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Mr BERKMAN: My question relates to the department’s role in assessing secondary uses of DOGIT land or trustee 

leases. It is probably best directed to Mr Purtill or departmental staff. The minister and the department would be 

well aware of the proposed zip-line on DOGIT land at Mount Coot-tha which is administered by the department and 

the broad concern of residents in Maiwar and Cooper about this proposal and its impact on the Mount Coot-tha 

Reserve. The question specifically is how will the department ensure that community consultation by BCC is 

adequate under the operational policy for secondary use of trust land and how will community support for a 

proposal like this be assessed?  

Dr LYNHAM: I thank the member for the question. I understand the zip-line is an issue in your particular electorate.  

Mr BERKMAN: Indeed, yes. 

 Dr LYNHAM: The Brisbane City Council has discussed a proposal with the Department of Natural Resources, Mines 

and Energy for the operation of this zip-line attraction at Mount Coot-tha. The proposal at this stage comprises a 

tree canopy tour, a mega zip tour, an Indigenous cultural heritage tour, a suspension bridge, arrival and 

administration centre and car parking. The Mount Coot-tha precinct is located on two deeds of grant in trust and a 

number of private freehold parcels held by the Brisbane City Council. The main deed of grant in trust at the Mount 

Coot-tha precinct is granted for the purpose of a site for a public park. The area of this deed of grant in trust is over 

602 hectares. A smaller deed of grant in trust, which is approximately 7,000 square metres in size, is granted for the 

purpose of local government buildings. The Mount Coot-tha lookout, restaurant, cafe and function centre are 

primarily located in this deed of grant in trust.  

In locations where the proposed tourist attraction affects land held under deeds of grant in trust my department 

may need to consider the provision of owner’s consent to any application for a trustee lease under the Land Act 

1994 for a secondary use of land. At this time my department does not have sufficient information to form a view of 

the potential impact the proposal could have on the use of deed of grant in trust land and, in particular, the one for 

park purposes.  

The development of a land management plan would allow public consultation on the use of trust land, including the 

zip-line proposal, and provides Brisbane City Council with the opportunity to address any concerns raised by the 

public regarding the proposed use. My department considered the Brisbane City Council suggestion that public 

consultation for any change in purpose or activity inconsistent with the purpose of the deed of grant in trust could 

most cost effectively occur in parallel with the Brisbane City Council’s development application public consultation 

phase. It is my department’s current position that public consultation is to occur separately as part of the 

development of a land management plan and trustee lease prior to the development application consultation phase.  

My department has met with the Brisbane City Council and all the proponents on seven occasions to provide advice. 

As of 3 July 2018 my department has not received any application from the Brisbane City Council in relation to the 

proposal. A deed of grant in trust is able to be leased by the trustee if it is determined the proposed use is consistent 

with the purpose of the deed of grant in trust or, if inconsistent with the purpose of the deed in grant in trust, it 

would not diminish the purpose. A development application lodged for the proposal would be assessed by my 

department, Brisbane City Council and the State Assessment Referral Agency from the Department of State 

Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning. Two state government departments would be involved in 

the assessment process. As well as that, any proposed clearing of native vegetation associated with the proposal 

may also require approval by my department. 
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