
Productivity Commission Inquiry into native vegetation and biodiversity regulations.
Tania Hall

NSW 

I hereby make submission to the above inquiry on behalf of the family partnership of DH & TL Hall of the above address.

Background information: - We own two adjoining properties with a combined area of 9912 hectares in the Bogan Shire, with enterprises being beef cattle, sheep for wool and approximately 400 hectares of crops annually. Property A (5671 hectares) is basically clear with cropping and good quality open native grasslands plus some scrub. Property B (4241 hectares) which was once open woodlands is now fence to fence scrub with only 1% clear to crop or provide grazing. Property areas are large due to the climate conditions; carrying capacity is based on the numbers of hectares required to carry an animal, not number of animals able to be carried on a hectare. Every hectare is needed to enable a viable, productive business. 

Survey on “how native vegetation and biodiversity/threatened species laws have impacted on our…” 

Farming practices (day to day operations)

Mustering livestock in dense scrub areas is difficult; stock can’t always be located to carry out treatments etc. For three years prior to the drought beginning July 2001 10% of ewes were lost from Property B because they could not be found to carry out treatments. Five to ten years ago one person could muster a paddock and carry out treatments in one day now at least two people and more days are required for the same job. During the current drought at least 4000 hectares (Property B) could not be used due to lack of any pasture and inability to find stock in this area for hand feeding. The effects of drought were experienced prematurely due to the lack of pasture in scrub areas. It is now almost three years since this area could be used for grazing. Currently Property B (4000 hectares) is carrying 300 wethers; this is very uneconomical and unproductive. 

Productivity (ability to develop existing or new land)

It is pointless applying to develop our land as the authorities have no idea what is required to conduct an agricultural business in this state. Land management required on our properties should not be referred to as clearing or developing, as the land was originally open productive woodland with ample pasture cover, any clearing should be regarded as land maintenance. Carrying capacity has always been conservative due to the uncertain climate, each year this property’s carrying capacity is reduced, due to invasive native vegetation. The scrub infestation is a product of the last 15 – 20 years. Normally the property is productive where it is open, but extreme pressure is put on these open areas by domestic livestock, uncontrolled numbers of feral and native animals and cropping, because of the inability to use the rest of the property productively. 

Sustainability (the ability to improve our land and the environment)

Under current legislation, particularly in regard to native vegetation, we can’t see our land being sustainable for our business or the environment, as the currently open areas will degrade due to the extra pressure put on them, and the scrub will become a denser monoculture. The cost now to reverse the problem would be high, but with a carefully planned program of clearing followed by cropping, productivity could be returned and be sustainable in the long term. To open up property B now requires heavy machinery to carry out the activity economically. We need to be able to crop newly cleared country to ensure the invasive scrub is kept under control before returning to pasture. Our long-term vision has always been to have productive native pastures; clearing invasive native vegetation followed by a cropping program is the only tool to economically acquire this vision in this region. Returning properties to how they were makes sense, the land and in turn the environment is suffering when it is supporting thick invasive scrub with bare ground. Without ground cover soil erosion occurs, this is evident on our properties. Also as mentioned earlier areas already open have extra pressure put on them not only by domestic livestock but uncontrolled native and feral animals. There is now a greater reliance on cropping as we can’t carry enough livestock to remain economically productive.
Property values and returns.

We valued property B at $250,000 10 years ago, now it unsaleable. As mentioned previously property B is carrying 300 wethers on 4000 hectares that means 13.33 hectares is needed to carry 1 dry sheep. Our rated carrying capacity for property B is 2000 dry sheep. Given each wether survives until shearing and cuts 6 kilograms of wool at 600 cents the table below show returns to property B.

	
	Wool Production
	Income from Wool
	Total Return

	300 wethers
	@ 6kg = 1800kg
	@ $6/kg 
	$10,800

	4000 Hectares
	
	
	$2.70 / hectare


Investment patterns (either on- or off-farm)

Unfortunately we have no resources left for investment on or off farm. Unless we can maintain what we have our future is uncertain. We are approaching retirement age and need to be able to sell our properties to be able to live in retirement. Our children don’t want to carry on the farm.


