
Councillor Helen Abrahams’ Submission regarding the West End Urban 
Common Concept Plan 

 
I wish to comment on the proposed Concept Plan for the West End Urban Common.  
 
This site is a rare opportunity for new open space in an inner city suburb. West End is 
undergoing rapid transformation from an eclectic, dynamic, tolerant village community 
living and working in essentially 1, 2, 3 storey buildings, to an inner renewal suburb of high 
rise buildings, coffee shops with loss of the sense of community. 
 
There is considerable concern in the business community about this proposed park. 
Essentially their concerns are a) the loss of the informal parking space, and b) that it will 
become a place of unsocial behaviour including loitering or drug dealing making it 
uninviting for families and children. The latter concern is based on their experience from 
the Small Park in Boundary Street. I understand their concerns and believe that good 
design of the park can prevent or significantly reduce these issues.  
 
This space must be owned by residents. They need to identify it as a space to use, to 
meet friends, to play and to provide some tranquillity from the business of the retail strip. 
This ownership can be achieved in a number of ways including process, space and 
activities: 
 
The Process  

 Community involvement in the design of the park 

 identifying vision for space 
The Design  

 design of the park to make it a welcoming space 

 park infrastructure 
Activities  

 activity area should be led from the vision for the space 

 open space for pop up activities 
 
Community involvement in design of the park  
This is imminently feasible as there are four professional landscape architects who live or 
work less than 1 km from the park. Two of these have offered to participate in any design 
process.  
 
As well, one of these professionals volunteered his skills, attended an afternoon workshop 
and participated in a week long consultation in a workshop format in Boundary Street so 
that local residents could have a say. Council has received the suggestions from both 
these processes. 
 
The local community understands the concept of involvement brings ownership with public 
infrastructure and so maximises its use and minimises maintenance issues due to 
vandalism and damage, as is evident from the number of nearby murals by local artists 
that have prevented graffiti. 
 
The prototype for the successful SCIPs Program had its origins in Boundary Street. The 
goanna artwork and space is a wonderful example of this place-making approach to public 
spaces. It was created from road reserve and has stood the test of time. This is a proud 
history that should not be ignored with the design of this future park.  



 
A less inclusive process could not have been undertaken. It is a missed opportunity. 
Council’s flier titled West End Urban Common had limited distribution and advised on a 7 
day time frame for comment. This deliberate failure to advise the community is an insult to 
local residents who have such a high level of interest and involvement in their community. 
 
Vision for the space 
There is no vision evident from the concept plan. An urban common is generally the term 
for a wide open vegetated green space such as The Common at Coorparoo or The 
Rocklea Common. This space is more suited to a village square or village green and so 
needs play, plenty of seating, shade, discussion circles and space for events or meetings. 
The vision needs to articulate the intended uses of the park. 
 
Place making as a concept of public spaces is gaining increasing support world wide. The 
basis of place making is appropriate design that enables organic, temporary community 
activities, rather than a more traditional design that dictates the use. The Concept Plan 
design is old thinking, limiting spontaneous use of park.  
 
Design of the park to make it a welcoming space 
 
The concept plan features pathways, grass, trees, a set of stairs and a basic park shelter. I 
would suggest these are givens for a park, and a vision for the space would build on these 
basics to create a space to be used by the community. 
 
There is no “Entrance” to the park.  Unfortunately, the location and length of the City Cycle 
station creates a barrier between Vulture Street and the park. There are five separate 
entry points which pull against each other and do not provide a sense of place.  
 
The crossing pathways are designed simply to encourage people to cut the corner of 
Thomas Street and Vulture Street and the Army Lane and Vulture Street corner. They 
bisect the park. This is not inductive to a rich park space. The sense will be to enter the 
park and keep walking through. 
 
The artworks/artefacts demonstrate “plonkism” at it worse. They are simply plonked at the 
edges of the park. It is clear that they are not creating a theme for the park consistent with 
a vision. The absence of a stated vision reduces the impact of artwork. 
 
It is evident from the Concept Plan that the trees are to line the pathways rather than 
create a cool microclimate under which people could congregate. The tree canopies do not 
show a space for sitting on the grass under a tree. The Concept Plan does not include a 
large shade tree. In comparison, the fig tree that creates the Goanna space is integral to 
making it a much loved space. The goanna space shows how even in small spaces it is 
possible to have a shade tree so it is certainly possible to have a large, shade tree in this 
park. The trees along the northern boundary of the park are unlikely to thrive as they will 
compete with the existing row of trees in the neighbouring property. 
 
Park Infrastructure 
The infrastructure is integral to how the space will be used. I strongly believe that this 
space must be a space for children if it is to become a safe, well used space. There is 
nothing in the Concept Plan that would draw the hundreds of school children who walk to 



and from school along Vulture Street into this space. The park shelter, seats and a water 
fountain are the only infrastructure in this park.  
 
The need for children’s activities was raised at all of the community discussions. I am not 
sure this space is suitable for a traditional playground space with swings and climbing 
frames, but I believe Council must amend the concept plan to include an activity for 
children. Possibilities could include one or more of the following: 

 a small water play space for water spouts and sprays - this space could be used as 
hard stand for events and activities when the water was turned off. 

 a ping pong table 

 a community garden 

 a chalk notice/drawing board 
 
The public toilets in Boundary Street are in poor condition. Council had funding for new 
toilets in 2014-15. This funding is carried over so that a Development Application can be 
approved for the toilets. In spite of my requesting a briefing, there has been a significant 
delay in this process. However, I am advised by Council officers that the new plans do not 
retain the kiosk. This will be contentious and I am sure Council will receive considerable 
feedback on this matter.  
 
An alternative is to install toilets in this park. The casual surveillance is much higher due to 
the number of business overlooking the park and the apartment building on the north 
western corner.  
 
Time must be allocated to enable consultation with the local community on this matter 
regarding where the most appropriate location for the refurbished public toilets is. Public 
Toilets are a major investment of public funds and so residents should have a say in the 
most appropriate location.    
 
Activity space  
The concept plan states the stairs on the western boundary of the park will create an 
opportunity to view activities in the space. In my experience an activity such as singing, a 
play or music needs an area of hard surface for equipment. This should be incorporated in 
the design so that it might serve several purposes. More thought should be given how to 
achieve this design.  
 
There is no space for a community garden. Yet residents throughout Brisbane are seeking 
to share spaces growing vegetables and herbs in public spaces. They are part of the 
palette of design for place making.   
 
I understand that the Lord Mayor has given elder Sam Watson an undertaking to name a 
space or parkland “Dundalli Place” after a local political warrior. This has not happened 
and so members of the Aboriginal community have requested this park is named after 
Dundalli. There should be community consultation to ensure there is broad support for this 
proposal but it has my support. That being the case, the artwork or the design of the park 
furniture might highlight and provide a theme to the park.  
 
Space for pop up activities 
There is no space for any pop up activities. In contrast, the Goanna Space is used for a 
second hand dress market, public meetings, local busking, local stalls selling for charity. 



None of these could be conducted in this open space, yet these uses are consistent with a 
village square. 
 
I am concerned that the lack of imagination, innovation and any active and healthy activity 
in this park means that it will fail to become a valuable community space. I request that the 
process is reviewed, the time frames delayed so that meaningful consultation is 
undertaken. That process should build on the submission from John Mongard and his 
colleagues, the submission from the West End Traders Association and the feedback from 
the workshop I held on 29th August 2015 . A review of the suggestions from the community 
for this park will reveal the preferred functions and activities for this space and so a vision 
for the space. Once these are determined, the appropriate design and park infrastructure 
will become apparent.  
 


