Environmental Protection (Great Barrier Reef Protection Measures) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2019 Submission No 136

Acng Committee Secretary

Innovating, Tourism Development and Environment Committee
Parkament House

George Street, Brsbane Qid 4000

15 March 2019

Dear Achng Commatiee Secretary,

1 am wrbng this submission due to the fact that 1 am completely and utterly discussed with this Government’s
farmes basheng.

As a 39 year oid farmer 1 feed very privileged to have the opportunity to be part of agriculture. Unfortunately |
bedeve my next 40 years of farming are under threat from miss guided Politians.

As a beef producer, [, ke all other agncuRiural industnies rely on soil health and the emaronment as number one.
This propased legesiation will hinder my operations. For example; this season has been for us very Smear to the
earty 90's. Qur grass cover is beginning 1o reach a level lower than where i i5 in a normal season,  Winter will
be a threat to thes grass. We are currently deciding If we will direct dnfl in 03ts seed into the existing pasture.
The benefits of thes sort of practice are outstanding. The oats crop will provide the extra cover for the grass and
the sod gver winter months, extra feed andd mulch for the ground.

The oats aop also heips add to the photosynthesis of the paddock. Like the leaves on the tree, grass also
serves (D coflect energy from sunbght and carbon dionade from the arr.  Using thes method in our fanming
business helps provide green feed in the-winter and doubles the amount of carbon dicoode taken up in that
paddoci.

This legisiation will Stop our abiidy to plant this crop because we would first need to complele the regulatory
requirements/paper work and then wait 0 be approved. This would resylt in dedays and the planting window
would be dosed and the opportunity gone.

The e explanatory notes say “As with aff appications for an environmental authority for ERAs under the
Environmental Protection Adt 1994, the administering authorly has the power o refuse an appication. ™ It also
states

The Bui will actveve &5 olpectves through a reguiatory framevwork that ensures:

 Progiucers move [0 standards thet slign with recognised! benchmarks for agricullurady industries, under the
Paddock to Ree! Water Quiaity Risk Framework, while maintaining productivity and profitability.

This legisiabon will hurt our productivity and cur profitability and the sustainable management of our land.

Most famsly famms have a tumover of less than a million dollars annually. The fines 1o be mposed could well
send 3 famidy business broke and the family famm lost, bt you say productivity and profitabiity will be
mantained. Maybe a foreign country will buy the farm and they will not care about the environment or the res!.

It is my belef that this legsiation is just more red tape from Labour. The fines are revenue raising because the
government has miss managed the peopies’ money and now 1S broke. If we ran gur business the same way we
wauld be out of business.

The reat sore poent i a farmer will more than bkely be guilty until we are able Ip prove ouwr mnocence. Where as
a padedophde is nnocent until the tax payer proves they are guilty. So somebody who violates a chikd and
murders them has more rights than a farmer who has not complied with legisiation that is purely red tape and a
worse outcome for the envircnment.

SHAME ON YOU!






