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Mr ELMES (Noosa—LNP) (3.39 pm): I rise to make my contribution to this debate on the proposal

for revocation of a part of the Beerwah State Forest. On 22 February 2007 the then minister for the
environment and multiculturalism, Lindy Nelson-Carr, moved the following—
That this House requests the Governor in Council to revoke by regulation the setting apart and declaration as state forest under the
Forestry Act 1959 of those areas as set out in the proposal tabled by me in the House on 7 February 2007;
Description of the area to be revoked
Beerwah State Forest (SF561) Area described as Lot 300 on SP195863 and containing 35.039 hectares as illustrated on the attached
sketch marked “B”

The minister outlined to the House on that occasion that the revocation was to further the expansion
plans for Australia Zoo—a vitally important and expanding regional tourism icon—and that the CAMCOS
corridor would isolate the subject land. The minister informed the House that the subject land was
contiguous to Australia Zoo and largely comprised exotic pine with limited conservation value. The minister
also informed the House that wide consultation with stakeholders, including state and local government
agencies, and with regard to native title consideration had taken place. Later the House was informed that
native title had been extinguished. Further, the minister informed the House that the proposal was stage 1
of a plan involving a further revocation. Both parcels of revoked state forest were to be offset by transfer to
the state of 200 hectares of land at Peachester owned by Australia Zoo. The swapped land was to provide
equivalent forest production value for Forestry Plantations Queensland and in addition a cash payment
would be made by Australia Zoo to the government to reflect the different value of the respective parcels.
The local member for Glass House at the time, Carolyn Male, and the shadow minister, Rosemary
Menkens, supported the motion, which was agreed to.

Stage 2 of that revocation plan is now before the House, but there are some issues which I do not
believe have been addressed to date. The impression from the then minister’s statement to the House as
recorded in Hansard that ‘the CAMCOS corridor would isolate the subject land’ taken together with plans
for a rail station within lot 300 was that at least part of the reason for swapping land with Australia Zoo was
that the government would build the CAMCOS rail line. However, a date has never been mentioned. As my
colleague the member for Maroochydore has repeatedly pointed out, the CAMCOS rail link is more like a
ghost train than either a light or even heavy train. With the bankcard maxed out, the government has put
back the construction of the rail line until at least 2031. The CAMCOS rail link from Beerwah to Caloundra
was supposed to be built by 2015. Then there was talk about a future rail link reaching Maroochydore by
2026, but the draft report Connecting SEQ 2031 makes no mention of Maroochydore and the Kawana link
being only by 2031. Neither I nor the LNP have a problem in principle with what is proposed by this
revocation. However, I would like to dot the i’s and cross the t’s.

As I just said, the opposition supports the revocation and we certainly support Australia Zoo,
particularly the work done by Wildlife Warriors at the establishment. However, this revocation is different
from the only other one I have dealt with in this place in that on this occasion there is a commercial
enterprise involved with potentially many millions of dollars of profit to be made. It is important that the
exact details of the arrangement are made public and go on the record. I do not know if this is the first time
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land owned by the Queensland people is to be transferred to a commercial business, but I have a hunch it
will not be the last time the parliament receives a request such as this. Therefore, all of the details are
important. They are important on this occasion as public land and public money are involved, just as it is
vital that in the future any other commercial business requesting something similar should be scrutinised
closely.

I ask the minister to confirm that lot 300 is contiguous with the main site of Australia Zoo. Has the
swap of lot 300 with an appropriate parcel of the Peachester land taken place? Has a cash payment been
made? What was the value of that cash payment? Did it involve valuing the land separately from the timber
crop, because I note from Hansard in 2007 that the then minister drew particular attention to the value of
the plantation timber on the swapped site at Peachester? I suggest what I might do, with your indulgence,
Mr Deputy Speaker, is table the questions that I am reading out so that the minister has them in front of
her.

Was more than one valuer engaged? Where did those funds go? Were they regarded as an
environmental offset and, if they were, what was it? Will the minister detail for the House the community
consultation which took place regarding the revocation of lot 300?

I ask the minister to provide the House with all of the details as they occur with regard to the
transactions involving the second tranche. Will stage 2 be regarded as an environmental offset? Will a
cash payment also be required? How will its value be determined? Will it involve valuing the land
separately from the timber crop? I am assuming that more than one valuer has been engaged to set a fair
price and I ask for confirmation of that. Into which environmental trust will the cash payment be placed?
Will the minister detail for the House the community consultation which took place regarding the revocation
of lot 301?

The other concern, particularly with this second revocation, is the impact on the residents of Fraser
Road and Hardwood Road during construction of Australia Zoo’s facilities on lot 301 and, afterwards when
the facilities are in use, what measures are proposed to offset those impacts. What arrangements have
been made to accommodate the requirements of the pony club operating from the site on Fraser Road
which will lose access to the state forest under this proposal? As I have said, I have no problem with the
government supporting the tourism industry and particularly an icon like Australia Zoo. But were there to
be any support disguised under commercial-in-confidence and not transparent to the electorate, I believe it
would set a dangerous precedent. As I said, in my time in this place I have only been involved in one other
revocation, and that was basically a swap of land between government departments. This, as I said,
involves a commercial enterprise and, regardless of how famous or how popular it is, all of the details
should be on the table—a completely open book. I look forward to the minister’s reply. 
File name: elme2010_03_10_65.fm Page : 2 of 2


	Motion: Revocation of State Forest Areas
	Mr ELMES (Noosa-LNP) (3.39 pm): I rise to make my contribution to this debate on the proposal for revocation of a part of the Be...
	That this House requests the Governor in Council to revoke by regulation the setting apart and declaration as state forest under the Forestry Act 1959 of those areas as set out in the proposal tabled by me in the House on 7 February 2007;
	Description of the area to be revoked
	Beerwah State Forest (SF561) Area described as Lot 300 on SP195863 and containing 35.039 hectares as illustrated on the attached sketch marked “B”

	The minister outlined to the House on that occasion that the revocation was to further the expansion plans for Australia Zoo-a v...
	Stage 2 of that revocation plan is now before the House, but there are some issues which I do not believe have been addressed to...
	As I just said, the opposition supports the revocation and we certainly support Australia Zoo, particularly the work done by Wil...
	I ask the minister to confirm that lot 300 is contiguous with the main site of Australia Zoo. Has the swap of lot 300 with an ap...
	Was more than one valuer engaged? Where did those funds go? Were they regarded as an environmental offset and, if they were, wha...
	I ask the minister to provide the House with all of the details as they occur with regard to the transactions involving the seco...
	The other concern, particularly with this second revocation, is the impact on the residents of Fraser Road and Hardwood Road dur...


