they've won one restitution of a park for upgrade in the future, that being Davies Park. 

But I am still very concerned about the status of West End Riverside Drive. West End Riverside Drive, exactly the same as the Howard Smith Wharves, is up for an upgrade and that upgrade is partially funded through development contributions. 

That means Council has a legal commitment and obligation to use the funds that have been garnished, that have been gathered from development in that area on those upgrades. I think I'm now getting up for the fourth time in the Chamber saying the sooner that work is undertaken the best value for money you get for the money that is invested from the developers for park upgrades. 

s that Riverside Drive, at the moment, is muddy. The fences and bollards are in disarray, and really the only infrastructure in it which is recreational activity is also off limits, off limits, because it's not able to be used, so one look at this park shows a park that needs work funded to it to restore it. 

The master plan delivers only a new pathway, some seats and picnic areas, so that any work done to repair the Riverside Drive would, in fact, using the funds that will come back from the NDRRA (Natural Disaster Relief and Recovery Arrangements) funding agreement with the Federal Government would be able to be offset by the infrastructure that improvements in the upgrade that we have funded through the development contributions. 

In fact, Council could straightaway, knowing that they're getting the money from the Federal Government agreement, do the work to the quantum they have allocated for repair in that park now, immediately, knowing they will get that money back and the money is there because they've already got it from infrastructure. 

That is the issue that the community knows. That is the issue that I want discussed in the Council Chamber, and that is the issue that I believe the residents of West End should be able to request and ask and demand
so why are Councillor MATIC and the LORD MAYOR not delivering? Well I believe, now that Davies Park is back on the agenda, the answer is very clear to see. Because the developers are doing some of that work on top of the parkland contribution, but they're doing it to their wishes, not to the community, not to the master plan, and it means Councillor MATIC and the LORD MAYOR don't have to make the hard call on the design. 

The most recent development has lowered the high bank of the river in West End. Can I say that again; an area that was decimated with flooding, they have lowered the bank. 

Chairman: Councillor ABRAHAMS, there's nothing in the motion here that is concerned with what is happening in West End and Davies Park. It is about the funding of the projects, not the construction of the projects. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: What a shame I went too long, I understand your comment and I'll come back. 

Can I quote, and this is from a resident who said “The cancellation of funding to undertake necessary upgrades is unacceptable. A deferral is understandable and acceptable given the current demand on Council's funding due to the recovery program. However a complete cancellation is not warranted.” 

That is the issue and that is why I've got this motion. I believe it is absolutely unacceptable. I condemn the LORD MAYOR for this decision and I believe, in view of the Federal Government funding, there should be an implementation of the improvements of the master plan as part of the recovery program. Rather than developers reducing the bank, making their own design and Council has not got the power to implement the master plan infrastructure that I believe is part of this. 

This is unconscionable. It is a decision not being made. It's where land is being taken, encroached by developments in public land with Councillor MATIC with his eyes wide open. 

Eyes wide open and acknowledging it, because I've raised it with him on a number of times and why did he say I'm going to let - not implement the master plan as part of this recovery? Because the LORD MAYOR hasn't had enough positive media out of this plan, that's what he said to me. 

I said I can't understand why you aren't implementing the plan and using the flood to bring it forward, which is the essence of this motion, and I was told by Councillor MATIC the LORD MAYOR hasn't had enough positive media. 

Well if you don't do anything and you don't even repair it after a flood— 

Councillor MATIC: Point of order Madam Chair. 

Chairman: Point of order Councillor MATIC 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: —you can't get any— 

Chairman: Councillor ABRAHAMS, thank you. Councillor MATIC. 

Councillor MATIC: Claim to be misrepresented. 

Chairman: You haven't spoken on the motion as yet Councillor MATIC. Councillor ABRAHAMS. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: Just so I can help him with the misrepresentation, I'd like to clarify it was a meeting that I had in Councillor MATIC'S office before Christmas and Council officers were there and that was the clear message that he gave me, I wrote it down. 

So essentially, on behalf of my community, who wishes the money that is coming from the Federal Government as part of the agreement to improve and repair West End Riverside Park, they would like that money spent now in implementing the master plan. 

It's a very simple request. It's a very reasonable request. It is something that should have been done four years ago because the master plan was approved in 2006.

Chairman: Councillor ABRAHAMS, your time has expired. Further debate? Councillor MATIC. 

Councillor MATIC: Thank you Madam Chairman. I rise to speak against this motion because Madam Chairman I've never heard so much self indulgent me, me, me, me in a motion to date. 

That's quite a statement given the previous motion, since the previous motion— 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: Point of order. 

Councillors interjecting: 
Councillor MATIC: Thank you Councillor SCHRINNER. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: Point of order. 

Chairman: Point of order Councillor ABRAHAMS. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: Madam Chair, I don't always remember every word I say when I speak, but if I said me four times I am sure I didn't do so. 

Chairman: Claim to be misrepresented— 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: I'm sure I didn't. 

Chairman: —Councillor ABRAHAMS? 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: I do indeed. 

Chairman: Thank you. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: Thank you. 

Chairman: Councillor MATIC. 

Councillor MATIC: Madam Chairman, that's been a terribly disgusting, horrible, self indulgent motion that fails to acknowledge the depth and the extent our city has suffered in our parks due to the flood, and it is just a sorry, sorry example of a motion and it is truly stunning, Madam Chairman, that the Shadow Spokesperson for Parks, amazingly enough, would bring something like this up. 

Let's put some context to the reality of the situation, Madam Chairman. The LORD MAYOR had to undertake an important task in the recovery of our city and that was to get it back and running as quickly as possible, in a situation where there was complete uncertainty as to the funding that was provided or may, or may not, be provided at that particular time by the Federal Government. 

So an estimate was done of the costs; $440 million across our city, $38.8 million of that for our parks. That's an enormous amount of work that needs to be done and an enormous amount of money that needs to be found within the existing budget. 

So we took the tough decisions, Madam Chairman, but we did it on the basis of this, could any councillor in this Chamber seriously stand here and say that they want new and improved works for parks in their own wards when there are so many other parks that have been utterly or partly destroyed. 

As of right now, we have 86 parks that are partially closed and 28 of those still fully closed. Yet we have a councillor who has come here today and put forward a motion to talk about park improvements in her own ward. 

Now with respect to the issue of Davies Park, Madam Chairman, I told the Committee, and I'll say it again here, it was a miscommunication on my part in respect of Davies Park. But let's clarify for the record. It was nothing at all through the actions of Councillor ABRAHAMS that resulted in Davies Park being continued to be funded there was nothing in it whatsoever. 

The money was already there, the money was already there because the works had already started and Madam Chairman nothing Councillor ABRAHAMS— 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: Point of order Madam Chair. 

Councillor MATIC: —does— 
Chairman: Point of order Councillor ABRAHAMS. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: Would Councillor MATIC take a question regarding where the money is for the West End— 

Chairman: Councillor MATIC, will you—not the question Councillor ABRAHAMS, don't speak over me—the question not before I ask thank you. Councillor MATIC? 

Councillor MATIC: No, Madam Chairman. Councillor ABRAHAMS— 

Chairman: No Councillor ABRAHAMS 

Councillor MATIC: —had time in committee to ask any questions she wanted on this particular topic. 

But Madam Chairman, what is truly stunning is the absolute arrogance by which Councillor ABRAHAMS stands here and sprouts a number of misstatements in respect to the funding for Riverside Drive, for Davies Park. 

She says that the bulk of these funds come from infrastructure charges. The truth of the matter is, Madam Chairman, they do not. There is only a small component of money from the infrastructure charges program that is a component of the park, most of this was monies allocated by the LORD MAYOR in the existing budget. 

She says that these projects were cancelled for some reason because the LORD MAYOR did not get enough credit. Councillor ABRAHAMS and I had a meeting to talk about the progression of Riverside Drive before the flood and what I said to the councillor was that the process needed her inclusion. It needed her commitment to the program. 

Rather than working against us on such a substantial project what I asked, for a change, was that Councillor ABRAHAMS work with us. She of course missed the point and again misses the point this evening. It's not about the LORD MAYOR taking credit for this park, it's about— 

Councillors interjecting: 
Chairman: Order. 

Councillor MATIC: It's about the local councillor not playing politics anymore with something that's so substantial. It's about the local councillor actually working with us to address the many competing interests in the park, Madam Chairman, that's what it's about. 

I don't want to see a repeat performance of what is happening at Bulimba, or was happening with the ferry terminal, or the swimming pool that was happening in Morningside. 

What I'd like to see Madam Chairman is some cooperation, what I'd like to see is working together to resolve the issues for a better outcome for residents in the ward. That's what I was asking for. That's what obviously was missed by the local councillor. 

But Madam Chairman, that's just an example of what we've had from Councillor ABRAHAMS on the issue of Riverside Drive all the way through. 

Nothing but obfuscation and politics, Madam Chairman, and then Councillor ABRAHAMS comes here and says that her park has to take priority over others, her park. The improvements in her park need to be implemented she said because of the infrastructure charges. Well no, Madam Chairman, as I said before, they are a very small component of the millions of dollars that were committed to this project. 

The LORD MAYOR, Madam Chairman, had to make a tough call. He had to make a tough call because it was in the interest of all Brisbane residents. These are the kind of examples that he had to make a tough call on. You see when Councillor ABRAHAMS talks about Riverside Drive let's remember that Riverside Drive was inundated but it is now repaired and it is open. That open space is functioning for her, and yet she wants new improvements in there
Councillors interjecting: 
Chairman: Councillor ABRAHAMS, please. Councillor MATIC. 

Councillor MATIC: Councillor ABRAHAMS wants new improvements. But what she's saying in the money that we're allocating from Riverside Drive towards other projects, what she's saying put my project first, put me first and let's forget everyone else. 

Let's forget Madam Chairman here, this picture of Tennyson Ward. This is Graceville Riverside Park. There is a boat up on the side of the park, or what was a park. 

Madam Chairman, let's look at this one. Jamboree Ward, Jindalee Boat Ramp Park, or what was a park. So Councillor ABRAHAMS was saying her park, that has no flood damage, takes priority over this one. 

Madam Chairman, this one. Again another picture of Jindalee Boat Ramp Park or what was a park. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: Point of order Madam Chair 

Chairman: Point of order Councillor ABRAHAMS. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: Point of order, Madam Chair. Where in the motion is the power for Councillor MATIC to list a whole number of parks in Jamboree Ward and Graceville? 

Chairman: Thank you Councillor ABRAHAMS. I uphold your point of view. Councillor MATIC back to — 

Councillor BOURKE: Point of order Madam Chairman. 

Chairman: —the motion before us. 

Councillor BOURKE: Will Councillor MATIC take a question? 

Councillor MATIC: I will take a question. 

Chairman: As long as it's in relation to the motion please Councillor BOURKE. 

Councillor BOURKE: Councillor MATIC, would you say it's hypocritical of Councillor ABRAHAMS to try and prioritise her park upgrade over parks say in the Jamboree Ward or the Tennyson Ward that were damaged during the recent flood that need work done on them? 

Chairman: Councillor MATIC. 

Councillor MATIC: I thank Councillor— 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: Point of order Madam Chair. 

Chairman: Point of order Councillor ABRAHAMS. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: Point of order. Madam Chair, you just ruled that those parks were not relevant to the motion. You asked for a question relevant to the motion. The question related to the parks that weren’t relevant to the motion, but you just ordered them relevant to the motion. 

Chairman: Councillor I am— 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: I know there are a few relevant to the motions but, in fact, I think my logic is correct. 

Chairman: Councillor ABRAHAMS, I allowed a question from Councillor DICK previously that tried to help Councillor GRIFFITHS back to the point. I will allow this question. Councillor MATIC. 

Councillor MATIC: I thank Councillor BOURKE for the question and yes, Madam Chairman, when you look at this example of Kookaburra Park West, or what was a park, now it's just a water stream. That is an example of the height of the hypocrisy that we see from Councillor ABRAHAMS. 

Chairman: Thank you Councillor MATIC back to the motion. 

Councillor MATIC: Thank you Madam Chairman. 
Madam Chairman, I'm prepared to stand here and accept there was a miscommunication in respect of Davies Park. But is Councillor ABRAHAMS prepared to stand up and admit her motion is a self indulgent piece of hypocrisy that takes into consideration nobody else but herself. 

It doesn't take into consideration any of the damage that our city has suffered. It doesn't take into consideration any of the extent of the work that this Administration has to undertake. It doesn't take into consideration her fellow councillors whose parks were damaged. 

Councillor HINCHLIFFE: Point of order Madam Chair. 

Chairman: Point of order Councillor HINCHLIFFE. 

Councillor HINCHLIFFE: I'm sure there is a rule that says he shouldn't be tedious and repetitious and he is. 

Chairman: Councillor HINCHLIFFE, unfortunately there's not, for both sides of the Council. That is not a point of order. Councillor MATIC. 

Councillor MATIC: Thank you Madam Chairman, if there was Councillor HINCHLIFFE would never speak. 

So Madam Chairman, at the end of the day what we have before us is an absolutely self indulgent, disgusting example of a motion. It's an absolute low even for Councillor ABRAHAMS to come in here and prioritise herself over everyone else. 

Madam Chairman, I, for one, would not stand for this if I was a councillor on her side of the Chamber, from one of her own colleagues, let alone on this side of the Chamber. Councillor ABRAHAMS it's absolutely terrible what you've done, you've hit a brand new low. 

Chairman: Councillor ABRAHAMS, you claim to be misrepresented. 

Councillors interjecting: 
Chairman: But she claimed to be misrepresented Councillor HINCHLIFFE, I'm giving her the opportunity to clearly explain herself. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: Yes. I'm sorry Madam Chair, I think— 

Chairman: You've forgotten? 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: Yes, I've forgotten. I think it actually related to the me, me, me. But there are three issues where I had been represented I will do in my sum up. 

Chairman: Resume your seat. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: Would anyone else wish to enter this debate? 

Chairman: Councillor ABRAHAMS sum up. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: Thank you. Thank you very much Madam Chair. 

Madam Chair, putting aside Councillor MATIC talking about Councillor ABRAHAMS, Councillor ABRAHAMS, Councillor ABRAHAMS which I interpret as me, which was the gist of his debate and then criticising me for his perception of my level of integrity. I would like to put those comments aside and simply talk about some of the substance of his debate. 

He said he erred, made a mistake, and that Davies Park is going to be upgraded even though it's deferred, because the money is there. 

I am not asking— 

Councillor MATIC: Point of order Madam Chairman. 

Chairman: Point of order Councillor MATIC. 

Councillor MATIC: The project isn't deferred. 

Chairman: Do you claim to be misrepresented? 

Councillor MATIC: Claim to be misrepresented. 

Chairman: Thank you. Councillor ABRAHAMS.
Councillor ABRAHAMS: It's even worse. It's not even being deferred like all the other projects are, that's new information. I tell you what you need a motion because you get new information all the time. 

It's— 

Councillor MATIC: Point of order Madam Chairman. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: It's not even— 

Chairman: Point of order. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: —being deferred. 

Chairman: Councillor ABRAHAMS. 

Councillor MATIC: Will Councillor ABRAHAMS take a question? 

Chairman: Councillor ABRAHAMS, will you take a question? 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: No. 

Chairman: No Councillor MATIC. Councillor ABRAHAMS. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: Okay. So all councillors, we have now heard that Davies Park is not even going to be deferred. The money is there and it is going to be upgraded consistent with its existing program. 

I'm delighted to hear that and I hope that's what Councillor MATIC means tomorrow and next week and it's not changed as it happened in Committee today. 

The other thing that Councillor MATIC said was that I said the bulk of the money came from developers. That is not true. I said there was a contribution from developers, but I put no quantum on that because I'm very aware of just how much has been accrued and how much is necessary. 

But let's be very clear, this motion is calling for the works on West End Riverside Park not to be cut. Not to have no time limit on it but consistent with the other deferrals that are appropriate in the priorities for repairs of parks due to the flood, that West End Riverside Parkland is put in that schedule of deferred or cancelled park upgrades. 

I did not once state that I wanted to have priority over all the others. Councillor MATIC you deliberately misinterpreted my words and misled the Council Chamber because it suited your only theme which was— 

Councillor MATIC: Point of order Madam Chairman. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: —to attack me. 

Chairman: Point of order Councillor ABRAHAMS. 

Councillor MATIC: Claim to be misrepresented. 

Chairman: Thank you Councillor MATIC. Councillor ABRAHAMS. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: May I say again I gave no priority. I simply wanted the funds not to be cut but to be deferred so that that work could be undertaken as the schedules of the rest of the park upgrades. I then explained because the money was coming through the Federal agreement that should have been reasonable to do. 

But I'm delighted that Councillor MATIC has admitted that this is the LORD MAYOR'S decision, because all too often the LORD MAYOR just doesn't seem to make decisions, somebody else does. 

Well I'll be telling the community the LORD MAYOR has made the decision. There was not one thing in Councillor MATIC'S speech to say no Councillor ABRAHAMS, you're— 

Councillor MATIC: Point of order Madam Chairman. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: —you're wrong. 
Councillor MATIC: Claim to be misrepresented again. 

Chairman: Thank you. 

Councillor ABRAHAMS: There was not one thing that Councillor MATIC said no Councillor ABRAHAMS you are wrong, it's not cut, it's deferred, it will be put on the agenda, the works will happen at sometime. He did not state that. He had the opportunity to answer the question which was inherent in this motion and he did not. 

So LORD MAYOR, through Councillor MATIC he might change his mind yet again. I'm telling the community that the money, the funding, the upgrade on West End Riverside Park has been cut for an indeterminate time and we have to start again to get any improvement which was the only, only benefit the community had through the South Brisbane Riverside Plan. 

Chairman: Councillor MATIC, you have three claims to be misrepresented. 

Councillor MATIC: Yes, thank you Madam Chairman. Madam Chairman, in respect to the LORD MAYOR, what I said was that the LORD MAYOR needed to make some tough decisions about dealing with the recovery and so there were decisions across the board about how to deal with the budget. 

That's the first one, Madam Chairman. 

In respect to the second one, Councillor ABRAHAMS made some assumptions as to the infrastructure charges again. She did say that the bulk of the work was needed to be done was allocated towards infrastructure charges. She said that quite clearly at the beginning of her speech. The reality of the situation is the bulk of the monies actually come from the budget, there is only a small component that actually comes from infrastructure charges. 

Madam Chairman the third point, again, in respect of the work that is done on Davies Park was that the works were already in the budget. I advised Councillor ABRAHAMS of that fact in Committee this morning, there should be no surprise by this evening by that particular issue, and she's just continued to grandstand on that. 

Chairman: I will now put the motion. 

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

Thereupon, Councillors Helen ABRAHAMS and Victoria NEWTON immediately rose and called for a division, which resulted in the motion being declared lost. 
The voting was as follows: 

AYES: 7 - Councillors Helen ABRAHAMS, Peter CUMMING, Milton DICK, Kim FLESSER, Steve GRIFFITHS, David HINCHLIFFE, and Victoria NEWTON. 

NOES: 15 - DEPUTY MAYOR, Councillor Graham QUIRK, and Councillors Krista ADAMS, Matthew BOURKE, Amanda COOPER, Margaret de WIT, Fiona KING, Geraldine KNAPP, Peter MATIC, Ian McKENZIE, David McLACHLAN, Angela OWEN-TAYLOR, Adrian SCHRINNER, Julian SIMMONDS, Andrew WINES, and Norm WYNDHAM.
