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If you are not with CANEGROWERS, you donõt know what you are missing 

The ugly truth about electricity price hikes          
exposed 
A new report reveals the ugly truth about the shocking electricity price hikes being experienced by rural users in                 

Queensland.  The new report delving into the extraordinary price hikes in electricity for Queensland cane growers and rural 

householders has revealed that they are charged amongst the highest network tariffs in Australia.  

The findings are detailed in a report prepared by Carbon Market Economics, commissioned by CANEGROWERS and the         

Australian Sugar Milling Council, which the sugar groups had contracted following claims that the price hikes were necessary 

and that irrigators are already being supplied electricity at well below cost.  

CANEGROWERS says the new findings clearly show this is not the case. They also say that the report puts paid to any          

suggestion that irrigators are subsidised. ñThe report shows that advice being given to the minister for energy and water is flawed 

and nothing could be further from the truth,ò says CANEGROWERS CEO, Brendan Stewart.  

ñIrrigators consume 2% of the power distributed by the rural energy provider, Ergon, but contribute 3% of the revenue. In         

contrast, the largest user group, which is made up of high-use customers who number less than 100, consume 30% of the power 

and contribute just 4% of revenue.ò 

Brendan says the new report shows that the system is broken and must be fixed.  ñThis is a huge issue for the rural sector. We 

have reports flying in from around the State that farmers are being faced with a lose-lose decision to either pay the huge cost of 

pumping water onto thirsty crops and make reduced profits or to turn off the pumps which will hit productivity and reduce their 

profits.ò 

CANEGROWERS says the report has showed that Queenslandôs rural provider, Ergon, is raking in the profits ïclearly showing 

that per connection Ergon is the most profitable of all government owned electricity providers. ñNot only is Ergonôs revenue per 

connection far higher than other electricity providers in Australia, but we have benchmarked Ergon against network service       

providers in New Zealand, Denmark and Britain, and again, Ergon has clearly come out as the most profitable per connection. 

We canôt see the justification for the extraordinary and ongoing price hikes or for governmentôs decision not to fully pass on the 

benefits of the carbon tax repeal to irrigators.ò               Continued page 2  

  

Is your cane farm for sale? 

 

Why not advertise it in canenews for just  

$25.00 per week  

 

Phone Tiffany on 4790 3600 for more information 
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/!b9Dwh²9w{ aŜƳōŜǊǎ 
Ŏŀƴ ŀŎŎŜǎǎ ŀ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ  
όŜƭŜŎǘǊƻƴƛŎ ƻƴƭȅύ ŎƻǇȅ ƻŦ 
ǘƘŜ ƳŀƎŀȊƛƴŜ ŦƻǊ ŦǊŜŜ ōȅ 

ŜƳŀƛƭƛƴƎ 
ƛƴŦƻϪŎŀƴŜƎǊƻǿŜǊǎΦŎƻƳΦŀǳ 

The ugly truth about electricity 
price hikes exposed  
/!b9Dwh²9w{ ǎŀȅǎ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ƳŀŘŜ ŀōƻǳǘ ǊǳǊŀƭ ǎǳōǎƛŘƛǎŀǝƻƴ ŀǊŜ ŀōǎƻƭǳǘŜƭȅ ǳƴŦƻǳƴŘŜŘΦ  ά¢ƘŜ 
ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ŜȄǇƻǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ŀƭƭŜƎŜŘ ǊǳǊŀƭ ǎǳōǎƛŘȅ ŀǎ ŀ ŦǳǊǇƘȅΣέ ǎŀȅǎ .ǊŜƴŘŀƴΦ  ά! ǇŀȅƳŜƴǘ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ 
/ƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ {ŜǊǾƛŎŜ hōƭƛƎŀǝƻƴ ό/{hύ ƛǎ ǇŀƛŘ ōȅ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƎǳƛǎŜ ƻŦ ŜǾŜƴƛƴƎ ǳǇ ŀƴȅ 
ŘƛũŜǊŜƴŎŜ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ 9ƴŜǊƎŜȄΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǊǳƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ 9ǊƎƻƴΩǎ ǊǳǊŀƭ ŜƭŜŎǘǊƛŎƛǘȅ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜΦ Lƴ 
ǊŜŀƭƛǘȅΣ ǘƘŜ ǇŀȅƳŜƴǘ ǊŜŀƭƭȅ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘǎ ǘƘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ǇŀȅƛƴƎ 9ǊƎƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ƻƴŜ ƘŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ ǘŀƪƛƴƎ 
ƳƻƴŜȅ ŦǊƻƳ 9ǊƎƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊΦ ¢ƘŜ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ ǎƘƻǿǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ /{h ǇŀȅƳŜƴǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ŀƴȅ 
ǇǊŜŘƛŎǘŀōƭŜ ǊŜƭŀǝƻƴǎƘƛǇ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘƛũŜǊŜƴŎŜ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ 9ƴŜǊƎŜȄ ŀƴŘ 9ǊƎƻƴΩǎ ƴŜǘǿƻǊƪ ǘŀǊƛũǎΦέ 

/!b9Dwh²9w{ ǎŀȅǎ ŜƭŜŎǘǊƛŎƛǘȅ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŜǎǎŜƴǝŀƭ ƛƴǇǳǘ ŦƻǊ ŀƭƭ ǎŜŎǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ŘǊƛǾƛƴƎ 
ŜƭŜŎǘǊƛŎƛǘȅ Ŏƻǎǘǎ ŀǎ ƭƻǿ ŀǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ Ƙŀǎ ŎƭŜŀǊ ōŜƴŜŬǘǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǿƘƻƭŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇŜŀƪ ƎǊƻǳǇ ǎŀȅǎ 
ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ Ƴŀƴȅ ǊŜŀǎƻƴǎ ǿƘȅ ŜƭŜŎǘǊƛŎƛǘȅ ǇǊƛŎŜǎ ŀǊŜ ǎƻ ƘƛƎƘ ŀƴŘ ǎŀȅǎ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǿŜǊŜ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ       
ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǝƻƴǎ ƛǎ ōŜǎƛŘŜ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƛƴǘΦ ¢ƘŜ ŦŀŎǘ ƛǎ ŜƭŜŎǘǊƛŎƛǘȅ ŎƻƴǎǳƳŜǊǎ ŀǊŜ 
ŦƻǊŎŜŘ ǘƻ ǿŜŀǊ ǘƘŜ Ŏƻǎǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ vǳŜŜƴǎƭŀƴŘ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ Ƴǳǎǘ ŀŎǘ ǘƻ ǊŜƳŜŘȅ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘǳŀǝƻƴΦ  

ά/!b9Dwh²9w{ Ƙŀǎ ƻũŜǊŜŘ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǿŜƭƭ ŦƻǳƴŘŜŘ ǎƻƭǳǝƻƴǎ 
ǿƘƛŎƘ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŎƻƴǎǳƳŜǊǎΦ ²Ŝ ŀǊŜ ŀōǎƻƭǳǘŜƭȅ          
ŎƻƳƳƛǧŜŘ ǘƻ ǿƻǊƪƛƴƎ ŎƭƻǎŜƭȅ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǝǾŜƭȅ ǿƛǘƘ                 
ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ƎŜǘ ŀ ōŜǧŜǊ ƻǳǘŎƻƳŜ ŦƻǊ ƛǊǊƛƎŀǘƻǊǎ ŀƴŘ ǊǳǊŀƭ 
ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘŜǊǎ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ {ǘŀǘŜΦ !ƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ƛǎ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǳǊ ǇƛƭƭŀǊǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǝƴƎ vǳŜŜƴǎƭŀƴŘΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ŀƴŘ 
ŜƭŜŎǘǊƛŎƛǘȅ ƛǎ ŀ ƭŀǊƎŜ ŦŀŎǘƻǊ ƛƴ ŦŀǊƳ  ǇǊƻŬǘŀōƛƭƛǘȅΦέ 

/!b9Dwh²9w{ ǎŀȅǎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ŀƎŀƛƴ Ǉƻƛƴǘǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƴŜŜŘ ŦƻǊ ŀ ƴŀǝƻƴŀƭ ǎǳƳƳƛǘ ƻƴ ŜƭŜŎǘǊƛŎƛǘȅ ǘƻ ōǊƛƴƎ           
ǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƘǳƎŜ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ǇŀǊǝŜǎ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ !ǳǎǘǊŀƭƛŀ ǘƻ ǿƻǊƪ ƻƴ ŀ Ǌƻōǳǎǘ ƭƻƴƎ-ǘŜǊƳ ŬȄΦ 

/ƭƛŎƪ ƘŜǊŜ ǘƻ ŘƻǿƴƭƻŀŘ ŀ ŎƻǇȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /a9 ǊŜǇƻǊǘ  

Wednesday nightôs total lunar eclipse that turned the full moon a deep red colour for an hour. 

 .ǊŜƴŘŀƴ {ǘŜǿŀǊǘ /9h /!b9Dwh²9w{  
ŀǘ IƻƳŜ Iƛƭƭ  

mailto:info@canegrowers.com.au
http://www.canegrowers.com.au/icms_docs/196968_cme_report_august_2014.pdf
http://www.canegrowers.com.au/icms_docs/196968_cme_report_august_2014.pdf


 

 3 

Current and Emerging Issues for  Queensland       
Electricity Distributors 
Hugh Grant, who is a member of the Australian Energy                            

Regulator Consumer Challenge Panel, provided an informative 

presentation to the CANEGROWERS Electricity Committee at a 

meeting held on Wednesday 29th August. 

Hughôs presentation titled ñCurrent and Emerging Issues 

for  Queensland Electricity Distributorsò click here  contains useful 

facts and figures such as: 

¶ Australia recorded the world's highest increases in electricity 

prices from 2007 to 2013. This coincides with the introduction of 

the AER price setting process.   

¶ Utilities such as electricity are clear winners as the best       

performing asset class on the ASX 200. 

¶ The value of the network is under severe threat from distributed 

generation such as solar and wind. The cost of these is going to 

continue a downward path while the cost of building networks will 

continue to rise.  

¶ The overall trend for the consumption of all irrigation tariffs in 

Queensland is significantly down from 400m kWh in 2002/03 to less 

than 250m kWh in 2012/13  

¶ Ergon are well aware that their business is under threat. To remain relevant they are moving into building storage                   
capacity to complement solar and wind generation at a local level. 

The fate of consumers who can't escape the network will depend on what the assets sell for. If investors pay a price that            

reflects current record profits then consumers will be locked into unreasonably high prices well into the future. 

             Story by Rajinder Singh  Chairman CANEGROWERS Electricity Committee 

The Consumer Challenge Panel was established by the AER in July 2013 to assist the AER to make better  regulatory             

determinations by providing input on issues of importance to consumers. Regulatory determinations are technical and complex 

processes which can make it difficult for ordinary consumers to participate. The expert members of the panel bring consumer 

perspectives to the AER to better balance the range of views considered as part of our decisions. 

The roles of panel members include:   

¶ advising the AER on whether a network business's proposal is justified in terms of the services to be delivered to customers; 

whether those services are acceptable to, and valued by, customers; and whether the proposal is in the long term interests 

of consumers  

¶ advising the AER on the effectiveness of network businessesô engagement with their customers and how this engagement 

has informed, and been reflected in, the development of their proposals. 

http://files.canegrowers.com.au/Burdekin/Canegrowers%20Meeting%2027th%20August%202014.pdf
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A new report from the Queensland governmentôs pricing regulator 
has underlined the massive subsidy paid to deliver coal fired      
electricity to regional Queensland. And it begs the question: wouldôt 
everyone be better off if the government owned network operators 
embraced renewable-based mini grids? 

The answer would surely be yes. In fact, the state-owned network 
operator that delivers electricity to regional Queensland thinks it is 
inevitable, as solar and battery storage becomes  a ñgame changerò 
in the industry. But there is a massive question over the political will 
to effect such a transition, and in what form. 

A discussion paper released by the Queensland Competition     
Authority this week puts the subsidy to deliver electricity to         
consumers in remote and regional areas of the state at $655 million 
in the past year. 

That is how much it costs to ensure that homes and small          
businesses pay no more than in south-east Queensland, under the 
stateôs Community Service Obligation. That works out at an       
average of $900 for each one of Ergon Energyôs 724,000           
customers, or $436 a year for every man, woman and child. 

According to the QCA, if a customer in western Queensland paid 
the true cost of delivery, their bills would be more than double ï 140 
per cent higher ï than in South-east Queensland. That would put 
their bill at more than $4,000 a year rather than less than $2,000 a 
year. If they had to pay the true cost, it would be a no brainer to go 
solar and storage, or to create regional or community-focused mini 
grids. 

Queensland, of course, is not the only state to deliver a massive 
subsidy to consumers. In WA, the state pays $620 million a year to 
keep the cost of centralised fossil fuel generation ï and its deliver to 
consumers ï way below its true cost. 

The long term answer to this problem is obvious. Even the state-
owned regional network provider, Ergon Energy, recognised this 
last year when it said that by 2020 would probably be cheaper for 
homes to use solar and/or other renewables and battery storage 
rather than remain connected to the grid. 

The South Australia network operator recognised also that it would 
make sense for regional towns and communities to creat renewable
-based mini grids to essentially provide their own clean energy. 

But the governments that own the networks are showing no signs of 
rushing to embrace any change, probably because they are      
focused on short term returns, and their ability to sell or lease the 
networks to private operators. 

The QCA says in its discussion paper that it is not about to change 
the subsidy in the coming year: the problem is that the government 
doesnôt want to deal with the political battle of rising prices. And if it 
encouraged more renewables based mini grids,  

That would reduce demand for the government owned coal-fired 
generators. 

There is such an oversupply of coal fired generation in the state that 
prices have fallen below zero during the day time, and this week  

 

 

 

have averaged around $16/MWh. But as long as the  subsidy      
remains in place, the incentive to install solar and storage in those  

areas is reduced, a situation made worse by the existence of more 
than 1.2GW of solar PV on the stateôs residential and commercial 
rooftops. 

In WA, as we wrote last month, a report commissioned by the     
government even went so far as to suggest the state import thermal 
coal from Indonesia. Its report on future fuel options did not even 
mention solar, or wind energy.   

The QCA document notes that the CSO ñpotentially leads to ineffi-
cient investment and decision making an ongoing subsidisation of 
electricity prices by taxpayers.ò 

So, is Queensland going to extract itself out of this mess? Not very 
quickly, judging by the QCA discussion paper, and certainly not 
while the state government is intent of gaining a good price for its 
coal generators and sprawling networks of poles and wires. 

The subsidy for the cost of delivery to regional consumers is not the 
only distortion in the tariffs through the state. 

The QCA documents remind us of something called ñretail        
headroomò. This equates to 5 per cent of the average bill, and it is 
collected from all consumers so that retailers can use that extra 
profit to deliver discounts to others ï and so continue a subsidized 
merry-go-round of consumers changing service providers in search 
of a discount. 

In the meantime, the pricing regulator continues to support the 
gradual increase in fixed tariffs, as opposed to variable                
consumption, as the state tries to counter-act the impact of more 
solar use, and more energy efficient appliances. 

In some tariffs, this has reached extreme levels, as we noted in the 
Ergon tariff structure which charges ï in some cases ï more than 
$500 a day in fixed costs, and very low consumption charges. 

As the QCA notes, higher fixed charges have a negative effect on 
customers with low consumption (i.e. it would increase their bill), but 
a positive effect on customers with high consumption (i.e. it would 
lower their bill). 

The Queensland government is prone to demonise solar for 
claimed ñcross subsidiesò, but as the QCA observation makes clear, 
hitting consumers with higher fixed charges reduces the incentive to 
be efficient, or to connect solar. It is simply designed to reinforce an 
ageing business model that cannot survive. 

Meanwhile, the tariff structure continues to reward confusion. The 
QCAôs tariffs are an incomprehensible maze. But retailers, whose 
main role is to package and send bills to customers, charge the 
average households $183 a year for the costs of administration, call 
centres, corporate overheads, billing and revenue collection, IT 
systems, and regulatory compliance. And then they charge a further 
$81 for their profit. And then there is the extra charge for ñsurplus 
profitsò or headroom to try and steal customers from each other. 

 

 

 

 

Is it time for Queensland to 
ditch reliance on gold -plated 
electricity grid?  

By Giles Parkinson  on 2 October 2014  
http://reneweconomy.com.au/2014/is-this-the-death-of-australias

-renewable-energy-industry-83477 

http://reneweconomy.com.au/2014/ergon-18746
http://reneweconomy.com.au/2014/ergon-18746
http://reneweconomy.com.au/2014/the-madness-of-was-multi-billion-fossil-fuel-energy-disaster-70983
http://reneweconomy.com.au/2013/ergon-says-renewables-and-batteries-may-be-cheaper-than-grid-21838
http://reneweconomy.com.au/2013/ergon-says-renewables-and-batteries-may-be-cheaper-than-grid-21838
http://reneweconomy.com.au/2014/sa-network-operator-rural-communities-quit-grid-38514
http://reneweconomy.com.au/2014/sa-network-operator-rural-communities-quit-grid-38514
http://reneweconomy.com.au/2014/sa-network-operator-rural-communities-quit-grid-38514
http://reneweconomy.com.au/2014/the-madness-of-was-multi-billion-fossil-fuel-energy-disaster-70983
http://reneweconomy.com.au/2014/the-madness-of-was-multi-billion-fossil-fuel-energy-disaster-70983
http://reneweconomy.com.au/2014/is-it-time-for-queensland-to-ditch-reliance-on-gold-plated-grid-73305
http://reneweconomy.com.au/2014/is-it-time-for-queensland-to-ditch-reliance-on-gold-plated-grid-73305
http://reneweconomy.com.au/2014/is-it-time-for-queensland-to-ditch-reliance-on-gold-plated-grid-73305
http://reneweconomy.com.au/author/giles
http://reneweconomy.com.au/2014/is-this-the-death-of-australias-renewable-energy-industry-83477
http://reneweconomy.com.au/2014/is-this-the-death-of-australias-renewable-energy-industry-83477
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Letter to the Editor from  
Rajinder Singh Chair, CANEGROWERS 
Electricity Committee 

 
 

 

!'2)#5,452!, %,%#42)#)49 4!2)&&3 

)ÒÒÉÇÁÔÏÒÓ ÁÒÅ ÂÅÉÎÇ ÓÕÐÐÌÉÅÄ ÁÔ ×ÅÌÌ ÂÅÌÏ× ÃÏÓÔȢ &ÁÃÔ ÏÒ &ÉÃÔÉÏÎȩ 

 

$ÅÁÒ %ÄÉÔÏÒȟ 

%ÌÅÃÔÒÉÃÉÔÙ ÐÒÉÃÅÓ ÈÁÖÅ ÄÏÕÂÌÅÄ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÌÁÓÔ χ ÙÅÁÒÓ ÃÁÕÓÉÎÇ ÓÅÖÅÒÅ ÐÁÉÎ ÆÏÒ ÁÌÌ ÃÏÎÓÕÍÅÒÓȠ ÓÏÍÅ ÍÏÒÅ ÔÈÁÎ ÏÔÈÅÒÓȢ        
!ÇÒÉÃÕÌÔÕÒÅ ÉÓ ÐÁÒÔÉÃÕÌÁÒÌÙ ÖÕÌÎÅÒÁÂÌÅȢ 

4ÈÅ ÐÒÏÂÌÅÍÓ ÁÒÅ ÂÏÔÈ ÃÏÍÐÌÅØ ÁÎÄ ×ÉÄÅ ÒÁÎÇÉÎÇȢ #!.%'2/7%23 ÈÁÓ ÁÐÐÒÏÁÃÈÅÄ ÇÏÖÅÒÎÍÅÎÔ ×ÉÔÈ ÓÏÌÕÔÉÏÎÓȢ  

4ÈÅ ÒÅÓÐÏÎÓÅ ÆÒÏÍ 1ÕÅÅÎÓÌÁÎÄȭÓ -ÉÎÉÓÔÅÒ ÆÏÒ %ÎÅÒÇÙ ÁÎÄ 7ÁÔÅÒ 3ÕÐÐÌÙ ÈÁÓ ÂÅÅÎ ÔÈÁÔ ÉÒÒÉÇÁÔÏÒÓ ÁÒÅ ÁÌÒÅÁÄÙ ÂÅÉÎÇ      
ÓÕÐÐÌÉÅÄ  ÅÌÅÃÔÒÉÃÉÔÙ ÁÔ ×ÅÌÌ ÂÅÌÏ× ÃÏÓÔȢ 

4ÈÅ ÍÉÎÉÓÔÅÒȭÓ ÁÄÖÉÃÅ ÉÓ ПÌÁ×ÅÄ ÁÎÄ ÎÏÔÈÉÎÇ ÃÏÕÌÄ ÂÅ ÆÕÒÔÈÅÒ ÆÒÏÍ ÔÈÅ ÔÒÕÔÈȢ  

)ÒÒÉÇÁÔÏÒÓ ÃÏÎÓÕÍÅ ςϷ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÐÏ×ÅÒ ÄÉÓÔÒÉÂÕÔÅÄ ÂÙ %ÒÇÏÎ ÂÕÔ ÃÏÎÔÒÉÂÕÔÅ σϷ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÒÅÖÅÎÕÅȢ )Î ÃÏÎÔÒÁÓÔȟ ÔÈÅ ÌÁÒÇÅÓÔ 
ÕÓÅÒ ÇÒÏÕÐȟ ÍÁÄÅ ÕÐ ÏÆ ÃÕÓÔÏÍÅÒÓ ×ÈÏ ÎÕÍÂÅÒ ÌÅÓÓ ÔÈÁÎ ρππȟ ÃÏÎÓÕÍÅ σπϷ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÐÏ×ÅÒ ÁÎÄ ÃÏÎÔÒÉÂÕÔÅ ÊÕÓÔ τϷ ÏÆ 
ÒÅÖÅÎÕÅȢ 

/ÎÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÕÎÆÏÒÔÕÎÁÔÅ ÏÕÔÃÏÍÅÓ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÇÏÖÅÒÎÍÅÎÔ ÐÏÓÉÔÉÏÎ ÈÁÓ ÂÅÅÎ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÆÕÌÌ ÂÅÎÅПÉÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÃÁÒÂÏÎ ÔÁØ ÒÅÐÅÁÌ ÈÁÓ 
ÎÏÔ ÂÅÅÎ ÐÁÓÓÅÄ ÏÎ ÔÏ ÉÒÒÉÇÁÔÏÒÓȢ 

#!.%'2/7%23 ÅÎÇÁÇÅÄ #ÁÒÂÏÎ -ÁÒËÅÔ %ÃÏÎÏÍÉÃÓ ÔÏ ÇÅÔ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÂÏÔÔÏÍ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÃÌÁÉÍÓ ÍÁÄÅ ÂÙ 1#! ÁÎÄ $%73Ȣ #-% 
ÁÒÅ ÈÉÇÈÌÙ ÑÕÁÌÉПÉÅÄ ÅÌÅÃÔÒÉÃÉÔÙ ÉÎÄÕÓÔÒÙ ÁÎÁÌÙÓÔÓȢ  

4ÈÅÉÒ ÒÅÐÏÒÔ ÈÁÓ ÂÅÅÎ ÐÒÅÓÅÎÔÅÄ ÔÏ ÇÏÖÅÒÎÍÅÎÔȢ 4ÈÅ ПÉÎÄÉÎÇÓ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÒÅÐÏÒÔ ÁÒÅ ×ÉÄÅ ÒÁÎÇÉÎÇ ÁÎÄ ÓÕÐÐÏÒÔ                         
#!.%'2/7%23 ÁÎÁÌÙÓÉÓȢ  

)Î ÔÈÅÏÒÙȟ 1ÕÅÅÎÓÌÁÎÄȭÓ ÕÎÉÆÏÒÍ ÔÁÒÉÆÆ ÐÏÌÉÃÙ ÍÅÁÎÓ ÔÈÁÔ ωωϷ ÏÆ %ÒÇÏÎ ÃÕÓÔÏÍÅÒÓ ÁÒÅ ÓÕÂÓÉÄÉÓÅÄȢ )Î 1ÕÅÅÎÓÌÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ 
3ÔÁÔÅ  ÇÏÖÅÒÎÍÅÎÔ ÁÌÓÏ ÐÕÔÓ ÉÎ ÁÎ ÁÄÄÉÔÉÏÎÁÌ ÃÏÎÔÒÉÂÕÔÉÏÎ ÔÏ ÍÁËÅ ÕÐ ÔÈÅ ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÃÅ ÂÅÔ×ÅÅÎ ÔÈÅ %ÒÇÏÎ ÁÎÄ                       
%ÎÅÒÇÅØ ÎÅÔ×ÏÒË ÃÏÓÔÓȟ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÔÈÅÙ ÃÁÌÌ ÔÈÅ #ÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÙ 3ÅÒÖÉÃÅ /ÂÌÉÇÁÔÉÏÎ ɉ#3/ɊȢ 

)Î ÐÒÁÃÔÉÃÅȟ %ÒÇÏÎ ÈÁÓ ÓÉÎÃÅ ςπρπ ÒÅÔÕÒÎÅÄ Á ÎÅÔ ПÉÎÁÎÃÉÁÌ ÂÅÎÅПÉÔ ÏÆ ÁÒÏÕÎÄ Αρππ- ÔÏ ÇÏÖÅÒÎÍÅÎÔȢ )Î ÁÎÙ ÃÁÓÅȟ ÓÉÎÇÌÉÎÇ 
ÉÒÒÉÇÁÔÏÒÓ ÏÕÔ ÁÓ ÒÅÃÉÐÉÅÎÔÓ ÏÆ Á ÓÕÂÓÉÄÙ ÉÓ ÍÉÓÌÅÁÄÉÎÇȢ 

7ÉÔÈÏÕÔ ÔÈÅ #3/ȟ %ÒÇÏÎȭÓ ÒÁÔÅ ÏÆ ÒÅÔÕÒÎ ÏÎ ÁÓÓÅÔÓ ×ÏÕÌÄ ÎÏÔ ÂÅ ÈÉÇÈȠ ÎÏÒ ÓÈÏÕÌÄ ÉÔ ÂÅȢ %ÌÅÃÔÒÉÃÉÔÙ ÉÓ ÁÎ ÅÓÓÅÎÔÉÁÌ ÉÎÐÕÔ 
ÆÏÒ ÁÌÌ ÓÅÃÔÏÒÓ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÅÃÏÎÏÍÙȢ $ÒÉÖÉÎÇ ÅÌÅÃÔÒÉÃÉÔÙ ÃÏÓÔÓ ÁÓ ÌÏ× ÁÓ ÐÏÓÓÉÂÌÅ ÈÁÓ ÃÌÅÁÒ ÂÅÎÅПÉÔÓ ÆÏÒ ÔÈÅ ×ÈÏÌÅ ÓÔÁÔÅȢ 

4ÈÅÒÅ ÁÒÅ ÍÁÎÙ ÒÅÁÓÏÎÓ ×ÈÙ ÅÌÅÃÔÒÉÃÉÔÙ ÐÒÉÃÅÓ ÁÒÅ ÓÏ ÈÉÇÈȢ 4ÈÅ ÓÏÌÁÒ ÆÅÅÄ ÉÎ ÔÁÒÉÆÆ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ ÍÁÎÄÁÔÏÒÙ .-ρ ÒÅÌÉÁÂÉÌÉÔÙ 
ÓÔÁÎÄÁÒÄÓ ÁÒÅ Ô×Ï ÒÅÁÓÏÎÓ ÆÏÒ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÔÈÅ ÓÔÁÔÅ ÇÏÖÅÒÎÍÅÎÔ ÉÓ ÄÉÒÅÃÔÌÙ ÒÅÓÐÏÎÓÉÂÌÅȢ 7ÈÅÔÈÅÒ ÔÈÅÓÅ ×ÅÒÅ ÐÏÌÉÃÙ                   
ÄÅÃÉÓÉÏÎÓ ÏÆ ÐÒÅÖÉÏÕÓ ÁÄÍÉÎÉÓÔÒÁÔÉÏÎÓ ÉÓ ÂÅÓÉÄÅ ÔÈÅ ÐÏÉÎÔȢ 4ÈÅ ÆÁÃÔ ÉÓ ÅÌÅÃÔÒÉÃÉÔÙ ÃÏÎÓÕÍÅÒÓ ÁÒÅ ÆÏÒÃÅÄ ÔÏ ×ÅÁÒ ÔÈÅ ÃÏÓÔȢ  

4ÈÅ ÓÔÁÔÅ ÇÏÖÅÒÎÍÅÎÔ ÍÕÓÔ ÁÃÃÅÐÔ ÓÏÍÅ ÒÅÓÐÏÎÓÉÂÉÌÉÔÙȢ #!.%'2/7%23 ÈÁÓ ÏÆÆÅÒÅÄ ÅÃÏÎÏÍÉÃÁÌÌÙ ×ÅÌÌ ÆÏÕÎÄÅÄ                 
ÓÏÌÕÔÉÏÎÓ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÄÏ ÎÏÔ ÉÍÐÁÃÔ ÏÔÈÅÒ ÃÏÎÓÕÍÅÒÓȢ 4ÈÅÓÅ ÈÁÖÅ ÎÏÔ ÂÅÅÎ ÕÎÄÅÒÓÔÏÏÄȢ  #!.%'2/7%23 ÉÓ ÃÏÍÍÉÔÔÅÄ ÔÏ 
×ÏÒËÉÎÇ ÃÌÏÓÅÌÙ ÁÎÄ ÃÏÎÓÔÒÕÃÔÉÖÅÌÙ ×ÉÔÈ ÇÏÖÅÒÎÍÅÎÔ ÔÏ ÇÅÔ Á ÂÅÔÔÅÒ ÏÕÔÃÏÍÅ ÆÏÒ ÉÒÒÉÇÁÔÏÒÓ ÁÃÒÏÓÓ ÔÈÅ 3ÔÁÔÅȢ 

!ÇÒÉÃÕÌÔÕÒÅ ÉÓ ÏÎÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÆÏÕÒ ÐÉÌÌÁÒÓ ÓÕÐÐÏÒÔÉÎÇ 1ÕÅÅÎÓÌÁÎÄȭÓ ÅÃÏÎÏÍÙȢ )Ô ÉÓ ÖÉÔÁÌ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÓÔÁÔÅ ÇÏÖÅÒÎÍÅÎÔ ÐÒÏÐÅÒÌÙ 
ÃÏÎÓÉÄÅÒ ÁÇÒÉÃÕÌÔÕÒÅȭÓ ÐÌÅÁȢ  

2ÁÊÉÎÄÅÒ 3ÉÎÇÈȟ 

#ÈÁÉÒȟ #!.%'2/7%23 %ÌÅÃÔÒÉÃÉÔÙ #ÏÍÍÉÔÔÅÅ 



 

 6 

COMMUNIQUE Agricultural Industries  Electricity Taskforce 

 
A group of Australiaôs key agricultural industry organisations has met to examine the crippling costs of network charges on        

agricultural industries, which is undermining the viability of rural businesses and impacting on the prosperity of rural and regional 

communities. Typically network charges represent around 50% of farmersô electricity bills, environmental charges 20%, and       

electricity usage making up less than 26%. Around 4% is reflected in administration charges. 

 

A Taskforce established at the meeting reached unanimous agreement to call on the federal and state governments to take action 

to reform network charging regimes. While it was acknowledged that the removal of the Carbon Tax would reduce the              

environment component of bills, real benefits would only be gained from genuine reform of network charges which continue to 

have a highly distorting effect on the energy market in regional Australia.   

  

Noting the complicated and convoluted nature of the regulatory framework underpinning the setting of electricity charges, the 

Taskforce identified a number of measures to be taken as part of a broader approach to removing distortions in the market and 

delivering a fairer system. These measures include: 

¶ closer examination of the Australian Energy Regulator (AER) network price determination process; 

¶ closer examination of performance of networks in relation to global benchmarks and actual service delivered; 

¶ approval of a rule by the Australian Energy Market Commission (AEMC) that would enable irrigators, and all farmers, who 

are large users of electricity, to be a separately classified class of customers alongside business and households. 

 

The Taskforce proposes a package of measures designed to improve the energy productivity of Australian irrigated agriculture. 

These measures include reform of network charging that would deliver in the order of a 30% reduction in electricity prices:    

¶ Implementation of volume based food and fibre tariffs, reflecting agricultural power use patterns on the network in terms of 

base load and off-peak use and including worthwhile time-of-use incentives for agricultural businesses during off-peak       

periods and over weekends; 

¶ Revaluing the regulated asset base to remove the impact of historic over investment from the underlying cost base; 

¶ Promotion of increased competition in the electricity market; 

¶ Funding for on-farm energy audits and incentives for best practice energy efficient measures; 

¶ Development and implementation of strategies to manage peak demand which will help to optimise the efficiency of regional 

network investment, such as incentives for farmers use of less power or rely more on back-up generators and renewable 

energy during periods of peak demand;  

¶ Linking capital expenditure (and regulated asset base) to network tariff customer classes;  

¶ Introducing separate formulas for calculating the weighted average cost of capital (WACC) for private and state-owned      

networks. 

 

Network supplied electricity should remain a            

cost-effective energy source for food and fibre        

producers many of whom have already demonstrated 

a real commitment to finding efficiencies in the use of 

electricity.  

 

With leaders of all political parties acknowledging in 

recent years that the high cost of electricity in          

Australia by global standards is impacting on our    

competitiveness, Taskforce members will continue to 

work with political leaders across all governments and 

encourage them to demonstrate their concerns and 

commit to taking action on this urgent problem. 

 

Inaugural Members of the Electricity Taskforce 

were; National Irrigatorsô Council; NSW      

Farmers Association, Cotton Australia; NSW Irrigatorsô Council, Irrigational Australia Limited, NSW Dairy          

Connect; Canegrowers; Queensland Farmers Federation, Central Irrigation Trust (SA), Bundaberg Regional       

Irrigators Group;   

 

Tom Chesson 

National Irrigatorsô Council 

0418 415 597 

 

 

 

Ph: 02 6273 3637 
ABN:  92133308326 

Level 2, NFF House, 14-16 Brisbane Ave  
Barton ACT 2600 

Arthur Woods with Ian McLeod CEO of ERGON at CANEGROWERS 

Electricity forum held in Bundaberg May 2014  
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Are your pumping costs driving you  

around the bend?  
Time is running out for Burdekin Irrigators to benefit from a local project aimed at 

reducing pumping electricity costs for growers.  

 

Big savings have been identified by growers throughout the Burdekin involved in the Energy Efficiency Gains for Australian Irrigators     

project.   

Close to 100 local growers have signed up for the project so far and have benefited by identifying a range of options to reduce their     

power bills - but time is running out! Growers have until December to sign up for the project that is being run by local organisation       

BBIFMAC (Burdekin-Bowen Integrated Floodplain Advisory Committee). So phone our office, drop in some-time or email us (details    

below) so that you don't miss out! 

There are several components to the project which can help growers identify ways to save money. 

Pump and irrigation efficiency assessments 

This component of the project is looking at a limited number of individual 

pumps on local farms. It is aimed at identifying for the grower the electricity 

cost per mega-litre of water pumped and where savings can be made either 

by increasing pump efficiency (through replacement, re-conditioning), pipe 

configuration and sizing, bore design and maintenance or changes to the 

water     application on the field.  

For example, on one local farm poor efficiency (a high electricity usage per 

mega-litre of water produced) was identified and discovered to be due in part 

to the old age of the pump but also due to iron bacteria build up in the pipes 

and spear. A clean out of the system resulted in almost double the flow rate 

and a reduction in pumping cost by 40% - without the expense of replacing 

the pump! 

Above: Merv Jessen, Irrigation Services Specialist, uses ultrasonic technology to test the internal pipe diameter before conducting a flow 

assessment on an open well pump in Home Hill. 

A similar situation was discovered at another local farm where the pump was still pumping good quantities of water but several metres of 

head pressure were identified that were unaccounted for.  This led the grower to investigate further and a collapsed underground pipe 

was discovered which was causing the pump to work much harder and thus cost more in electricity  consumption per mega-litre of water 

pumped. This grower had been spending thousands of dollars a year more than he needed to. 

Through the project another grower identified that operating his pump with a partially closed butterfly valve to regulate water flow was 

costing him big money ïpumping with the butterfly valve partly closed was costing him almost double per mega-litre than when fully open.  

At a different site,  project experts measured acceptable pump efficiency but an examination of the irrigation management showed that 

pumping energy costs could be halved by better matching the volume of water applied with the crop's demand (a typical irrigation was 

applying more than twice what could be used by the crop). 

Farm level benchmarking  

How does your irrigation energy cost compare to other sugarcane farmers in the district? This component of the project is looking at the 

whole-of-farm electricity costs associated with pumping  over two years. This enables growers to examine their electricity costs over time 

and with assistance from project staff identify where savings can be made through tariff changes and other means. By signing up to the 

project, farmers are also able to compare their energy cost to other farmers (the project does not reveal anyoneôs identity).  All growers 

have to do is provide information on their pumps and associated electricity accounts and the project staff do the rest!  

Again huge potential savings have been identified by growers participating in this component of the project. After examining the energy 

usage from one pumpôs quarterly bill, a farmer commented that the project helped him identify a potential saving of $20/day if he changed 

the tariff ï a saving of $1,800 a quarter just for one pump! Two other growers found through this project that they could save over $5,000 

per year each by changing tariffs. Another grower found they had been put on the wrong tariff when they connected new pumps and the 

savings after identifying the problem would be $30,000 a year! 

Case Studies and Grower Workshops 

The findings from the project will be shared with the broader community through Case Study reports and videos as well as grower       

workshops and seminars throughout the end of 2014 and into early 2015 when the project finishes. 

It's not too late to get involved! Contact the BBIFMAC office on 4783 4344, email secretary@bbifmac.org.au or drop into our 

office at Unit 2/20 Queen Street Ayr for more information.  

This project is funded by the Australian Government's Department of Industry as part of the Energy Efficiency Information  
Grants Program. 
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Opportunity to have a say on the 
long term sustainability of the Great 
Barrier Reef 
Comments requested for CANEGROWERS Reef 2050 Long-Term                                              

Sustainability Plan submission 

CANEGROWERS will be providing a submission to the Reef 2050 Long-term Sustainability 

Plan and are seeking written comments from members to include in the submission by         

COB Tuesday 21 October 2014. 

Reef 2050 Long-Term Sustainability Plan 

The Australian and Queensland governments are working together to develop a Long-Term 

Sustainability Plan for the Great Barrier Reef World Heritage Area to guide the protection and management of this iconic World 

Heritage Area to 2050. This was launched by the Federal and State Ministers on Monday 25 September.  

The Reef 2050 Long-Term Sustainability Plan is the overarching framework for managing the Reef from 2015 to 2050. The Plan 

has been developed by the Australian and Queensland governments in close consultation with partners including the resources, 

ports, tourism, fishing, agriculture, Indigenous, local government, research and conservation sectors. 

The Plan will inform future development by drawing together the marine and coastal components of the comprehensive strategic 

assessment, providing an over-arching framework to guide the protection and management of the Great Barrier Reef World     

Heritage Area from 2015 to 2050. It will target the identified areas of action from the strategic assessments and seek to address 

gaps important for future management of the Area. 

The Plan is available for comment with consultation closing on Monday 27 October 2014. The Plan and supporting information 

(frequently asked questions, fact sheets) as well as an online feedback form are up on the web: .http://www.environment.gov.au/

marine/great-barrier-reef/long-term-sustainability-plan. 

Please forward any comments via email by COB  17 October 2014 to ð Debra Burden debra_burden@canegrowers.com.au 

Click here to access  

sustainability plan 

The GBRMPA 2014 Outlook Report 
is available online 
The Great Barrier Reef Marine Park Authority has published the 2014 Outlook Report that     

examines the Great Barrier Reefôs health, pressures, and likely future. The report            

acknowledges thereôs been a range of positive actions since 2009, including government and 

landholders focusing on improving the quality of water that runs off the land. The report finds 

the greatest risks to the Reef are still climate change, land-based run-off, coastal development, 

some remaining impacts of fishing and illegal fishing and poaching.   

The report is available on this link: 

http://www.gbrmpa.gov.au/managing-the-reef/great-barrier-reef-outlook-report 

 

BackgroundðThe report is required under Great Barrier Reef Marine Park Act 1975 (section 

54) and aims to provide a regular and reliable means of assessing reef health and                

management in an  accountable and transparent way. 

For the first time, the report specifically considers the Great Barrier Reef Regionôs heritage    

values, including Indigenous heritage, historic heritage and the areaôs world heritage             

values.  This assessment is new and responds to revised requirements of our Act and the 

World Heritage Committee requesting an explicit assessment of the areaôs outstanding  univer-

sal value. 

The 2014 Outlook Report identifies large areas of the Region continue to be exposed to elevated concentrations of suspended 

sediments, excess nutrients and pesticides, which are significantly affecting inshore areas along the developed coast.  In relation 

to cane, the report acknowledges the improving land management practices that are reducing amounts entering the Region, 

however there will be significant time lags before improvements are evident in the Regionôs water quality. Until then, chronic   

impacts, for example on the recovery of seagrass meadows and coral reefs, and outbreaks of the coral-eating crown-of-thorns 

starfish are likely to continue.  This means that focus will remain on fertiliser and chemical usage in cane. 

http://www.environment.gov.au/marine/great-barrier-reef/long-term-sustainability-plan
http://www.environment.gov.au/marine/great-barrier-reef/long-term-sustainability-plan
http://files.canegrowers.com.au/Burdekin/reef-2050-long-term-sustainaiblity-plan.pdf
http://files.canegrowers.com.au/Burdekin/reef-2050-long-term-sustainaiblity-plan.pdf
http://www.gbrmpa.gov.au/managing-the-reef/great-barrier-reef-outlook-report
http://www.gbrmpa.gov.au/cdn/2014/GBRMPA-Outlook-Report-IN-BRIEF-2014/
http://www.gbrmpa.gov.au/cdn/2014/GBRMPA-Outlook-Report-2014/
http://www.gbrmpa.gov.au/managing-the-reef/great-barrier-reef-outlook-report
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Harvest Update 
The next Harvest Management meeting will be held on the 

21 OctoberðContact Wayne 4790 3604 if you have any  

issues you would like raised. 
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/ŀƴŜ {ǳǇǇƭȅ 

!ƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘǎ ς 

¢ƘŜ .ŀǎƛŎǎ 

By Chris Cooper, CANEGROWERS    

Legal Adviser 

 

Within the current debate about 

the future of sugar marketing, 

Cane Supply Agreements (CSAs) 

are being frequently mentioned. 

This article explains the requirement 

for a Cane Supply Agreement 

(CSA) between cane growers 

and sugar mill owners. 

 

Why have a CSA? 

Current Queensland legislation (Sugar 

Industry Act 1999) states that a grower 

may only supply sugarcane to a 

sugar mill if the grower has a written 

contract with the sugar mill owner. 

What this means is that there 

must be a signed, written contract 

between the grower and the mill 

owner before the grower can 

deliver sugarcane to a sugar mill. 

 

Is this new? 

There is nothing new about the 

requirement for a CSA. For nearly 

100 years, there has been a 

requirement that there must be a 

supply agreement in place between 

a grower and a mill owner. 

 

How were CSAôs made in the past? 

In the past, such supply agreements 

were not usually made by, or required 

to be signed by, the growers or 

the mill owner. Under the various 

Regulation of Sugar Cane Prices Acts or 

earlier versions of the Sugar Industry 

Act, such supply agreements were 

made by independent Boards and 

bodies. Local Boards made up of 

representatives of growers and mill 

owners, chaired by an independent 

person (usually the local Magistrate) 

made an Award which was the 

deemed contract or agreement 

between the growers and the mill 

owner. Subsequently, negotiating 

teams, again being made up of grower 

and mill owner representatives were 

vested with the power and authority 

to make a supply agreement on 

behalf of growers and a mill owner. 

 

How were disputes or 

deadlocks resolved? 

The agreements which were made 

by Boards and other bodies were 

deemed to apply to all growers 

and the mill owner. The awards did 

not need to be actually signed by 

either the grower or the mill owner. 

Indeed, even if the grower or the mill 

owner did not like the terms of the 

deemed Award or contract, they were 

stuck with it. There was, however, a 

mechanism that if the mill owner or 

the growerôs representatives objected 

to the terms of the agreement as 

made by the Board or body, an appeal 

could be made to an independent 

tribunal (Central Sugar Cane Prices 

Board or Sugar Industry Tribunal). 

This tribunal had the power to vary 

the Award/agreement as it saw fi t. 

Traditionally in the sugar industry, 

an independent body made a supply 

agreement for the growers and the 

mill owner. If the mill owner and 

grower representatives did not like 

and/or could not agree on the fi nal 

terms of the agreement, a mechanism 

of appeal or arbitration existed to 

resolve the dispute about the terms. 

 

What is different today? 

The current system, whilst still 

requiring an agreement to be in place, 

is different in two important respects 

from what previously has applied. 

The first difference is that there is 

no independent body making the 

agreement for and on behalf of 

the growers and the mill owner. 

The agreement now must be made 

directly between the grower and the 

mill owner. The grower can however 

appoint bargaining representatives 

and enter into collectives and 

CANEGROWERS acts as bargaining 

representatives for most growers in 

Queensland. Ultimately though each 

grower must agree to and sign an 

agreement with the mill owner and the 

mill owner must agree and sign also. 

 

What about disputes and deadlocks 

about the terms of a CSA? 

The second difference is that there 

is now no mechanism for resolving 

deadlocks or disagreements about 

what the final terms of the supply 

agreement should be. If agreement 

cannot be reached between the 

grower and mill owner, then no cane 

supply to the mill can occur. So, if the 

mill owner will not sign an agreement 

then there can be no cane supply. 

Similarly, if the growers donôt like 

the terms of a proposed agreement 

being offered by the mill owner, and 

will not sign the agreement, then 

there can be no supply of cane. 

 

What do CSAôs contain? 

Usually, a supply agreement will 

regulate the harvesting and delivery 

of cane by the grower and the 

transport, crushing and payment 

for the cane by the mill owner. 

There is no guidance from the Sugar 

Industry Act as to what the terms of 

the supply agreement should be. All 

that the Act says is that there must 

be a written agreement. What the 

terms of agreement are is then a 

matter of discussion, negotiation and 

agreement to be reached between 

the mill owner and the grower and/ 

or the growerôs bargaining agent. 

CANEGROWERS members 

For further free advice and information 
about cane supply agreements or 
other legal matters contact  
Canegrowersô legal advisor  
Chris Cooper direct free call 1800 177 159 
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invitation is restricted to 

CANEGROWERS members  

¢ƘŜ DǊƻǿŎƻƳ ²ƻǊƪǇƭŀŎŜ 9ǎǎŜƴǝŀƭ {ŜƳƛƴŀǊǎ ŀǊŜ 

ōŀŎƪ ƛƴ нлмпΗ 

LǘΩǎ ƴŜǾŜǊ ōŜŜƴ ƳƻǊŜ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ŦƻǊ ŜƳǇƭƻȅŜǊǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ŎƭŜŀǊ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜƛǊ     

ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛōƛƭƛǝŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǿƻǊƪǇƭŀŎŜΦ DǊƻǿŎƻƳ ǿƛƭƭ ƻƴŎŜ ŀƎŀƛƴ ōŜ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊƛƴƎ 

ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǝƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ  ƘƻǊǝŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ƎǊƻǿŜǊǎ ƛƴ vǳŜŜƴǎƭŀƴŘ 

ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŀ ƴŜǿ ²ƻǊƪǇƭŀŎŜ 

9ǎǎŜƴǝŀƭǎ {ŜƳƛƴŀǊ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳΦ 

!ǧŜƴŘŜŜǎ ŀǘ DǊƻǿŎƻƳΩǎ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ǎŜƳƛƴŀǊǎ ƘŀǾŜ ǊŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŜƳ ŀǎ άŜȄŎŜƭƭŜƴǘέ 

ǿƛǘƘ ŀƴ ƻǾŜǊŀƭƭ ŦŜŜŘōŀŎƪ ǎŎƻǊŜ ƻŦ ŀǾŜǊŀƎƛƴƎ ф ƻǳǘ ƻŦ млΗ 

{ŜƳƛƴŀǊ tǊƻƎǊŀƳΦ 

CƻǳǊ ƘƻǳǊ ǎŜǎǎƛƻƴǎ όфΦол ŀƳ ς мΦол ǇƳύ ƛƴǾƻƭǾƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƻǇƛŎǎΥ 

¢Ƙƛǎ ȅŜŀǊ ǿŜ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ƻǾŜǊǾƛŜǿƛƴƎ ²ƻǊƪ IŜŀƭǘƘ ŀƴŘ {ŀŦŜǘȅ 

ǇǊƻǾƛǎƛƻƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ ²ƻǊƪ/ƻǾŜǊΦ 

wŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǝǾŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ ²ƻǊƪ/ƻǾŜǊ vǳŜŜƴǎƭŀƴŘ ǿƛƭƭ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊ ŀ 

ŎƻƳǇǊŜƘŜƴǎƛǾŜ ǎŜǎǎƛƻƴ ǘƻ ŀǎǎƛǎǘ ƎǊƻǿŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ 

ƻōƭƛƎŀǝƻƴǎ ǳƴŘŜǊ ²ƻǊƪ/ƻǾŜǊ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ ŜȄǇƭƻǊŜ ǿŀȅǎ ǘƻ ǎǘǊŜŀƳƭƛƴŜ 

ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎΣ ƳƛƴƛƳƛǎŜ ŘƛǎǊǳǇǝƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŀōǎŜƴŎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŘǳŎŜ 

ǇǊŜƳƛǳƳǎΦ 

hǾŜǊǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ ²ƻǊƪǇƭŀŎŜ IŜŀƭǘƘ ŀƴŘ {ŀŦŜǘȅ 

!ǎ ƭŜŀŘ ƛƴ ǘƻ ƻǳǊ ƪŜȅ ǎŜǎǎƛƻƴ ƻƴ ²ƻǊƪ/ƻǾŜǊΣ ǿŜ ǿƛƭƭ Řƻ ŀƴ 

ƻǾŜǊǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ ²I{ ƻōƭƛƎŀǝƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎΦ ! ŎƻƳǇǊŜƘŜƴǎƛǾŜ 

ǿƻǊƪǎƘƻǇ ƛǎ ǳƴŘŜǊ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊȅ ƛƴ ŜŀǊƭȅ нлмрΦ 

 

[ƛǾŜ ²Ŝƭƭ CŀǊƳ ²Ŝƭƭ ƛƴƛǝŀǝǾŜ 

²Ŝ ŀǊŜ ǇǳǩƴƎ ŀ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƘŜŀƭǘƘ ƛƴ ²ƻǊƪǇƭŀŎŜ IŜŀƭǘƘ ŀƴŘ 

{ŀŦŜǘȅ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǝƻƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ Ǉƛƭƻǘ [ƛǾŜ ²Ŝƭƭ CŀǊƳ ²Ŝƭƭ ƛƴƛǝŀǝǾŜΦ 

 ό! vǳŜŜƴǎƭŀƴŘ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ²ƻǊƪǇƭŀŎŜǎ ŦƻǊ ²ŜƭƭƴŜǎǎ LƴƛǝŀǝǾŜύ 

¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳ ǿƻǊƪǎ ǿƛǘƘ ƎǊƻǿŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ŜƳǇƭƻȅŜŜǎ ǘƻ ŜƴŎƻǳǊŀƎŜ 

ŀƴŘ ŀǎǎƛǎǘ ǘƘŜƳ ǘƻ ǊŜǾƛŜǿ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƭƛŦŜǎǘȅƭŜ ŎƘƻƛŎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǎŜŜƪ ƻǳǘ ǿŀȅǎ 

ǘƻ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ƘŜŀƭǘƘ ς ŀƴŘ ƳŀƪŜ ƛǘ Ŧǳƴ ŀǘ ǿƻǊƪΗ 

 

 

{ǳǇŜǊŀƴƴǳŀǝƻƴ ŜǎǎŜƴǝŀƭǎ 

¶  {ǳǇŜǊŀƴƴǳŀǝƻƴ ǳǇŘŀǘŜ 

ω    {ǳǇŜǊ {ǘǊŜŀƳ ς !ǊŜ ȅƻǳ ǊŜŀŘȅ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀƴƎŜǎΚ ς !ǳǎǘ{ŀŦŜ 

¶  {ǳǇŜǊ /ƭŜŀǊƛƴƎ IƻǳǎŜ 

ω     .ŜŎƻƳƛƴƎ ŀ ŘŜŦŀǳƭǘ ŜƳǇƭƻȅŜǊ ǿƛǘƘ !ǳǎǘ{ŀŦŜ {ǳǇŜǊΦ 

/ƻǎǘ 

CǊŜŜΗ 

Iƻǿ ǘƻ wŜƎƛǎǘŜǊ 

Dƻ ƻƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ DǊƻǿŎƻƳ ǿŜōǎƛǘŜ ŀƴŘ ǊŜƎƛǎǘŜǊ Ǿƛŀ ǘƘŜ ƻƴƭƛƴŜ ǊŜƎƛǎǘǊŀǝƻƴ ŦƻǊƳ 

hw /ŀƭƭ DǊƻǿŎƻƳΩǎ wŜŎŜǇǝƻƴ ƻǊ !ƴƴŀōŜƭ όLw !ǎǎƛǎǘŀƴǘύ ŀƴŘ  ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ȅƻǳǊ 

ŘŜǘŀƛƭǎ ǎƻ ǿŜ Ŏŀƴ ǊŜƎƛǎǘŜǊ ŦƻǊ ȅƻǳ ς  

ǇƘƻƴŜ лт оснл оуппΦ 

If you are not with CANEGROWERS, you donõt know what you are missing 

²Ŝ ŀǊŜ ŎƻƳƛƴƎ ǘƻ !ȅǊ 

¢ǳŜǎŘŀȅ нмǎǘ hŎǘƻōŜǊ нлмп 

/ŀƴŜ DǊƻǿŜǊǎ .ǳǊŘŜƪƛƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ¢ǊŀƛƴƛƴƎ /ŜƴǘǊŜ 

су ¢ŜƴǘƘ {ǘǊŜŜǘΣ IƻƳŜ IƛƭƭΣ v[5 пулс 

wŜƎƛǎǘŜǊ ƴƻǿ ǘƻ ǎŜŎǳǊŜ ȅƻǳǊ 

ǇƭŀŎŜ ŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ŦǊŜŜ ǎŜƳƛƴŀǊΦ 
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ABC goes  
Mental As - 
By Alison Fairleigh 
 
Mental illness affects every                  
Australian.  Half of us will experience a 
mental health issue directly while many 
others, as carers, families, friends and 
colleagues will live with or witness its 
impact. It is an issue for us all. 
To kick-start a national conversation 
about mental health across the wider 
community, the ABC is launching Mental 
As a week of distinctive programming for 
Mental Health Week, 5-12 October 2014, 
and invites all Australians to join the      
discussion. 
ABC Managing Director, Mark Scott said 
the ABC ñhas an important role in not 
only reporting national issues but also in 
leading discussion, debate and             
community awareness on the issues and 
challenges affecting Australians. 
ñMental health is a significant matter    
affecting many Australians and the ABC 
would like to engage in a national         
discussion about this complex and wide 
reaching topic.ò 
Across ABC TV, radio, online and mobile 
ABC Mental As will take a look at mental 
health from all angles and perspectives, 
from comedy to documentary, entertain-
ment to debate, as we aim to help join 
the dots on mental health in Australia. 
We want to encourage audiences to talk 
about mental health, seek support and 
give generously. 
The week will culminate in a two-hour, 
live, TV fundraising event on Friday 10 
October ï The Friday Night Crack Up. 
Australiaôs biggest personalities ï       
comedians, actors, sportspeople,        
musicians and politicians ï will show their 
support for Mental Health Week and    
encourage Australians to take action, 
start talking and to give to mental health      
research. 
The ABC is working with Patrick McGorry 
(2010 Australian of the Year for his      
services to youth mental health), in his 
role as President of the Society for      
Mental Health Research, the national 
peak body for psychiatric and mental 
health research in Australia and New 
Zealand.  The goal is to help raise more 
than $1million for mental health research 
in Australia. 
Professor McGorry said the economic 
costs of mental illness were huge at an 
estimated $29 billion annually. 

ñSadly this is largely the cost of failure, 
failure to invest in 21st century care, 
which results in premature death, pre-

ventable disability and lost productivity,ò 
he said. 

ñToo many people with mental ill health 
are consigned to the social and economic 
scrapheap.  This can and must change. 

ñWe are 20 years behind cancer, where 
sustained heavy investment in modern 
health care delivery and world class     
research are now reaping health benefits 
for Australians.  People with mental ill 
health know that new and improved    
treatments are urgently needed. 

ñWe need a national research effort to 
match cancer and cardiovascular         
disease.  The funds raised through 
ñMental Asò will be invested in mental 
health research, funding Australiaôs next 
generation of emerging research leaders 
to seek breakthroughs, progress and 
cures.ò 

ABC board member and 2003 Australian 
of the Year Professor Fiona Stanley is 
also supporting the campaign. 

ñI applaud óOur ABCô taking on mental 
health as a major national issue this 
year,ò she said. 

ñWe know that mental ill health is one of 
the major challenges facing our societies 
in the 21st Century.  Using the wonderful 
resources of the ABC to raise awareness 
and money is fantastic.ò 

ABC Mental As will be supported by a 
number of high profile Australians        
including actress Deborah Mailman,     
Network Ten presenter Jessica Rowe, 
designer Alex Perry, advertising guru 
Todd Sampson, musician Missy Higgins, 
actor Shane Jacobsen and ABC           
presenters Jeremy Fernandez and Emma 
Alberici who will act as ambassadors to 
raise awareness of the initiative, and 
stimulate conversations. 

High profile local artists including Ben 
Quilty, Richard Bell and Euan MacLeod 
have also thrown their support behind 
Mental As by offering artworks that      
explore the theme of mental illness for an 
online auction. Money raised at auction 
will go towards mental health fundraising 
efforts. 

Mental As begins on Sunday 5 October. 
Professors Pat McGorry and Fiona     
Stanley are available for interview.  

www.abc.net.au/mentalas 

The Black Dog, a Poem ï   
Brian Abberton 
From within the darkness it did  
crawl, to me it has come to maul 
For those who are of disbelief, this 
 is no ordinary thief 
For all it will deliver is an endless 
 round of grief. 
From your toughest side, you will 
begin to slide, 
Until there is truly nowhere you can  
hide. 
For it will steal your spirit, and then 
 your soul, 
Until it relentlessly wears you  
down, 
And you end up falling into the  
deepest darkest hole, 
For you have lost all and absolute   
control. 
Although the medicos tell you there  
will be a brighter day, 
You struggle to believe what they 
 have to say. 
Medication is the only answer for 
 you, 
But this will mean giving up your 
 favourite brew. 
They tell me now it has an official 
 name, 
This thing that has come to play its 
horrible game, 
By the medicos term this has 
 become known as depression, 
Now its officially sanctioned by a  
parliamentary session. 
Although depression is now an  
official disease, 
For its victims and sufferers there is 
 no real appease, 
The victims may hope to be re-educated  
and taught,  
But for this to be of value they 
Require dedicated support. 
While there is no warning of this 
Terrible twist, 
We are all at the mercy of its 
 terrible waiting list. 
Its overwhelming power may well  
be such, 
That for some it really does become 
Too much. 
This creature from the dark,  
although it has no obvious bark, 
like an eerie rentless fog. 
It will always be known as the  
Black Dog. 

 

Mental Heath Week  

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Australian_of_the_Year
http://www.abc.net.au/mentalas
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BOOKINGS ESSENTIAL 

FOR INFORMATION AND TO RSVP: 

Phone:  Terri: 0447 108 010  Email:  Terri.buono@daff.qld.gov.au 

    Linda: 0415 307 364      LowerBurdekinLandcare.org.au 
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Extract from NFF-
Building Codes under 
review to better meet 
the needs of farmers 
The Australian Building Codes Board (ABCB) is about to 
undertake a project in relation to buildings used for       
agriculture/farming purposes as it has been recognised 
that the minimum requirements in the building code do 
not adequately account for the unique nature,  occupancy 
patterns, fire risk and the types of activities that are      
carried out in farm buildings. It has been recognised that 
this mismatch is likely leading to unnecessary regulatory 
burden and associated costs to the agricultural sector and 
concerns about the Building Code of Australia as it       
applies to farm buildings. 

The aim of the project is to develop specific technical 
provisions for inclusion in the Building Code of Australia, 
which reflect the diverse nature and different                
characteristics of farm buildings (sheds for machinery, 
hay, livestock etc) compared to other types of commercial 
buildings. The Australian Building Codes Board is seeking 
to find a few farmers or staff within the NFF family who 
would be in a position to assist develop specific technical 
provisions on farm buildings. NFF members will have a 
further opportunity to review and comment.  If you (or 
someone in your organisation) are interested in assisting 
to guide the development of specific technical provisions 
on farm buildings could you please contact NFF Rural 
Affairs Manager, Dave McKeon (dmckeon@nff.org.au). 

http://www.abcb.gov.au/
mailto:dmckeon@nff.org.au
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Sugar Research Australia Limited (SRA) is inviting  applications 
for Early-career and Mid-career Researcher (ECR/MCR) 
Awards to encourage innovative research      ideas, and to  
enhance the capability of the research sector that supports the 
Australian sugar industry.  
 
Dr Michael OôShea, General Manager Research Funding Unit 
SRA, said that this is the first time that the awards have been 
funded, and they are an excellent career development         
opportunity for researchers who are actively involved in our 
industry. 
 
ñThe awards are available for a diverse range of activities ï 
from funding an early-career researcher who may require initial 
results or a proof of concept exercise prior to developing a    
larger research project, to investing in a mid-career researcher 
who would like to expand their skills or develop a research 
collaboration as part of a new and innovative initiative,ò Dr 
OôShea said. 
 
ñIn line with SRAôs strategy of investing in research that can be 
adopted on farm or in the mill, all applications will be assessed 
on the likelihood of the output benefitting the  industry.ò 

Applications must address one or more of the key focus areas 
identified in SRAôs five year Strategic Plan: 

 
1. Optimally adapted varieties, plant breeding and  release 
2. Soil health and nutrient management 
3. Pest, disease and weed management 
4. Farming systems and production management 
5. Milling efficiency and technology 
6. Product diversification and value addition 
7. Knowledge and technology transfer and adoption 
8. Capability development, attraction and retention 
 
ñSRA expects to see considerable competition from the research 
sector for these awards which are valued up to $15,000. 
 
ñSRA is committed to investing in new ideas and   innovation, and 
developing a highly-skilled research community with the 
knowledge and capability to meet the current and future needs of 
our industry,ò concluded Dr OôShea. 
 
Further information: 
Applications for the awards close on 19 December 2014. More 
information about the awards and application guidelines are avail-
able on the SRA website  
 
http://www.sugarresearch.com.au/page/Research_funding/Early-
career_and_Mid-career_Researcher_Awards/ 

 
 

0439 542 017 

New career research awards to 
grow innovation and capability in 
the Australian sugar industry 

This week Rob Eccles from MAPS in Mackay asks 
Brad Hussey about irrigation scheduling tools and how 
they can be used on a sugarcane farm.  Brad then 
shows Rob how these tools are installed.  

http://www.youtube.com/embed/RSc3n4M6wlU?list=UUlOgVIePyUBPn7mbmh2QkUw
http://www.sugarresearch.com.au/page/Research_funding/Early-career_and_Mid-career_Researcher_Awards/
http://www.sugarresearch.com.au/page/Research_funding/Early-career_and_Mid-career_Researcher_Awards/
http://www.youtube.com/embed/lcygtMt4GvA?list=UUlOgVIePyUBPn7mbmh2QkUw
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More cropping land offered greater protection 
  
Farmers will be given greater protections and opportunities to grow their businesses and create jobs with another three million 
hectares added to the strategic cropping land across the state. 
  
Deputy Premier Jeff Seeney, Agriculture Minister John McVeigh and Natural Resources Minister Andrew Cripps announced today 
the area of land protected in Queensland would increase by more than 40 per cent - from 7.23 million hectares to 10.17 million 
hectares. 
  
Mr Seeney said a new trigger map would include updated information from the Agricultural Land Audit and the Queensland Land 
Use Mapping Program. 
  
ñThis change delivers on our election promise to grow the economy and create jobs,ò Mr Seeney said. 
  
Todayôs announcement means a much larger area of valuable farming land in Queensland is classified as Strategic Cropping 
Land and offered protections under the new Regional Planning Interests Act 2014. 
  
ñShould a landholder not agree to a proposed resource activity on this newly added SCL, the resource company will need to go 
through a Regional Interest Assessment process, ending the prospect of landholders being taken to Land Court after 40 days. 
  
ñOur government has now extended its commitment to restore the balance of power between rural producers and resource 
companies to a whole new area of land.ò 
  
Mr McVeigh said the Queensland Government was working hard towards its goal of doubling agricultural production by 2040 and 
needed to ensure land best suited for cropping was protected. 
  
ñThe trigger map will be updated by the end of 2014 to ensure consistency with the Agricultural Land Audit and a range of 
government reforms,ò Mr McVeigh said. 
  
Natural Resources and Mines Minister Andrew Cripps said the updated trigger map would give more certainty to the agriculture 
and resources sectors by clearly identifying areas where approvals might be required. 
  
ñQueensland clearly needs both the agricultural and the resources pillars of our economy to grow together to create jobs for 
regional families,ò Mr Cripps said. 
  
ñBoth sectors must co-exist in order for Queensland to realise the full potential of both industries, and tools such as the trigger 
map will help us to achieve this outcome, by providing protection for our rural and regional communities and landholders.ò 
  
Updating the strategic cropping land trigger map complements the raft of planning reforms which the government has introduced 
including the identification of Priority Agricultural Areas. The trigger map will be continually refined to accurately identify 
Queenslandôs best cropping land. At the same time, new approaches to co-existence with other industries and land uses will be 
encouraged. 
  
Once finalised, the updated SCL trigger map will be available at:  
www.daff.qld.gov.au/environment/ag-land-audit/web-mapping-tool  

Representatives from Canegrowers Burdekin meeting with Deputy 

Premier Jeff Seeney in July on the topic of Developing Regional QLD 

a95L! 
w9[9!{9 

http://www.daff.qld.gov.au/environment/ag-land-audit/web-mapping-tool

