
 

 

 

27th March 2015  

 

Grain Trade Australia Board 
Grain Trade Australia Standards Committee 
C/o:  Mr Geoff Honey 
Grain Trade Australia  
Level 11, Royal Exchange Building  
56 Pitt Street  
SYDNEY NSW 2000  
 
To the Board & Standards Committee,  
 
Proposed GTA Standards 2015/16  
 

The Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF) Grains Group provides the following submission to the Grain Trade 
Australia (GTA) Standards Committee in relation to the Proposed GTA Standards 2015/16 Season review.   

In general VFF agree with the broad principles as outlined in section 8.3 of the member update. However VFF 
does have concerns with the procedure adopted by the Committee which gives rise to a number of concerns and 
areas for clarification. These issues are summarised below in GTA’s preferred format: 

 

Issue 1:  Lack of Transparency & Rationale 

While GTA have published the items of review being considered, and the draft findings of the committee and 
‘proposed changes’, GTA have not adequately detailed, quantified, or explained the rationale/justification of the 
proposed changes, or their potential market impact. Trial results and data referred to in section 8.2 do not appear 
to have been elaborated upon. 

Impact on Member Businesses 

A number of the proposed changes have potential for significant price and financial impacts for grain producers 
and the market nationally. That is a tightening of standards can/will result in producer’s grain being downgraded 
at significant price penalty. For example, the grade spread from milling to feed grades, or feed to lower grades.   

As the imposition of standards will impact price setting in the market, and the standards have been largely set by 
a collective committee dominated by grain companies, they have the potential to open the GTA and its members 
to challenge. 

Lack of detail or rationale make it difficult for members to assess the veracity of the proposed changes and 
provide relevant feedback. While the committee may have this information to hand it is not provided to the 
market. VFF note that earlier consultation papers regarding this review do include brief one-word notes as 
explanation, such as: ‘unsightly’, ‘taint’, ‘toxicity’, ‘feed impact’, ‘quarantine’, etc. However this is not sufficient 
detail to provide as rationale for changing a market standard that will have potentially significant market price 
impacts. 

Recommendation 

That GTA publish on its website, detailing the rationale/justification for the proposed changes including 
quantification of their market impact. This justification should be produced prior to the Committee making final 
recommendations or Board decision, and submissions sought accordingly. For example, if ‘quarantine’ is the 
reason for a particular weed seed, then GTA should detail the international markets with changed quarantine 
requirements for that seed and the acceptable levels that have been the basis for a recommended change. 



 

 

 
Issue 2:  Tolerance for Seed Pods Removed (8.4 & other sections related standards)    

Proposal that Weed Seed Pods be broken open and individual weed seeds counted. This appears a significant 
issue with potential to downgrade producers deliveries with subsequent impacts on pricing. Especially for 
Heliotrope where tolerance for weed seed pods has been removed and pods are proposed to be broken up. 

Impact on Member Businesses 

On face value without supporting data or justification this appears a significant change with potential to impact 
grain producer’s prices. Depending on the weed seed pod in question multiple seeds could result in downgrading 
from milling to feed grades for example.  

  Recommendation 

That the GTA Standards Committee provide justification for the proposed change including assessment of the 
potential market impact this may have on grain producers and other members/buyers.  

 
Issue 3:  Photos used for interpretation distributed for comment 

Proposed changes to photos should be made available for comment. 

Impact on Member Businesses 

Photos provide an interpretation of a standard, and therefore changing a photo can alter the interpretation of a 
grade standard and thus impact prices and markets (the exception possibly being inclusion of sound grain 
samples for comparison). For example, the interpretation of sprouting; mould damage; frost damage; etc.   

  Recommendation 

Proposed photos used to interpret standards published & distributed for comment prior to adoption. 

 
Issue 4:  Questions re Specific Weed Seeds   

Examples of some specific weed seed tolerance changes that may impact member businesses (not to be taken 
as a complete and exhaustive list). 

Grain Weed Seed Prior Standard New Standard 

 Type Tolerance Category Tolerance 

Wheat Multiple 7a Fed1 – Combined 100/0.5L E 20 individual/0.5L 

Saffron Thistle 6 Fed1 – Combined 100/0.5L C 10 individual/0.5L 

Barley Multiple – Cereal 
rye, Oats, vetch 

  General tightening of Feed standard? 

Oats Johnson Grass 5 Feed Combined 40/0.5L B 5 individual/0.5L 

Knapweed 5 Combined 40/0.5L C 10 individual/0.5L 

Wild Oats 8 Feed No.1 individual 100/0.5L D Feed No.1 individual 30/0.5L 

Triticale Columbus Grass 6 Combined 50/0.5L B 5 individual/0.5L 

Johnson Grass 6 Combined 50/0.5L B 5 individual/0.5L 

Knapweed 5 Combined 40/0.5L C 10 individual/0.5L 

 
  Impact on Member Businesses & Recommendation 

Examples such as those highlighted above may impact producers resulting in downgrading and final price 
penalties. As outlined above it is difficult to provide informed assessment without the rationale for the proposed 
changes. VFF again recommend that the reasoning/rationale and market impact are provided to assess whether 
these will have genuine market impact or are fair and reasonable changes to standards.  

 



 

 

Issue 5:  Agronomic Input & assessment 

VFF question what agronomic input has been received and incorporated in the assessment.  

Impact on Member Businesses 

Agronomic assessment is key to determining whether a proposed standard will have an impact on production 
and therefore on grain producers. Agronomic data as to whether a particular weed seed is prevalent or readily 
controlled, combined with empirical historical weed seed receival data, would assist the market understand 
whether a tightening of a standard will impact producers or not.  

Recommendation 

If not already done so, that the Committee directly approach the agronomy sector (agronomists/consultants) for 
an assessment, and make the results of this feedback available to the broader industry. 

 

 
The VFF Grains Group thank the Standards Committee for the opportunity to provide input into the review of 
grain standards. VFF Grains appreciate the time and effort the committee has put into this review, and as 
mentioned generally agree with the principles of the review. VFF’s primary concern is ensuring that the rationale 
for any proposed changes are transparent to industry and producers, and that the impact upon producers as well 
as members has been adequately assessed and quantified. Without detail or rationale it is difficult for members 
to assess the veracity of the proposed changes and provide more informed feedback.  
 
If you have any queries please do not hesitate to contact me at the VFF Grains Group Office. 
 
 
Yours sincerely,  
 

 
 
Stephen Sheridan 
VFF Grains Group Manager  
Victorian Farmers Federation 

 


