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MCR is a member of ADIA and
abides by The Research Society’s
Code of Professional Behaviour.

The Code of Professional Behaviour can be downloaded at

www.theresearchsociety.com.au. Under the Code of Professional Behaviour

— information about Client’s businesses, their commissioned market research
data and findings remain confidential to the clients unless both clients and

researchers agree the details of any publications.

DISCLAIMER

As is our normal practice, we emphasise that any market size estimates or marketing recommendations in this report can be influenced
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Introduction

» Background

With the Great Barrier Reef under increasing pressure from a number
of threats, improving Reef water quality is a key priority for the Queensland
Government.

When it comes to the long-term survival of the Reef, the most manageable
impact is reducing pollutant run-off to local waterways. In particular,
sediment, nutrients, and pesticides affect the health of coral and seagrass
ecosystems.

The government has committed $270.1 million over five years to 2025-2026
to continue the Queensland Reef Water Quality Program, which funds a
range of projects working with industry, agricultural producers and
communities. The program supports the agricultural industry, driving
practice change through Reef protection regulations and voluntary support
programs for sugarcane, bananas, grazing, grains and horticulture”.

Social monitoring (surveying), in place since mid-2019, is conducted with
agricultural producers engaged in Queensland and Australian government
programs for Reef water quality. These optional surveys are used to assess
key factors that influence agricultural industries and producers to adopt land
management practices.

A Source: https://www.qld.gov.au/environment/coasts-waterways/reef/reef-program

» Project aims

In 2023, the (then named) Department of Environment and Science (the
department) identified that while the data collected in social monitoring
programs to date is useful, it is limited in terms of the practices and
industries covered and only includes information from program participants.

To broaden the scope of participants, the department engaged MCR in 2023
to undertake research with agricultural producers operating in the Great
Barrier Reef catchment areas.

The research aimed to provide insight into the attitudes, group norms,
behavioural control, motivations, barriers and triggers to participation, trust
and social norms. Both program participants and non-participants were
included.

The study provided a benchmark of social factors that influence agricultural
industries to adopt practice change and ultimately engage in environmental
stewardship.

In 2024-25, MCR was commissioned by the department (now named
Department of the Environment, Tourism, Science and Innovation) to
undertake the second wave of the quantitative research to identify changes
over time. This document is a report of the findings from this survey.
Throughout this document the survey period will be referred to as the 2025
survey.
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Method

Respondent

Sample

Fieldwork partner

Questionnaire

ITEM DETAILS

A multi-modal method was employed which included:

* Mailed hard-copy self-completion surveys (an introductory primary
approach letter — see adjacent — and reply-paid envelope were
included)

* Online self-completion (where email addresses were available
respondents were emailed a link, alternatively respondents could
access the online survey by using the QR code on the introductory
letter)

* Computer-assisted telephone interviewing (CATI) (respondents were
phoned directly and asked to participate).

Respondents to the study were producers in the Great Barrier Reef
catchment areas of Cape York, Wet Tropics, Burdekin, Mackay
Whitsunday, Fitzroy, and Burnett Mary regions.

Any grower or producer in the catchment area was permitted to take part
in the survey. Commaodities subject to Reef Water Quality regulations were
of special interest and have been discussed throughout this report —
namely grazing, sugarcane, grains, bananas and horticulture (other than
bananas). Both participants in funded Reef water quality programs and
non-participants were included. A detailed sample breakdown is included
in the Respondent Profile section of this report.

315 growers and producers completed the 2025 survey. A range of sample
sources were used to maximise sample size. These are discussed in detail
over the page.

MCR partnered with fieldwork suppliers Wallis Social Research and Q&A
Market Research to conduct the publishing, mailing, programming,
interviewing and data hosting tasks.

The draft questionnaire was prepared by the department and reviewed by
MCR. The 2024-25 survey included 4 new questions. The final instrument
used in 2024-25 is included at Appendix D.

[ ]

~

<<BARCODE_ID>>
<<CONTACT_NAME>>
<<TRADE_MAME>>

<<ADDRESS1>>

<<ADDRESSZ>>

<<SUBURB>> <<STATE>> <<PCODE>>

<<DATE>>
Project Ret:S117
Project ID: <<WID>>

Dear <<CONTACT_NAME==,

Land management through your eyes.

You are invited to share your thoughts on land management practices as a primary producer of growes opefating in the Great
Barrier Reef catchment area. This important research will help the Queensland Government, through the Department of
Erwironment, Science and Innovation, to improve our understanding of agricultural industries and to inform current and future
agricultural support programs.

‘Wallis Social Research (Wallis) and Market & Communications Researnch are conducting this survey on behalf of the
Queensiand Government.

The survey will typically take around 10-12 minutes to complete online.

Scan to complete
the survey

To complete the survey, you have three options:

S Complete the survey online by visiting go.wallis.social/<<WIDNOD>>
of scan the QR code on this letter. The survey is open from now until <<DATE=>.

QR CODE

Complete the attached paper guestionnaire and return it in the reply paid envelope
providad.

Complete over the phone by calling 1800 113 444 to arrange 8 time that suits
you over the next couple of weeks.

Project el 5117
D Mumber <<Wilb>

This is not an audit — all your answers will remain confidential.

The data you provide does not identify you in any way, and your responses are compiled anonymously. This aggregated, de-
identified data may be used in publications and reports. De-identified data may also be used for research and in these instances
may be provided to research institutions.

Your pefsonal information will be handled in sccordance with the information Privacy Act 2009. Wallis” Privacy Policy can be
wviewed at www.wallis.social/privacy.

As & token of our appreciation, everyone who completes the survey will be eligible to enter a prize draw for a 5300 eGift cand™*.

If you have any questions about the survey, contact Waillis on 1800 113 444 or email reefsurvey@®wallis. social quoting project
numbsar 5117

Thank you fior your time and participation.

Social Ressar: _\' The project is funded through the Queensland Governmeant’s
3 Queensland Reef Water Quality Program
MCR[=:— Qe

Primary approach letter included with mailed hardcopy surveys.
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Method (cont’d)

In the 2025 survey, the main sample source used by Wallis
was lllion (a commercial research sample provider).

Q&A used a primary producer list from Baron (a commercial
research sample provider).

In 2025, Wallis completed 97 surveys while Q&A completed
218 surveys. An additional 29 surveys were completed via an
open-link that was provided to grower groups for
distribution to members.

Sample outcomes, response rates and fieldwork dates

lllion sample collected by Wallis (2024-25)

Complete:
Online n=7
Hardcopy n=28 n=68
Telephone n=33
Refused (or unfulfilled appointment) n=29
Response rate 70%

Unusable sample _

Wrong number/fax/wrong business,

. . . . n=43
disconnected, business not in operation
No answer/answering machine/respondent
not available (these numbers were contacted =496
at least three times, on different days and at -
different times before being discarded)
Language barrier n=1
Appointment set but not available at time n=9
Screen out (not in Reef catchment area) n=6

Online: 19 November 2024 — 14 April 2025
Hardcopy: 19 November 2024 — 14 April 2025
Telephone: 4 December 2024 — 14 April 2025

Open online link

Complete n=29

Online: 19 November 2024 — 14 April 2025

Baron sample collected by Q&A (2025)

Complete:

Telephone n=218 n=218
Refused n=164
Response rate 57%

Unusable sample _

Wrong number/fax/wrong business,

. . . . n=1324
disconnected, business not in operation
No answer/answering machine/respondent
not available (these numbers were contacted n=1005
multiple times, on different days and at
different times before being discarded)
Language barrier n=
Partial completes n=17
Screen out (not in Reef catchment area) n=11

Telephone: 12 March — 13 April 2025
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Method (cont’d)

ITEM DETAILS

MCR conducted the data analysis using the program Q Research Software, a market research specific data analysis platform. Data
was subjected to tests of significance and they are highlighted as such through this report. No weighting was applied to the data.

Data analysis

Throughout the report, percentages are rounded to whole numbers. Some percentages may not add to 100% or sub-totals may not
Rounding appear as the sum of the individual items — this is due to rounding. Where percentages add up to more than 100% this may be due
to: the question being multiple response rather than single response or rounding.

Commentary throughout this report discusses findings by the total result as well as by sub-groups of interest (e.g. commodity,
region, funded program participation and demographics). While not all differences discussed are statistically significant, they are
mentioned in order to provide insight into trends in the data. The tables throughout highlight where results in one sub-group are
statistically different to others.

Commentary

Respondent confidentiality and information security was a key consideration when developing this methodology:

° All respondents were assured confidentiality. All data are reported in aggregate and at no time do we provide identifying
data to the client

° When collecting sensitive demographic information such as age, gender or other demographics there was an option for
respondents to indicate if they would prefer not to answer that question

° Participation was voluntary and respondents were reminded that they could stop the survey at any time

The research was conducted in accordance with the Information Privacy Act (IPPs) (2009)
A phone number and dedicated email address was made available for respondents to make contact with Wallis/Q&A if
needed

° MCR, Wallis and Q&A are members of the Australian Data and Insights Association (ADIA). ADIA is the peak industry body for
data, insights and research organisations in Australia. ADIA Trust Mark research organisations are compliant with the highest
ethical, quality and privacy standards

° MCR, Wallis and Q&A are members of The Research Society. The Research Society is Australia's largest research and insights
community. Members have access to the latest industry knowledge, tools, quality assurances and professional standards

° Wallis and Q&A are accredited with the relevant quality assurance standards: ISO 27001 and ISO 20252

Respondent confidentiality and
information security

° ISO 27001 is the highest standard for information security management systems, providing assurance that systems,
processes and people are keeping all data safe
° ISO 20252 is the international standard for market, opinion and social research and ensures all stages of the

research project are delivered to a quality that can be relied upon.
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P Project background

315 producers in the Great Barrier Reef Catchment
area participated in a survey between November
2024 and April 2025. Respondents could complete
the survey via hardcopy self-completion, online
self-completion or via telephone interview. This
was the second wave of the research, with wave 1
completed between April and June 2023 (n=154).

P Profile of respondents

Region

22%

; 17%
Wet Tropics 18%

17%

Mackay Whitsunday 10%

Fitzroy

Burdekin

m 2025 (n = 315)

Cape York 1%
P 3% m 2023 (n = 154)

Main commodity

18%
Sugarcane 15%
Horticulture (other 14%
than bananas) 16%
Grains (Broadacre 4%
cropping) 5%
Bananas 1%

W 2025 (n = 315)

Other 4%
L 8% W 2023 (n = 154)

Summary

Reef water quality program
participation

29% of respondents in relevant
commodities (e.g. grazing, grains,
sugarcane, bananas, horticulture) could
recall having participated in any funded
Reef water quality programs, for their
main commodity, since 2013 (consistent
with 31% in 2023).

The highest participation rates were
found among sugarcane growers (63%)
with graziers being the least likely to
participate (18%). 22% of
horticulture/banana growers and 36%
of grain growers indicated involvement.
Among all commodity groups,
participation was statistically consistent
with 2023.

When prompted with a list of funded

programs, the proportion of

respondents in relevant commodities

participating in each program was:

* Industry best management practice
programs (19%, 26% 2023)

* Sediment reduction or gully
remediation programs (15%, 15%
2023)

* Nutrient management planning
programs (14%, 17% 2023)

* Chemical improvement programs
(10%, 7% 2023)

* Irrigation management programs
(3%, 6% 2023).

As in 2023, most program participants
had taken part in more than one of the
prompted programs: 63% of program
participants had taken partin two or
more programs (70% in 2023). On
average participants had experience of
2.2 programs (2.3 in 2023).

Efforts to reduce pollutant

loss

(among non-program participants)

Of those who had not participated in
any funded Reef water quality
programs, 81% indicated they do use
practices to reduce pollutant loss in run-
off (e.g. chemicals, sediments or
nutrients) (consistent with 86% in
2023). 15% did not use any (7% in 2023)
while 2% were unsure.

29%

could recall
participating in
any funded
program since
2013
(31% 2023)

Participation in prompted funded
programs (among all respondents)

Industry best management
practice programs

Sediment reduction or gully
remediation programs

Nutrient management
planning programs
programs

Chemical improvement ' 10%

Irrigation management 3%
programs

Other

Don’t know

11

W 2025 (n = 274)

W 2023 (n=127)
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Soil management
Asked to all producers.

96(y As in 2023, almost all producers
Y (96%) in 2025 reported using at
used at least least one of the prompted soil

one prompted .
. management practices. All
soil management o o
practice findings were statistically
(96% 2023) consistent with 2023.

Grazing (n=187)

The majority of graziers reported using the three practices

prompted in the survey:

e Have a high amount of forage left in the paddock at the
end of the dry season (91%, 84% 2023)

* Manage areas of poor land condition so they can recover
(80%, 89% 2023)

* Areas close to streams are managed to have higher
levels of ground cover (73%, 79% 2023).

Sugarcane (n=56)

91% of sugarcane growers reported that they maintain high
ground cover during the wet season, especially in fallows
(87% 2023).

Horticulture (n=44)

98% of horticulturalists reported using the three practices

prompted in the survey (94% 2023):

* Maintain high ground cover on fallow areas (74%, 72%
2023)

* Maintain high ground cover on the inter-rows (tree
crops) (72%, 78% 2023)

* Use controlled traffic (58%, 61% 2023).

Grains (n=14)
93% of grain growers reported using the three practices
prompted in the survey (100% 2023):

* Maintain more high ground cover between October to
March (93%, 100% 2023)

* Have correctly designed and functional contour banks on

areas with more than 1% slope (86%, 86% 2023)

* Use controlled traffic farming practices (79%, 86% 2023).

Reasons for using soil management practices

The main reasons producers do or would use the prompted

soil management practices were:

* To improve soil health (60%, 65% 2023)

* To maintain and/or improve productivity (50%, 51%
2023)

* For the environment (30%, significantly less frequently
mentioned than in 2023 - 43%)

* To stop erosion (26%, significantly more mentioned than

in 2023 - 6%).

In 2025, respondents were less likely than in 2023 to cite

financial reasons (20%, 29% 2023), to improve the farm for

future land managers (18%, 31% 2023), to make managing

the farm easier (5%, 16% 2023), regulation compliance (3%,

9% 2023), or to meet consumer expectations (1%, 5%
2023).

Barriers to using soil management practices

The main challenges or barriers to using the prompted soil
management practices were:

*  Weather and seasonal issues (49%, 56% in 2023)

* Financial (36%, 44% 2023).

12

In comparison to 2023, respondents in 2025 were less likely
to mention additional administrative work (5%, 22% 2023),
concerns about production (4%, 10% 2025), or not having a
positive impact on the environment (<1%, 3% 2025) as
barriers. Weed control was more commonly mentioned as a
challenge in 2025 (7%, 2% 2023).

Other findings — soil management practices

93% of producers in 2025 indicated they expect at least
some positive result from using the prompted soil
management practices (consistent with 96% in 2023).

Consistent with 2023, 97% of producers in 2025 were
confident in their ability to use the prompted soil
management practices.

As in 2023, one in two producers felt that most or all
landholders they know or know of are using at least one of
the prompted soil management practices (49%, 47% 2023).
41% felt that some or half were using these practices (45%
2023), while 4% said none (2% 2023). 6% were unsure (6%
2023).



Summary (cont’d)

Nutrient management
Asked to sugarcane, horticulture and banana growers.

86%

used at least

96% of sugarcane, 73% of
horticulturalists and both banana
growers in our survey reported
using at least one of the prompted
nutrient management practices.

one prompted
nutrient management
Practice
(93% 2023)

Sugarcane (n=56)

96% of sugarcane growers reported that they use the least
amount of inputs as possible to reduce surplus nutrients
(91% in 2023).

Horticulture (n=44)

Although the decrease was not statistically significant, it
appears horticulturalists were less likely than in 2023 to use
a tailored, farm-specific Nutrient Management Plan (73%
used in 2025, 94% in 2023).

20% stated they do not use the practice and were not
planning to make changes (an increase from 0% 2023),
while 2% indicated they do not use but were planning to
make changes (0% 2023). 5% were unsure whether they
were engaged in this practice (6% 2023).

Reasons for using nutrient management practices

The main reasons producers do or would use the prompted

nutrient management practices were consistent with 2023:

e For financial reasons (52%, 57% 2023)

* To maintain and/or improve productivity (50%, 45%
2023)

e Toimprove soil health (36%, 34% 2023)

* For the environment (26%, 30% 2023)

e For regulation compliance (21%, 25% 2023).

In 2025 respondents were less likely than in 2023 to engage
in the practices to improve the farm for future land
managers (3%, 23% 2023).

Regulation compliance was most commonly cited as a driver
by sugarcane growers (33%) (7% among horticulture/
banana growers).

Horticulture/banana growers were more likely than
sugarcane growers to cite improving soil health (47%).

Barriers to using nutrient management practices

The most commonly mentioned challenges or barriers to
using the prompted nutrient management practices were:
* Financial (39%, 48% 2023)

* Weather and seasonal issues (36%, 43% 2023).

13

In comparison to 2023, respondents in 2025 were less likely
to mention additional administrative work as a barrier (4%,
23% 2023).

There were no significant differences between growers in
the barriers to using nutrient management practices.

Other findings — nutrient management practices

92% of sugarcane, horticulture and banana growers in 2025
indicated they expect at least some positive result from
using the prompted nutrient management practices (91%
2023). Sugarcane respondents were more likely than others
to indicate they expected no positive result (11%, 0%
among horticulture/banana growers).

97% of sugarcane, horticulture and banana growers in 2025
were confident in their ability to use the prompted nutrient
management practices (98% 2023).

65% of sugarcane, banana or horticulture growers in 2025
felt that most or all landholders they know or know of are
using at least one of the prompted nutrient management
practices (56% in 2023). 22% felt that some or half are using
such practices (30% 2023), while 5% felt no landholders
were using the practices. 8% were unsure (14% 2023).
Nutrient management practices were most likely to be
considered widespread by sugarcane growers (78%
all/most).



Summary (cont’d)

Irrigation management
Asked to sugarcane and horticulture growers*.

93%

used at least

94% of sugarcane growers and
93% of horticulturalists (who
irrigate) reported using at least

one prompted
irrigation management
practice
(91% 2023)

one of the irrigation management
practices. Results were
statistically consistent with 2023.

* Those who do not irrigate could select ‘not applicable’
and were removed from the analysis on these questions.

Sugarcane (n=56)

84% of sugarcane growers reported they ensure that
irrigation water applied matches crop demands (73%
2023). 81% indicated they maximise the tonnes of cane
grown per ML (53% 2023).

6% were not using any of the prompted practices and were
not planning to make changes (7% 2023).

Horticulture (n=44)

88% of horticulture respondents reported that they adjust
irrigation based on monitoring water use and soil moisture
(94% 2023). 48% agreed that they use an Irrigation
Management Plan across the whole of farm (56% 2023).

5% were not using any of the prompted practices and were
not planning to make changes (0% 2023) and 2% were
unsure (0% 2023).

Reasons for using irrigation management practices

The main reasons producers do or would use the prompted

irrigation management practices were:

* For financial reasons (57%, 64% 2023)

* To maintain and/or improve productivity (55%, 48%
2023).

19% cited improving soil health (30% 2023) and 8% cited
environmental reasons (a decrease from 24% in 2023).

Improving soil health was more commonly mentioned by
horticulturalists (29%) than sugarcane growers (6%).

Barriers to using irrigation management practices

The main challenges or barriers to using the prompted

irrigation management practices were:

* Financial (43%, 52% 2023)

* Weather and seasonal issues (16%, 30% 2023)

* Constraints related to availability of
contractors/equipment (15%, 18% 2023).

28% indicated there were no challenges of barriers to using
irrigation management practices (24% 2023).

Horticulturalists were more likely than sugarcane growers
to indicate there were no challenges (40%, 13% among
sugarcane).

Other findings — irrigation management practices

92% of sugarcane and horticulture growers in 2025
indicated they expect at least some positive result from
using the prompted irrigation management practices (91%
2023).

92% of sugarcane and horticulture growers in 2025 were
confident in their ability to use the prompted irrigation
management practices (97% 2023).

55% of sugarcane and horticulture growers in 2025 felt
that most or all landholders they know or know of were
using at least one of the prompted irrigation management
practices (47% 2023). 30% felt that some or half were
using (38% 2023), while 3% felt no landholders were using
these practices (0% 2023). 12% were unsure (16% 2023).

14



Summary (cont’d)

Pesticide management
Asked to sugarcane growers (n=56)

88% of sugarcane
growers reported
selecting lower risk
pesticides to
improve the quality
of water in local
waterways (91% in
2023).

2% were not using this practice but were
planning to make changes (4% 2023), while a
further 7% were not employing the practice
and not planning change (4% 2023). 4% were
unsure (0% 2023).

Reasons for using pesticide management

practices

The main reasons sugarcane growers do or

would use the prompted pesticide

management practices were:

* To maintain and/or improve productivity
(45%, 61% 2023)

* For financial reasons (38%, 52% 2023)

* Forthe environment (32%, 30% 2023)

* Toimprove soil health (21%, 22% 2023).

Barriers to using pesticide management

practices

The most commonly noted challenges or

barriers to selecting lower risk pesticides

were:

*  Weather and seasonal issues (39%, 57%
2023)

* Financial reasons (34%, 52% 2023)

* Government regulations (16%, 4% 2023)

* Concerns about production (11%, 13%
2023).

Other findings — pesticide management
practices

93% of sugarcane growers in 2025 indicated
they expect at least some positive result
from using the prompted pesticide
management practices (96% 2023).

96% of sugarcane growers in 2025 were
confident in their ability to use the prompted
pesticide management practices (100%
2023).

82% of sugarcane growers in 2025 felt that
most or all landholders they know or know
of were using at least one of the prompted
pesticide management practices (70% in
2023). 11% felt that some or half were using
(26% 2023), while 2% felt no landholders
were using such practices (0% 2023). 5%
were unsure (4% 2023).

Environmental markets initiatives
New in 2025

Participation

9% of respondents indicated they were
currently involved or had been involved
in environmental markets initiatives.
33% expressed an interest in
participating in the future, while 48%
had not been involved and were unlikely
to be involved in the future. 10% were
unsure.

The segments most likely to have been
involved in environmental markets
initiatives were horticulture/banana
(17%) and sugarcane (13%) growers.
Graziers (6%) and grain growers (7%)
were less likely to have participated.

Reasons for participation

The main reasons provided by

respondents for participating in

environmental markets initiatives

included:

* Financial incentives (43%)

* Environmental benefits (28%)

* Increased productivity of the land
(23%).

15

Barriers to participation

The most commonly mentioned barriers
to participating in environmental
markets initiatives were a lack of
awareness or knowledge (23%), cost
(22%), and not having the time (21%).

14% were concerned about possible rule
changes in the future, 13% felt it
wouldn’t positively impact their farm,
and 13% mentioned uncertainty about
monetary benefits/future prices of
credits.

Horticulture/banana growers were more
likely than others to cite the lack of
awareness/ knowledge about
environmental markets (36%, 23%
average). Sugarcane growers were more
likely than others to mention concerns
about productivity (19%, 9% average) or
a lack of trust for the organisations
running it (12%, 4% average).



Summary (cont’d)

Land management practices

Support from industry groups

64% of all survey respondents in 2025 considered that the
amount of support and advice provided by industry
groups and/or peak bodies about land management
practice was ‘about right’. 24% felt there was not enough
support and advice provided, while 4% received too
much. 8% of respondents were unsure. Results were
consistent with 2023.

Amount of support/advice provided by industry groups/peak bodies

2025
0, ()
n=311 24% 64% 4%
2023
0, 0, 0,
n=153 26% 61% 5%
H Too little B About right B Too much Don't know

Graziers were significantly /ess likely than other segments
to indicate the amount of support and advice provided
was ‘about right’ (58%). 28% of graziers felt there was
‘too little’ support provided.

Clarity of information from industry groups

46% of respondents felt the information provided by
industry groups and/or peak bodies about land
management practices was either somewhat clear or very
clear (46% 2023). 34% rated the clarity of information as
average/mid-point of scale (35% 2023). 13% of producers

believed the information provided was unclear (14%
2023). 6% were unsure (5% 2023). Sugarcane growers
were more likely than others to rate the information
provided as clear (70%, 46% average), while graziers
registered the lowest score (38% clear).

Level of trust in information sources

Respondents were asked to indicate the extent to which
they trust a range of sources on information or advice
about land management practices. Qualified private
agronomists were the most widely trusted source of
information (75%, 79% 2023) followed by industry peak
bodies (66%, 66% 2023), Queensland Department of
Agriculture and Fisheries* (64%, 62% 2023), or chemical
or fertiliser retailers (63%, 58% 2023).

38% of respondents indicated they trust the Queensland
Department of Environment, Science and Innovation (an
increase from 26% in 2023 when referred to as
Queensland government).

The Australian Department of Climate Change, Energy,
the Environment and Water (including Reef Trust)* was
the least widely trusted source of information (27%, 26%
2023).

Field days, workshops, grower events and shed meetings
74% of respondents agreed that field days, workshops,
grower events or shed meetings run in their area were
well worth the effort of attending (69% 2023). 53% felt
that such events were usually well attended by producers
(57% 2023).

In 2025 respondents were more likely than in 2023 to
indicate these opportunities were regularly available in
their area (49%, 39% in 2023).

Sugarcane growers were more likely than others to agree
events were worth the effort of attending (91%), were
well attended (68%), or regularly available in their area
(82%). Graziers were less likely than others to agree
events were well attended (47%) or regularly available in
their area (37%).

As in 2023, opinions were divided as to whether the
number of field days, workshops, grower events or shed
meetings run in their area for their main commodity were
about right (46%, 47% 2023) or too few (46%, 43% 2023).
Only 1% felt there were too many events (1% 2023), while
7% were unsure (10% 2023).

Graziers were the commodity segment most likely to rate
the number of field days, workshops, grower events or
shed meetings as being too few (54%, 46% average).

# Asked as Queensland Department of Agriculture and Fisheries extension officers in 2023
* Asked as Federal Government in 2023
The 2023 survey also included: Other growers/producers whose opinion | value (93% trust), Friends and family (77%) and Research institutions (72%). These were not included in 2025.




Summary (cont’d)

Actions that impact the Great Barrier Reef

Trustworthiness of science about the Great Barrier Reef
30% of respondents felt that science about the Great
Barrier Reef water quality was trustworthy (5%
completely, 25% somewhat) (29% trustworthy in 2023).
48% believed the science to be untrustworthy (18%

completely, 30% somewhat) (46% untrustworthy in 2023).

14% were neutral (20% 2023) while 8% were unsure (5%
2023).

Horticulture/banana growers were more likely than other
growers to feel the science was ‘completely trustworthy’
(11%, 5% average) or ‘neither trustworthy nor
untrustworthy’ (24%, 14% average). Sugarcane growers
were more likely than others to feel the science was
‘somewhat untrustworthy’ (42%, 30% average).

In comparison to 2023, graziers in 2025 were less likely to
indicate the science was ‘completely untrustworthy’ (18%
2025, 29% 2023).

Producers in the Burdekin region were more likely than
others to consider the science to be ‘completely
untrustworthy’ (33%, 18% average).

Perceptions of trustworthiness appeared to decrease as
age increased (37% rated as trustworthy for those born in
1971 or later, 30% for those born in 1961-1970, 26%
among those born in 1960 or earlier).

Perceptions of Government regulations for protecting
the Great Barrier Reef

In 2025 opinions were divided as to whether the
Government’s regulations for protecting the Reef’s water
quality are based on at least some evidence (45%) (some
evidence 35%, strong evidence 9%) or weak/no evidence
(45%) (38% weak, 6% no evidence).

The proportion of respondents providing a rating of
some/strong evidence significantly increased from 2023
(45% 2025, 33% 2023).

In 2025, graziers were significantly more likely than in
2023 to agree regulations were based on at least some
evidence (48% 2025, 26% 2023).

Producers in the Wet Tropics region were more likely than
others to consider regulations were based on weak
evidence (51%, 38% average).

Younger producers (bornin 1971 or later 53%) appeared
more likely than their older counterparts (1961-1970 45%,
1960 or earlier 39%) to consider regulations were based
on some/strong evidence.

Perceptions of the impact of water run-off on the Great
Barrier Reef

Most respondents (82%) felt that the quality of water that
runs off the land into waterways has at least some impact
on the Great Barrier Reef (85% 2023). 22% noted the
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impact was large or very large (19% 2023), while 60%
believed the impact to be only small or moderate (66%
2023). 7% felt the Reef was not impacted by the quality of
water run-off (8% 2023). 11% were unsure (7% 2023).

Those operating in the Burnett Mary region were more
likely than others to indicate there was a large/very large
impact (30%, 22% average), while those in the Wet
Tropics (48%) or Burdekin (49%) regions were more likely
than others to indicate there was a small impact (32%
average).

Perceptions of community actions and responsibility
Respondents were asked to reflect on their perceptions of
community actions and responsibility more broadly.

Most respondents agreed with the following statements:

* Itis the responsibility of everyone in my local area to
try to reduce their impacts on the Great Barrier Reef
(89%, 88% 2023)

* | feel morally obligated to reduce any impacts | might
personally have on the Great Barrier Reef (84%, 82%
2023)

*  Most people in my local area try to reduce any impacts
they might have on the Great Barrier Reef (63%, 68%
2023).

32% agreed that they cannot make a personal difference
in improving the health of the Great Barrier Reef (31%
2023). (57% disagreed, that is, they felt that they could
personally make a difference) (56% 2023).
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Conclusions

Participation in funded programs

While most producers in 2025 had not participated in
any funded Reef water quality programs over the past
ten years, at least eight in ten were already using one or
more land management practices that can improve the
quality of water in local waterways.

Some individual practices were, however, less widely
used, for instance using an Irrigation Management Plan
across the whole farm or using controlled traffic. If
relevant, there may therefore be opportunity to increase
adoption of these (and other less universally used)
practices.

Sugarcane growers were the commodity type most likely
to have participated in funded programs, if appropriate,
targeting other producers (especially those involved in
grazing and horticulture) may be worthwhile.

Barriers to adopting land management practices
Financial concerns remain a key barrier to adopting a
range of land management practices, however only a
minority reported having accessed funded water quality
programs in the past. Continued promotion and/or
extension of financial supports and funded programs is
recommended. It is also worthwhile noting that financial
benefits continue to be a driver to using a practice and
explanation of the financial benefits, where available,
would also therefore be worthwhile.

Weather and seasonal issues were another barrier to
uptake of land management practices. Acknowledging
this reality in communications and in program and
reporting design may be worthwhile to help build trust
and acceptance.

It appears administrative issues were less of a barrier for
respondents in 2025 than in 2023. Ongoing efforts to
ease the administrative burden are therefore
recommended.

Constraints around the availability of contractors and
equipment continue to present challenges. Ongoing
efforts to address the supply pipeline are suggested.

Drivers to using land management practices

Financial benefits, improved productivity, and improved
soil health were the primary drivers to using land
management practices. Environmental benefits remain a
secondary driver and were even less frequently cited
than in 2023 — this may indicate messaging about other
benefits are reaching the target audience. Continued
promotion of the full range of benefits is recommended.

Those who had participated in a paid program were
likely to have participated in multiple programs. This
may indicate that these producers had a positive
experience. Consideration of ways to encourage word of
mouth recommendation by current users to potential
users is recommended. It may also be the case that past
participants could be targeted for further participation
as programs are evolved or extended.
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Environmental markets

Past or current participation in environmental markets
initiatives was limited, but a third expressed an interest
in participating in the future. The main barrier to
participation was a lack of awareness. Promotion of
these initiatives highlighting the financial, environmental
and increased productivity benefits is recommended. A
check on the time and effort required to participate may
also be worthwhile.

Expectations, personal capability and social norms
Most producers expected a positive result from adoption
of land management practices, and most were confident
with the application of such practices. There continues
to be a relatively low level of trust in the science,
however respondents in 2025 appeared more willing to
concede regulations were based on some/strong
evidence. This may indicate recent efforts in this area
are impactful and ongoing attention is suggested.

As in 2023, most producers felt a moral obligation to
take action to protect the Reef, one third however felt
powerless to make a difference. Continuing to
demonstrate positive outcomes of land management
practices, translated to an individual level impact, is
recommended.

Trust in science and acceptance of regulations generally
decreased with age. Messages about these issues may
therefore need to be more frequent, more detailed, and
more tailored for older producers.
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Conclusions (cont’d)

Information and support

One in four felt there was not enough information or
support about land management practices and one in
two felt that the clarity of information provided was
average or somewhat unclear.

Graziers were the least likely group to consider
information to be clear and the most likely to indicate
the amount of support and advice provided was
insufficient.

A review of the way information and support is provided

(especially for the graziers), to check for opportunities
for improvement, may be beneficial.

Government was one of the less trusted sources of

Field days, workshops, grower events or shed meetings

Field days and other similar events were generally
considered worthwhile and most thought they are
usually well attended. Five in ten indicated that such
events are run on a regular basis in their local area.

Graziers were the most likely to rate the number of
events as being too few. A review of the offering for
graziers is therefore suggested.

information, however it appears efforts to increase trust
in the information provided by Queensland Government,
particularly the Department of Environment, Science and

Innovation, have been successful*. Continued
collaboration with other agencies or groups such as

agronomists, research institutions, peak bodies and NRM

groups is recommended.

* Ratings of trustworthiness were asked as Queensland Government in 2023 and Queensland Department of Environment, Science and Innovation in 2025



Reef Water Quality
Snapshot 2025

» PARTICIPATION IN REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS

29% HAVE PARTICIPATED IN WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS

(31% 2023)
0,
63%1 36% o 225 18%
Sugarcane Grains® o::;‘ua:;re/ Grazing

ML Arrows indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval

» ENVIRONMENTAL MARKETS INITIATIVES (new in 2025)

42% HAVE PARTICIPATED OR ARE LIKELY TO PARTICIPATE

(9% Have / 33% Likely)

REASONS FOR PARTICIPATING

(TOP 3)
Financial incentives 43%

Environmental benefit  28%
Increased productivity  23%

A Caution small cell size <n=30: Bananas (n=2), Grains (n=14)

BARRIERS TO PARTICIPATING

Lack of awareness 23%
Cost 22%
Time 21%

» TRUSTWORTHINESS OF INFORMATION SOURCES

ACTIONS THAT IMPACT THE GREAT BARRIER REEF

% TRUST

75%

Qualified private agronomists
79%

66%
Industry peak bodies
66%
Qld Department of Agriculture 64%
and Fisheries# 62%
63%
Chemical or fertiliser retailers
58%

Natural Resource Management 7%
groups 64%
- 51%
Productivity groups
54%
38% A

Qld Dept. of Environment,
Science and Innovation* 26%

27%
26%
W 2025 m2023

Aust. Dept. of Climate Change,
Energy, Environment and Water+

A v Arrows indicate a significant change from the previous wave at the 95% confidence interval

# Asked as Queensland Department of Agriculture and Fisheries extension officers in 2023

" Asked as Queensland Government in 2023 * Asked as Federal Government in 2023

The 2023 survey also included: Other growers/producers whose opinion | value (93% trust),
Friends and family (77%) and Research institutions (72%). These were not included in 2025.

% AGREE
It is the responsibility of everyone in my 89%
local area to try to reduce their impacts
on the Great Barrier Reef _ 88%
| feel morally obligated to reduce any 84%
impacts | might personally have on the

Most people in my local area try to 63%
reduce any impacts they might have on

the Great Barrier Reef 68%

| cannot make a personal difference in 32%
improving the health of the Great
Barrier Reef - 31%
2025 m 2023

Impact of water run-off on Great Barrier Reef

Very large/ large impact M Moderate/ small impact No impact M Not sure



Industry Groups and Field Days Snapshot

4 ADVICE FROM INDUSTRY GROUPS 4 FIELD DAYS
Amount Number of field days
Higher among: || Lower among: Higher among: Higher among: Lower among:
Sugarcane Grazing Sugarcane Grazing Sugarcane
79%1 58%.4 9%+ 54%1 29%4

|

HToo little ® About right Too much MW Not sure H Too few About right Toomany M Not sure

Field days are...

Clarity % agree Higher among:  Lower among:
Higher among: Higher among: | | Lower among: ) 74% Sugarcane
Grazing Sugarcane Grazing Worth it _ 69% 91%+
()
39%+ 70%1 38%¢
l ‘ ‘ 53% Sugarcane Grazing
2025 13% 34% 46% 6% Well-attended o o
° ; ; ; I -7 68%1 47%.
49% A ) Grazi
2023 14% 35% 46% 5% Regular : oy n ok
I o 82%1 37%.
Unclear B Average HEClear H Not sure 2025 m2023

ML Arrows indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval; A Caution small cell size 4 ¥ Arrows indicate a significant change from the previous wave at the 95% confidence interval



Management Practices Snapshot 2025

» SOIL MANAGEMENT

0
PRACTICES — PROMPTED PRACTICES 96%

use
(96% 2023)

Not sure
1% % use 2023

Use B Don't use, but plan to B Don't use & don't plan to

Grazing 97% % 99%

Grains? 93% 7% 100%
4%

Sugarcane 91% 5% 87%

Horticulture/
BEREREN

Z[ EL

98%

REASONS FOR USING (TOP 3) Especially noted by:

Grains, Sugarcane,

s et L 60% Horticulture/bananas

Maintain/improve o . .

productivity 50%  Grazing, Grains
30%v

% ‘extremely’ or
‘'very’ confident in
using

Expected positive impact

B Moderate/small ®None m Not sure

% 3%

Very large/large

Grazing 45%
Grains? 79% 93%
5%
Sugarcane 52% 36% 7% 75%
Horticulture
/ 35% 52% 7% 78%

CENERES

Results for impact and confidence were statistically consistent with 2023

P IRRIGATION MANAGEMENT

0
PRACTICES — PROMPTED PRACTICES 37

use
(91% 2023)
Use H Don't use & don't plan to Not sure
% use 2023
Sugarcane 94% 80%

Horticulture 93%

Financial reasons 57% Both segments
Maintain/improve ®

. . Both t
productivity 55% Both segments

Financial 43% Sugarcane
Weather/seasonal issues 16% Both segments
Availability labour/equip. 15% Sugarcane

% ‘extremely’ or

Expected positive impact
o o o 'very’ confident in

Very large/large M Moderate/small ®None M Not sureuswlg

Sugarcane 58% 35% 6% 78%
2%

Horticulture 62% 81%

Results for impact and confidence were statistically consistent with 2023

™ Arrows indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval; ~ Caution small cell size 4 ¥ Arrows indicate a significant change from the previous wave at the 95% confidence interval




Management Practices Snapshot 2025

» NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT
PRACTICES — PROMPTED PRACTICES

86%

use
(93% 2023)

Use mDon'tuse, butplanto M Don't use & don't planto M Not sure

Sugarcane 96%

0,
2% 2%
91%

2% 4%

Horticulture/
ECERERENS

% use 2023

REASONS FOR USING (TOP 3) Especially noted by:

Maintain/improve
productivity

Financial 39% Sugarcane
Weather/seasonal issues 36% Both segments
Time 12% Horticulture/bananas

Expected positive impact
% ‘extremely’ or
'very’ confident in

Very large/large ® Moderate/small ® None Not sure using

0,

Sugarcane 40% 49% 11% 78%
4%

Horticulture/

BEREREN

Results for impact and confidence were statistically consistent with 2023

» PESTICIDE MANAGEMENT
PRACTICES — PROMPTED PRACTICES

B Use m Don't use, but planto ®Don't use & don't plan to M Not sure

2% 4% % use 2023

Weather/seasonal issues 39%
Financial 34%
Government regulations 16%

% ‘extremely’ or
'very’ confident in

m Not sure USING

Results for impact and confidence were statistically consistent with 2023

Expected positive impact

M Very large/large ™ Moderate/small ® None

2%

™ L Arrows indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval; A Caution small cell size

A v Arrows indicate a significant change from the previous wave at the 95% confidence interval
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Respondent profile
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Respondent
Profile -
Demographics

D1 - In which decade were you born?

Base: All respondents

Prior to 1941

B,

D2 - How do you describe your gender?

Base: All respondents

0,
o Man or male 77%
1941101950 | 075 0, 73%
195110 1900 . 30%;
0,
161101570 . 7 woman o femse [
1971101980 | 1706
0, (o)
198110 1930 - 91"26 Other / non-binary | <1%
1991102000 [ fop
= 2025 | 2025
9 -_—
After2001 | <1% n=315 Not Answered/Prefer 1% n=315
Not Answered/Prefer not to l %y 2073 not to answer 1% m 2023
answer % 154 n=154
n=
D3 - Do you identify as an Aboriginal and/or D4 - What is the highest level of education you
Torres Strait Islander? have completed?
Base: All respondents Base: All respondents
School education (Up to Year 10) m/35%
96% 0
No 97% . 2
School education (Year 12) - 2214)
. fe 0,
Aboriginal 13’ Certificate ‘2{07%
(o]
. 0,
Diploma ‘O{a%
Torres Strait Islander Advanced Diploma/Associate Degree . 3"1(%’
0,
o Bachelor Degree - &(%A)
Abosrlgln.all E:nddTorres ‘ <1% Bachelor Honours Degree/Grad ' 2%/%
trait Islander . °
2025 Certificate/Grad Diploma ; =2025
= Postgraduate D ¥ -
Prefer not to answer/Not | 3% n=315 ostgraduate Degree [ 36 n=315
Answered 2% m 2023 Prefer not to answer/Not Answered hl%% W 2023
n=154 n=154
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LEIEE  Respondent Profile - Farm Characteristics

Region Q2 - Which type of agricultural commodity do you Q3 - Thinking about the commodity you MAINLY
MAINLY grow or produce? farm and including all properties currently under
Base: All respondents production/grazing, how many hectares of land

— R wouldthis involve?

Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer
Fitzro 25% 55%

Base: All respondents

Sugarcane 15%
° Horticulture (other than 14% 101-500 31%
bananas) 16% ) 29%
: 12%
Burdekin - 17% Grains (Broadacre l 1%
i 5%
ackay Whitsunday 9% m 2025 Bananas 12%% m 2025 w2025
n =315 n=315 12% n=274
s ° 1000 |
Cape York h 3% = 2023 Other L4/§% = 2023 19% 2023
n =154 n =154 n=125
Q4 - How long have you been in the agricultural Q5 - How likely are you to be actively involved in
industry? operating your business for the next 5-10 years?
Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer

Less than 1 year

2025
1-10years | 5o N =270 48% 21% v | 13% 6%

11 - 20 years - %‘é’)

2023
0, 0, 0, 0, %5%
21-30verrs | J4% n=127 s o

12%
31-40 years - 19% B Extremely likely
17% .
H Very likely
41 - 50 years _ %%‘;//o m 2025 m Moderately likely
° .
n=273 B Somewhat likely
0 .
1
n=126 m Don't know
In the 2023 sample, 9 graziers and 6 horticulturalists incorrectly selected ‘other commodity’. In the 2025 sample, 29 graziers incorrectly selected ‘other commodity’. A'v Arrows indicate a significant change from the previous wave at the 95% confidence interval
0

These respondents have been recoded as graziers/ horticulturalists, however some questions that were specific to graziers/ horticulturalists were skipped.
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1.0 Reef water quality program participation

Reader note:

Commentary throughout this report discusses findings by the total result as well as by sub-groups
of interest (e.g. commaodity, region, funded program participation and demographics). While not
all differences discussed are statistically significant, they are mentioned in order to provide
insight into trends in the data. The tables throughout highlight where results in one sub-group
are statistically different to others.
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1.1 Participation in funded
Reef water quality programs Vour i commodity s 20157 Y Programs r

Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer 2025
% ‘yes’
2023
29% of respondents in relevant commodities (i.e. grazing, grains, sugarcane, bananas,
horticulture) could recall having participated in any funded Reef water quality Total
programs, for their main commodity, since 2013 (consistent with 31% in 2023). n=274 31%

Sub-group findings

Commodity findings

The highest participation rates were found among sugarcane growers (63%), graziers )
were the least likely to participate (18%). 22% of horticulture/banana growers and 36% ﬁlelgg
of grain growers indicated involvement.

28%

Among all commodity groups, participation was statistically consistent with 2023.

Grains (Broadacre cropping)

Regional findings
n=14n

Mackay Whitsunday operators (58%) were the most likely regional segment to report
participating in funded programs. Lowest program uptake was noted among

0%

respondents operating in the Burnett Mary (17%) or Cape York* (0%) regions.
Participation in other regions was in line with the average.

Sugarcane
Other findings n=>56
Highest participation was noted among those born in 1971 or later (aged under 55
years) (42%) while lowest participation was evident among those born in 1960 or earlier

57%

(aged 65+ years) (21%).
Horticulture + Bananas

Higher than average participation was also noted among those with a bachelor degree n =46

or above (44%), those who have been in the agriculture industry for 30 years or less

(42%), or those with 101-500 hectares under production (42%) (29% average).

29%

HYes H No H Don't know

™ Arrows indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval

* Only 1 respondent from Cape York answered this question in 2025 » Caution small cell size



¢ 1.1 Participation in funded Reef water quality programs by region and reef program and demographics %0

Q6 - Have you participated in any funded Reef water quality programs for your main commodity since 2013? by Region & Reef Program

REGION
Column %
Total Cape York We.t Burdekin Mackay Fitzroy Burnett
n=274 n=1A Tropics =35 Whitsunday n=59 Mary
n=48 n=31 n =100
Yes 29% 33% 37% 58% 1 25% 17%
No 68% 100% 67% 57% 39% 68% 81% 1
Don't know 3% 6% 3% 3% 2%

Q6 - Have you participated in any funded Reef water quality programs for your main commodity since 2013? by Demographics

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/
9 1971 or 1961 to 1960 or School Diploma Bachelor 30 yrs or
Column % Total . Male Female - degree or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs |100orless| 101-500 |501-10,000| 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education | /Advanced less
n=274 n=213 n=57 . above n=123 n=85 n =68 n=84 n=89 n=33
n=71 n=81 n=116 n =154 Diploma n=65
n=45
n=73

Yes 29% 42% 30% 21% 1 28% 33% 22% 32% 44% 42% 27% 22% 12% 4 42% 26% 39%
No 68% 49% | 69% 78% T 69% 63% 75% 1 64% 53% | 51% 72% 76% T 88% 1 54% |, 71% 55%
Don't know 3% 7% T 1% 1% 2% 2% 3% 3% 2% 6% T 2% 5% 2% 3%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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1.2 Reef water quality programs participated in

When prompted with a list of funded programs, the

proportion of respondents in relevant commodities

participating in each program was:

* Industry best management practice programs (19%,
26% 2023)

e Sediment reduction or gully remediation programs
(15%, 15% 2023)

* Nutrient management planning programs (14%, 17%
2023)

e Chemical improvement programs (10%, 7% 2023)

e Irrigation management programs (3%, 6% 2023).

Participation in all programs was statistically consistent
with 2023.

As in 2023, most participants had taken part in more
than one of the prompted programs: 63% of program
participants had taken part in two or more programs
(70% in 2023). On average participants had experience
of 2.2 programs (2.3 in 2023).

Sub-group differences

Commodity findings

Sugarcane growers were more likely than others to
have participated in more than one program (86%, 63%
average). In particular, they were more likely than
others to have participated in nutrient management
planning (52%), industry best management practice
(50%), chemical improvement (38%) or irrigation
management (14%) programs.

Graziers were less likely than others to have
participated in industry best management practice (9%)
(noting that there has not been a Grazing Best

Management Practice Program since 2019), nutrient
management planning (3%), chemical improvement
(1%) or irrigation management (0%) programs. Since
2023, significant declines in participation among
graziers were noted for industry best management
practice (9% 2025, 18% 2023) and nutrient
management planning (3% 2025, 12% 2023). In 2025,
the program most likely to be participated in by graziers
was sediment reduction (15%).

Among grain growers, the most reported programs
were industry best management practice (29%),
sediment reduction (29%), or nutrient management
(21%).

Among horticulture/banana growers, the programs
most likely to be participated in included industry best
management practice (13%) or sediment reduction
(9%).

Regional findings

Participation in all programs was higher than average in
the Mackay Whitsunday region. Participation in
nutrient management was higher than average in the
Wet Tropics region (these regions had a higher than
average proportion of sugarcane respondents).

Participation in most programs was lowest in the
Burnett Mary region (primarily grazing and horticultural
respondents) reflecting on ground investment.

Burnett Mary respondents on average took partin 1.59
programs (the lowest regional average). More detail is
provided in the tables following.

Q6a - Which of the following Reef water quality programs

have you participated in?

Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer

Industry best management practice
programs

Sediment reduction or gully
remediation programs

19%
26%

15%
15%

Nutrient management planning 14%
programs 17%

0,
Chemical improvement programs m/ 10%
0

- 3%
Irrigation management programs 6%
(o]

0,
Don’t know ' 1%

m 2025
n=272

W 2023
n=127

1%
2023 2025
[
Column % n =40 n=79
One 30% 37%
2 or more 70% 63%
Average 2.33 2.23
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interval

Q6a - Which of the following Reef water quality programs have you participated in? by COMMODITY by Year

1.2 Reef water quality programs participated in by commodity

Total Grazing Grains (Brf)adacre Sugarcane Horticulture + Bananas
cropping)
Column %
2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025
n=127 n=272 n=76 n =156 n=7/A n =147 n=237 n =56 n=21n n =46
Industry best management 26% 19% 18% 9% ¥ 29% 57% 50% 29% 13%
practice programs
Sediment reduction or gully 15% 15% 17% 15% 29% 22% 20% 5% 9%
remediation programs
Nutrient management 17% 14% 12% 3% ¥ 21% 39% 52% 14% 2%
planning programs
Chemical improvement 7% 10% 4% 1% 7% 26% 38% 4%
programs
Irrigation management 6% 3% 1% 17% 14%4 14% 2%
programs
Other 2% 3% 1% 4% 4% 2%
Don’t know 1% 1% 1% 1% 4%
Q6a - Among program participants, number of Reef water quality programs participated in. by COMMODITY by Year
Total Grazing Grains (Brf)adacre Sugarcane Horticulture + Bananas
cropping)
Column %
2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025
n=40 n=79 n=21n n =297 n=0/A n=5" n=137 n=35 n=6" n=107
One 30% 37% 38% 55% 20% 23% 14%, 17% 70%
2 or more 70% 63% 62% 45% 80% 77% 86% 83% 30%
Average 2.33 2.23 2.00 1.72 2.40 2.92 2.801 2.17 1.60
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A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; 1\, Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval A v indicate a significant difference from the previous wave at the 95% confidence
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1.2 Reef water quality programs participated in by region and reef program

Qé6a - Which of the following Reef water quality programs have you participated in? by Region & Reef Program

REGION CROSS-PARTICIPATION IN REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS
Sed.
Column % i . i igati
o Total Cape York We.t Burdekin Mackay Fitzroy Burnett Industry Nutrient reduct./ (.Ihemlc?l Irrigation
=272 n=1n Tropics =35 Whitsunday =57 Mary best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
- - n=48 - n=31 - n =100 n=>52 n=37 remed. n=26M n=97
n=42
Industry best management 19% 29% 23% 39% 1 19% 7% 4 100% 84% 1 62% 81% 78%
practice programs
sediment reduction orgully | o/ 10% 23% 32% 23% 6% 50% 46% 100% 1 | 46% 44%
remediation programs
Nutrient management 14% 29% 11% 39% 9% 2%, 60% 100% 1 | 40% 88% 89%
planning programs
Chemical improvement 10% 17% 9% 35% 1 4% 2% 1 40% 62% 1 29% 100% 89%
programs
Irrigation management 3% 3% 19% 1 2% 13% 22% 1 10% 31% 100%
programs
Other 3% 4% 5% 6% 7%
Don’t know 1% 3% 1P

Q6a - Among program participants, number of Reef water quality programs participated in. by Region & Reef Program

REGION REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)

Column % Mackay Burnett Industry Nutrient Sed. Chemical Irrigation
° Total Cape York | Wet Tropics| Burdekin . Fitzroy reduct./ . \
Whitsunday Mary best mgt mgt improv't mgt
n=79 n=0A" n=16" n=137 n=157 gully remed.
n=18" n=177 n=>52 n=37 n=26" n=9"
n=42

One 37% 6% 54% 33% 27% 65% 12% 8% 29% 8%
2 or more 63% 94% 46% 67% 73% 35% 88% 92% T 71% 92% 100%
Average 2.23 2.56 1.85 2.83 2.20 1.59 2.69 3.14 248 1 3.46 4.00

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025

; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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1.2 Reef water quality programs participated in by demographics *

Q6a - Which of the following Reef water quality programs have you participated in? by Demographics

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/
9 1971 or 1961 to 1960 or School Diploma Bachelor 30 yrsor
Column % Total . Male Female - degree or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs |100o0rless| 101-500 |501-10,000( 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less
n=272 n=212 n=56 . above n=123 n=84 n =68 n=284 n=288 n=32
n=70 n=81 n=116 n=153 Diploma n=64
n=45
n=72
Industry best
management practice 19% 30% 1 19% 13% 19% 18% 16% 19% 27% 31% 1 18% 12% 7% 30% T 17% 22%
programs
Sediment reduction or
gully remediation 15% 21% 15% 12% 13% 23% 12% 17% 24% 19% 14% 15% 4% 15% 17% 34% 1
programs
Nutrient management |, ,,, 20% 16% 8%l | 16% 7% 14% 11% 16% 20% 16% 5% J 4% | 29% 1 | 10% 3%
planning programs
Chemical
improvement 10% 13% 10% 7% 11% 4% 10% 8% 9% 16% 10% 5% 6% 19% 6% 3%
programs
Irrigation
management 3% 3% 6% 2% 4% 4% 3% 2% 3% 4% 2% 3% 6% 2%
programs
Other 3% 4% 2% 2% 1% | 7% T 1% 4% 1% 5% 2% 2% 1% 2% 5%
Don’t know 1% 4% 1 1% 2% 1% 4% 1 3% 1% 2% 3%
Q6a - Among program participants, number of Reef water quality programs participated in. by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/|
9 1971 or 1961 to 1960 or School Diploma Bachelor 30 yrs or
Column % Total . Male | Female X P degreeor | " Y 31-50yrs | 51+yrs [100o0rless| 101-500 |501-10,000| 10,001+
n=79 later 1970 earlier n=59 =194 education |/Advanced above less n=33 n=19A n=8A =35 n = 23A n=13A
- n=30 n=24n | n=24n - - n=34 | Diploma n=27A - - - - - -
n =207
n=237
One 37% 37% 33% 42% 34% 47% 29% 39% 45% 33% 33% 47% 50% 26% 39% 54%
2 or more 63% 63% 67% 58% 66% 53% 71% 61% 55% 67% 67% 53% 50% 74% 61% 46%
Average 2.23 2.23 2.29 2.08 2.37 1.79 2.56 1 1.96 1.95 2.30 2.39 1.84 2.25 2.49 2.17 1.62

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval



1.3 Efforts to reduce pollutant loss

(among non-program participants)

Of those who had not participated in any funded Reef water quality programs, 81%
indicated they do use practices to reduce pollutant loss in run-off (e.g. chemicals, sediments
or nutrients) (consistent with 86% in 2023). 15% did not use any (7% in 2023) while 2% were
unsure.

Sub-group findings

Commodity findings

Among those who have not participated in funded programs, use of practices to reduce
pollutant loss in run-off was higher than average (81%) among horticulture/banana growers
(94%).

Graziers (who have not participated in funded programs) were more likely than other
commodity producers to indicate they do not use practices to reduce pollutant loss in run-
off (20%, 15% average).

Regional findings

All regions reported a high use of practices to reduce pollutant loss in run-off. These
practices were most commonly reported in the Wet Tropics (91%), Burdekin (85%) and
Fitzroy (85%). Use of practices to reduce pollutant loss in run-off was lower than average in
Burnett-Mary (74%).

Other findings
Use of practices to reduce pollutant loss in run-off was higher among males than females
(84%, 67% females).

Those more likely than average to indicate they do not use practices to reduce pollutant loss
in run-off were those born in 1960 or earlier (aged 65+ years) (22%), females (31%), or
those with school being their highest level of education (20%) (15% average).

Q6b - You answered ‘No’ to having participated in funded Reef water quality
programs for your main commodity since 2013. Which of the following best

describes your situation?
Base: Respondents who have not participated in funded programs

Do use practices to reduce pollutant loss in 81%
run-off 86%
Do not use practices to reduce pollutant loss 15%
in run-off 7%

3%
Other I 4% 2025
n =185
o W 2023
Don't know 2% n=81
2%
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1.3 Efforts to reduce pollutant loss (among non-program participants) by commodity

Q6b - You answered ‘No’ to having participated in funded Reef water quality programs for your main commodity since 2013. Which of the following best describes your situation? by COMMODITY BY YEAR

Total Grazing Grains (Br?adacre Sugarcane Horticulture + Bananas
cropping)

Column %

2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025

n=81 n =185 n=52 n=124 n=77 n=8" n=9/7 n=197 n=13/2 n=34
Do use practices to reduce 86% 81% 85% 76% 86% 75% 89% 89% 92% 94%1
pollutant loss in run-off
Do not use prafctlces to reduce 7% 15% 12% 20% 1 13% 5%
pollutant loss in run-off
Other 4% 3% 2% 3% 11% 8% 6%
Don't know 2% 2% 2% 1% 14% 13% 5%

Base: Respondents who have not participated in funded programs

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; 1, Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval A v indicate a significant difference from the previous wave at the 95% confidence

interval
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1.3 Efforts to reduce pollutant loss (among non-program participants) by region and demographics

Q6b - You answered ‘No’ to having participated in funded Reef water quality programs for your main commodity since 2013. Which of the following best describes your situation? by Region

REGION

Column % Total Cape York | Wet Tropics Burdekin Wm:si:(:c‘i,a Fitzroy Burnett Mary

n=185 n=1n n=32 n =20 o) n =40 n=80
Do use practlcgs to reduce 81% 100% 91% 85% 75% 85% 74% 4,
pollutant loss in run-off
Do not use prafct|ces to reduce 15% 3% 4 15% 25% 13% 19%
pollutant loss in run-off
Other 3% 6% 3% 4%
Don't know 2% 4% 1

Q6b - You answered ‘No’ to having participated in funded Reef water quality programs for your main commodity since 2013. Which of the following best describes your situation? by Demographics

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/|
9 1971 or 1961 to 1960 or School Diploma Bachelor 30 yrs or
Column % Total . Male Female - degree or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs [100o0rless| 101-500 |501-10,000( 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less
n =185 n =147 n=36 . above n=287 n =65 n =60 n=44 n=63 n=18"
n=35 n=56 n=90 n=115 Diploma n=33
n =237
n=47
Do use practices to
reduce pollutant loss 81% 86% 88% 73% | 84% M 67% 1 77% 87% 87% 76% 85% 77% 80% 77% 84% 78%
in run-off
Do not use practices
to reduce pollutant 15% 11% 5% 22% T 11% 31% 1 20% 1 4% 9% 18% 10% 18% 13% 18% 11% 22%
loss in run-off
Other 3% 3% 4% 3% 3% 3% 2% 6% 4% 3% 3% 3% 3% 2% 5%
Don't know 2% 4% 1% 1% 2% 2% 3% 1% 2% 3% 2%

Base: Respondents who have not participated in funded programs
A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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Grazing

planning to make changes

planning to make any changes

Don’t know

Sugarcane

Maintain high ground cover during the wet season,
especially in fallows
Do not use any of these practices but am planning to
make changes
Do not use any of these practices and am not
planning to make any changes

Don’t know

Bananas

Maintain high covered ground on the inter-rows

Fallow areas maintain high cover

Areas greater than 3% slope are contour planted or
have contour banks

A Caution small cell size

Have a high amount of forage left in the paddock _
at the end of the dry season 84%
Manage areas of poor land condition so they can m%
recover 89%
Areas close to streams are managed to have _3%
higher levels of ground cover 79%
Do not use any of these practices butam | 29

Do not use any of these practices and am not | 19

91%
87%

91%

2.1 Soil management practices used

W 2025
n =158

m 2023
n=76

91%

use
87% 2023

W 2025
n=>56

W 2023
n=23"

100%

use
100% 2023

Almost all producers (96%) in 2025 reported using at least one of the prompted soil management practices. All findings were statistically consistent
with 2023. A discussion of results is provided on the following page.

Q7. Thinking about your main commodity, which of the following soil management practices which can improve the quality of water in local waterways, do you use?

Horticulture

Maintain high ground cover on fallow areas

Maintain high ground cover on the inter-rows
(tree crops)

Use controlled traffic

Do not use any of these practices and am not
planning to make any changes

Don’t know

Grains

Maintain more high ground cover between
October to March

Have correctly designed and functional contour
banks on areas with more than 1% slope

Use controlled traffic farming practices

Don’t know

using
prompted soil
management
Practices
(96% 2023)
72%
78%
61%
I 2% H 2025
n=43
m 2023
W 6% n=18n
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2.1 Soil management practices used

As in 2023, the majority of graziers in
2025 reported using the three practices
prompted in the survey:

* Have a high amount of forage left in
the paddock at the end of the dry
season (91%, 84% 2023)

* Manage areas of poor land condition
so they can recover (80%, 89% 2023)

* Areas close to streams are managed
to have higher levels of ground cover
(73%, 79% 2023).

97% of graziers were engaged in at least
one of the practices (99% 2023). 2% do
not use the practices but were planning
to make changes and 1% do not use and
were not planning to.

93% of grain growers reported using
the three practices prompted in the
survey (100% 2023):

* Maintain more high ground cover
between October to March (93%,
100% 2023)

* Have correctly designed and
functional contour banks on areas
with more than 1% slope (86%,
86% 2023)

* Use controlled traffic farming
practices (79%, 86% 2023).

One respondent was unsure.

91% of sugarcane growers
reported that they maintain high
ground cover during the wet
season, especially in fallows (87%
2023).

5% were not were not using the
prompted practice and not
planning to make changes (4%
2023) and 4% were unsure.

Funded Reef water quality program participation — impact on soil management practices used

Those who had not participated in

funded programs since 2013 were less

likely than those who had to indicate

they:

* Leave a high amount of forage
(participants 100%, non 88%)

* Manage areas of land so they can
recover (participants 93%, non 78%).

72% of funded program participants and
73% of non-participants reported that
they have higher levels of ground cover
close to streams.

Those who had not participated in
funded programs since 2013 were
less likely than those who had to
indicate they:

* Use controlled traffic farming
practices (participants 100%, non
67%)

* Maintain more high ground cover
between October to March
(participants 100%, non 89%).

80% of funded program participants
and 89% of non-participants reported
that they have correctly designed &
functional contour banks.

94% of funded program
participants maintain high
ground cover during wet season,
compared with 86% of non-
participants.

Both banana growers surveyed
stated that they maintain high
covered ground on the inter-rows,
ensure fallow areas maintain high
cover, and use contour planting or
contour banks.

In 2023, all 3 banana growers
surveyed stated that they
maintain high covered ground on
the inter-rows and ensure fallow
areas maintain high cover, with 1
of the 3 using contour planting or
contour banks.

Neither of the two banana
growers in our survey reported
taking part in any funded Reef
water quality programs. The
results above are therefore based
on non-program participants.

40

98% of horticulturalists reported
using the three practices prompted
in the survey (94% 2023):

* Maintain high ground cover on
fallow areas (74%, 72% 2023)

* Maintain high ground cover on
the inter-rows (tree crops) (72%,
78% 2023)

* Use controlled traffic (58%, 61%
2023).

2% of horticulture respondents
were not using the prompted
practices and not planning to make
changes (0% 2023).

Those who had not participated in

funded programs since 2013 were

less likely than those who had to

indicate they:

* Use controlled traffic
(participants 90%, non 48%).

* Maintain high ground cover on
fallow areas (participants 80%,
non 73%)

60% of participants and 76% of non-
participants reported they maintain
high ground cover on the inter-rows
(tree crops).
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2.1 Soil management practices used by region and reef program
Q7 - Thinking about your main commodity, which of the following soil management practices which can improve the quality of water in local waterways, do you use? by Region & Reef Program
REGION PROGRAM REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN
PARTICIPANT (Q6) (Q6a)
Column % Sed.
) Wet . MaFkay . Burnett No /Not | Industry | Nutrient | reduct./ | Chemical | Irrigation
Total Cape York R Burdekin | Whitsun Fitzroy Yes . .
Tropics Mary sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
day d
remed.
NET USE 96% 100% 94% 94% 97% 98% 96% 97% 95% 96% 97% 98% 100% 100%
NET USE 97% 100% 100% 100% 90% 98% 97% 100% 97% 100% 100% 100% 100%
:'hae"‘;; dZ'gL‘ka;t“‘t’#:zg;fg; fﬁs Isifz:slcr:n 91% 100% 91% 100% 70% 96% 86% 100% 88% 1 | 100% 100% 100% 100%
Grazing —
(n=158) s"gat’;i%ecaa;efgc‘;fvzf°r I RS | 100% 82% 70% 80% 88% 75% 93% 78% 93% 100% 91% 100%
GTEB IO SIS ERIERRER || o 82% 65% 80% 73% 74% 72% 73% 71% 100% 70% 100%
to have higher levels of ground cover
NET USE 93% 100% 100% 86% 100% 89% 100% 100% 100% 100%
g::cfi‘zztsm”ed EMBLE 79% 100% 83% 71% 100% 67% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Grains — -
(n=147) 'gﬁw;ae': g’cc;gi';'rgtig,\;l‘::;? cover 93% 100% 100% 86% 100% 89% 100% 100% 100% 100%
ke @y el & EenE] || e, 100% 100% 71% 80% 89% 75% 67% 75% 100%
contour banks on areas >1% slope
SIS NET USE 91% 92% 78% 100% 83% 94% 86% 93% 97% 91% 100% 100%
(n=56) DI el reine] @eer I Ting 91% 92% 78% 100% 83% 94% 86% 93% 97% 91% 100% 100%
the wet season, especially in fallows
NET USE 100% 100% 100%
S il\r/]lfel:traolcvglgh covered ground on the 100% 100% 100%
(n=22) Fallow areas maintain high cover 100% 100% 100%
0,
NET USE 98% 90% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 97% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
) i LD L) (e i) GEE Cn G 72% 80% 80% 60% 100% 67% 60% 76% 67% 50% 50%
Horticulture [inter-rows (tree crops)
43 —
(n=43) Z';’r'z'a”:a'” el prrovicleoveren i=llow)| ), o 70% 80% 80% 50% 76% 80% 73% 100% 100% 100% 50% 100%
Use controlled traffic 58% 70% 60% 60% 100% 48% 90% 48% 83% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Do not use any of these practices but am planning o o o o
to make changes 1% 2% 2% 2%
Do no't use any of these practices and am not 2% 4% 6% 3% 1% 2% 2% 2%
planning to make any changes
Don’t know 1% 2% 2% 1% 1% 2% 3%

Results have been filtered by commodity (i.e. for grazing, percentages are based only on graziers (n=158) etc)
A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025 Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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2.1 Soil management practices used by demographics
Q7 - Thinking about your main commodity, which of the following soil management practices which can improve the quality of water in local waterways, do you use? by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME ',':,SLGJEIT%L;LTURE HECTARES
Column % Certificate/}] 5 1 elor
Total 1?71 or [ 19%1to | 19600r | 00 | pemale | School | Diploma | 4 o0 o op1 30Yrsor | 30 oo urs | s1+yrs |1000rless| 101-500 [501-10,000] 10,001+
ater 1970 earlier education |[/Advanced above less
Diploma

NET USE 96% 93% 98% 97% 96% 96% 96% 96% 95% | 91% 4 | 98% 96% 9%6% | 92% 4 | 99% 100%
NET USE 97% 95% 100% 99% 97% 98% 98% 96% 100% 94% 100% | 97% 100% | 91% 4 | 99% 100%
:'hae"";: d*;'g:ka;??#:tezzfg]f fﬁj 'S‘Zfats'gn 91% 90% 93% 90% 92% 88% 91% 87% 95% 88% 90% 92% 88% 76% L | 94% | 100% 1

Grazing —

(n=158) 'S\"oat’r‘gecsz:c‘;fv‘;‘r’or I COMERET) | oy 87% | 93% 1 | 69% 1 | 76% 86% 2% | 87% 95% 82% 83% 76% 71% 74% 84% 84%
Rt Sl D SUres s el (L) || oo 74% 83% 65% 75% 67% 72% 73% 73% 71% 78% 70% 79% 74% 69% 75%
to have higher levels of ground cover
NET USE 93% 100% | 100% | 83% 100% 88% 100% | 100% 83% 100% | 100% | 100% 67% 100% | 100%
grs:c‘t?ﬁ’: Ztsm"ed A e 79% 75% 100% 67% 85% 63% 100% | 100% 67% 100% 50% 50% 33% 100% | 100%

Grains — -

(n=141) 2"&33232 g“c‘zgiz“rgtr;%\;l‘;‘:gg cover 93% 100% | 100% 83% 100% 88% 100% | 100% 83% 100% | 100% | 100% 67% 100% | 100%
s EsiEhy Ctllgies) EWUETome] oo Sgae || e 83% 92% 88% 75% | 100% | 83% 83% | 100% | 100% | 33% | 100% | 100%
contour banks on areas >1% slope

sugarcane |NET USE 91% 80% 90% 100% | 90% 100% 94% 92% 75% 77% 97% 91% 88% 91% 100%

(n=56)  [Maintain high ground coverduring | 4,4, 80% 90% 100% | 90% 100% | 94% 92% 75% 77% 97% 91% 88% 91% 100%
the wet season, especially in fallows
NET USE 100% 100% | 100% | 100% 100% | 100% 100% 100% | 100%

Bananas i'\:ta;:_tri'cv?'gh covered ground on the ;4o 100% | 100% | 100% 100% | 100% 100% 100% | 100%

(n=2") Fallow areas maintain high cover 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

0,
ﬁ:ifvzgcﬁ rﬂgz‘: Sarfﬂ(csc’”w“r planted| 3500, 100% | 100% | 100% 100% | 100% 100% 100% | 100%
NET USE 98% 100% | 100% 94% 97% 100% 95% 100% | 100% | 100% 96% 100% | 96% 100% | 100%

e IR G e GoEr O e | 69% 69% 76% 72% 75% 60% 91% 75% 75% 76% 50% 75% 71% 60%

. inter-rows (tree crops)

(n=43) ;‘:ﬁ(‘)’ua;?eg'sgh EielngieeveTion 74% 62% 85% 76% 74% 75% 75% 64% 83% 50% 84% 83% 67% 86% 80%

Use controlled traffic 58% 77% 62% 41% 62% 25% 65% 64% 42% 75% 48% 67% 46% 64% 100%

Do nqt use any of these practices but am 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 3% 2% 2% 2% 19%

planning to make changes

Do nqt use any of these practices and am not 2% 4% 1% 1% 2% 2% 2% 1% 2% 5% 1% 1% 3% 4%

planning to make any changes

Don't know 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 2% 1% 2% 3% 1% 1% 2%

Results have been filtered by commodity (i.e. for grazing, percentages are based only on graziers (n=158) etc)
A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025 Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval




2.2 Reasons for using soil
management practices

Market &
Communications
Research

Q8 - What are the THREE MAIN reasons for why you would or do 43
use these soil management practices?

Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer ‘

. . 60%

The main reasons producers do or would use the land managers (22%, 39% 2023), or to make To improve soil health _ 65%
prompted soil management practices were: managing the farm easier (5%, 17% 2023). They S0%
+ Toimprove soil health (60%, 65% 2023) were more likely than in 2023 to cite stopping To maintain and/or improve productivity _ 51%
* To maintain and/or improve productivity (50%, erosion (21%, 7% 2023). .

51% 2023) For the environment m v43‘y
* For the environment (30%, significantly fewer Regional findings

mentions than in 2023 - 43%) To maintain and/or improve productivity was most Stop erosion* M 26% A
* To stop erosion (26%, significantly more frequently mentioned in Fitzroy (primarily grazing ’

mentions than in 2023 — 6%). respondents) (65%, 50% average). For financial reasons m%zg(y
In 2025, respondents were less likely than in 2023 Funded program participation findings To improve my farm for future land n v
to cite financial reasons (20%, 29% 2023), to The views of program participants and non- TN 31%
improve the farm for future land managers (18%, participants were consistent, except for the benefit ) ) I 5% ¥

. . . . . . To make managing my farm easier o
31% 2023), to make managing the farm easier (5%,  of improving soil health — program participants 16%
16% 2023), regulation compliance (3%, 9% 2023), (69%) were more likely than non-participants (56%) ) ) 3% v
. . . . . . For regulation compliance L o

or to meet consumer expectations (1%, 5% 2023). to nominate this as a potential reason for using soil 9%

Other reasons are displayed in the adjacent chart. management practices.

2%

*
Weed control 2%

Sub-group findings Other findings

e e s . . . To meet consumer expectations of land 1% v
Commodlity findings To stop erosion was more likely to be cited as a I — 5%
Improved soil health was the biggest motivator for  reason by those born in 1971 or later (aged less
sugarcane (71%), horticulture/banana (61%) and than 55 years) (36%) or males (29%) (26% average). To save time h <21°/%

grains (79%) producers. Sugarcane growers were
more likely than other segments to cite stopping

Females were more likely than males to nominate

Other landholders in my area use these

ion (36%, 26% ) maintaining/improving productivity (63%, 47% practices
erosion , average). . .
° ° & males), improving the farm for future land 7%
Graziers were more likely than other producersto ~ Managers (29%, 15% males), or meeting consumer Other I 8%
. o/ Mo .

cite maintaining/improving productivity (59%, 50% expectatlons (4%, 0% males) as reasons for using There are no reasons to use these | 1% 2025
average), or for the environment (35%, 30% soil management practices. practices n =270
average). In comparison to 2023, graziersin 2025 . . .

ge) . P . J ) Other subgroup differences are outlined in the Don’t know | <1% m 2023
were less likely to mention for the environment n=127

(35%, 49% 2023), to improve the farm for future

* Only 2 banana respondents answered this question in 2025

following tables.

* Code added during analysis in recoding ‘other’ responses (not visible for respondents)
A v Arrows indicate a significant change from the previous wave at the 95% confidence interval
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Q8 - What are the THREE MAIN reasons for why you would or do use these soil management practices? by COMMODITY by Year

2.2 Reasons for using soil management practices by commodity type

Total Grazing Gralr::o(:;;:‘:;d)acre Sugarcane Horticulture + Bananas
Column %
2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025

n =127 n =270 n=76 n =155 n=7n n =147 n =237 n=55 n=217 n=46
To improve soil health 65% 60% 61% 54%, 57% 79% 74% 71% 1 71% 61%
To maintain and/or improve 51% 50% 54% 59% 1 57% 50% 48% 35% 43% 41%
productivity
For the environment 43% 30% v 49% 35% T v 43% 21% 30% 22% 38% 24%
Stop erosion* 6% 26% A 7% 21% A 14% 29% 4% 36% 1 5% 28%
For financial reasons 29% 20% v 28% 17% 43% 36% 30% 24% 29% 17%
Toimprove my farm for future land 31% 18%V 39% 2%V 14% 21% 30% 7% 10% 17%
managers
To make managing my farm easier 16% 5% v 17% 5%V 14% 17% 4% 10% 9%
For regulation compliance 9% 3%V 5% 3% 17% 5% 14% 4%
Weed control* 2% 2% 1%\ 9% 5% 2%
To meet consumer ex_pectat|ons of 5% 1%Y 4% 1% 7% 9% 59
land management/gain market access
To save time 2% 0% 1% 1% 5%
Other Iandholders in my area use 1% 1%
these practices
Other 8% 7% 5% 8% 14% 9% 5% 14% 7%
Therg are no reasons to use these 1% 1% 2%
practices
Don’t know 0% 2%

* Code added during analysis in recoding ‘other’ responses (not visible for respondents)
A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; 1, Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval A v indicate a significant difference from the previous wave at the 95% confidence

interval
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Q8 - What are the THREE MAIN reasons for why you would or do use these soil management practices? by Region & Reef Program

2.2 Reasons for using soil management practices by region and reef program

45

PROGRAM

REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)

REGION PARTICIPANT (Q6)
Sed.
Column % Mackay . . I
Total Cape We.t Burdekin Whiteurda Fitzroy Burnett Yes No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ Fhemlclal Irrigation
n =270 York Tropics n=35 Y n=57 Mary n=77 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=1A n=47 n=31 n=99 n=192 n=51 n=36 remed. n =250 n=9n
n=42

To improve soil health 60% 66% 49% 58% 63% 60% 69% 56% 69% 78% 64% 76% 67%
;‘:Ojj'crt‘it\fi'tr;a”d/ orimprove 50% 49% 57% 32% | 65% 1 | 46% 52% 49% 47% 33% 0 | 64%1P | 16% 11%
For the environment 30% 100% 28% 29% 32% 33% 27% 31% 29% 29% 25% 36% 32%

Stop erosion* 26% 32% 26% 26% 19% 27% 32% 23% 27% 36% 29% 40% 44%
For financial reasons 20% 100% 23% 26% 10% 23% 16% 19% 20% 24% 22% 14% 20% 22%
To improve my farm for future land o o o o o o o o o o o o

managers 18% 17% 9% 23% 23% 18% 19% 18% 20% 8% 19% 8%

To make managing my farm easier 5% 6% 6% 4% 7% 6% 4% 4% 6% 7% 4% 11%
For regulation compliance 3% 4% 3% 6% 5% 1% 5% 3% 8% 6% 5% 4% 11%
Weed control* 2% 3% 4% 3% 2% 2% 3% 4% 11%
To meet consumer expectations of

land management/gain market 1% 2% 2% 1% 3% 1% 4% 3% 5% 4%

access

To save time 0% 3% 1 1%

Other 7% 2% 11% 6% 7% 7% 4% 8% 6% 8% 5% 8%

;?:ggcaer: no reasons to use these 1% 2% 3% 1% 2%

Don’t know 0% 1% 1%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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2.2 Reasons for using soil management practices by demographics

46

Q8 - What are the THREE MAIN reasons for why you would or do use these soil management practices? by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY| HECTARES
Certificate Bachelor
Column % Total | 197%or | 1961to | 19600r |\ | oo e | School |/Diplomal o or| 30759 | 31 60yrs | S14yrs [100or less| 101-500 [501-10,000] 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education |[/Advanced less
n=270 n=211 n=56 . above n=121 n=84 n =68 n=82 n=89 n=31
n=70 n=81 n=113 n=151 | Diploma n =64
n=45
n=72
To improve soil health 60% 66% 68% 50% | 59% 61% 56% 63% 64% 72% 1 60% 51% 66% 59% 57% 55%
;for;‘j'crt‘it;'t';a”d/ orimprove 50% 43% 56% 50% 47% 4 | 63% 4 | 42% 4 | 56% 67% P | 44% 47% 61% 1P | 46% 40% 4 | s57% 68% P
For the environment 30% 27% 32% 28% 28% 38% 27% 36% 27% 30% 28% 32% 29% 27% 30% 35%
Stop erosion* 26% 36% T 23% 23% 29% T 14% 26% 29% 20% 33% 23% 25% 19% 30% 30% 16%
For financial reasons 20% 24% 15% 20% 18% 23% 19% 21% 20% 20% 20% 19% 18% 20% 20% 23%
L%'dmnﬁ;z‘;eg::;' farm forfuture 1 oo, 16% 16% 21% 15% 4 | 29% 1 | 15% 21% 24% 19% 17% 18% 15% 17% 24% 13%
To make managing my farm 5% 3% 9% 3% 4% 9% 2% | 10%1 | 9% 5% 5% 6% 6% 1% 1 | 1%
easier
For regulation compliance 3% 4% 4% 2% 4% 2% 2% 6% 4% 3% 2% 5% 4% 1% 4% 3%
Weed control* 2% 4% 1% 1% 2% 2% 2% 1% 2% 2% 3% 4% 2%
To meet consumer expectations
of land management/gain 1% 3% 1% 0% 4% 1% 4% 1 3% 1% 3% 1
market access
To save time 0% 1% 0% 1% 1% 3% 1
Other 7% 10% 5% 5% 7% 7% 8% 4% 7% 6% 6% 8% 6% 7% 4% 13%
tT::Sr: srr:crt’li er:asons to use 1% 1% 2% 1% 2% 2% 2% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%
Don’t know 0% 1% 0% 1% 1% 1%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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2.3 Challenges with using soil
management practices

The main challenges or barriers to using the

prompted soil management practices were:

* Weather and seasonal issues (49%, 56% in
2023)

* Financial (36%, 44% 2023).

In comparison to 2023, respondents in 2025 were
less likely to mention additional administrative
work (5%, 22% 2023), concerns about production
(4%, 10% 2025), or not having a positive impact
on the environment (<1%, 3% 2025) as barriers.

Weed control* was more commonly mentioned
as a challenge in 2025 (7%, 2% 2023).

17% indicated there were no challenges to using
soil management practices (12% 2023).

Sub-group findings

Commodity findings

Sugarcane growers were more likely than others
to cite weather and seasonal issues (64%, 49%
average) or concerns about production (9%, 4%
average). Financial barriers were more commonly
cited by graziers (45%, 36% average).
Horticulture/banana growers were the most
likely segment to report there were no challenges
with using soil management practices (33%, 17%
average).

Regional findings
Respondents in the Wet Tropics were more likely
than others to cite weather and seasonal issues

(67%, 49% average). Weather was less commonly
mentioned in Burnett Mary (35%).

Labour/equipment availability was more
frequently mentioned by producers in Burdekin
(26%, 13% average).

Growers in Fitzroy were more likely than others
to cite not having the time (20%, 12% average) or
it’s not the way the farm was managed in the
past (5%, 1% average).

Funded program participation findings

Those who had participated in funded Reef water
quality programs over the past 10 years were
more likely than non-participants to mention not
having enough time (19%, 9% non-participants).
Weed control was more frequently mentioned by
non-participants (10%, 0 mentions among
participants).

Other findings

Not having the time was most likely to be
nominated by producers born in 1971 or later
(aged less than 55 years) (20%, 12% average).
Those born in 1960 or earlier (aged 65+ years)
were more likely to indicate there were no
challenges (25%, 17% average).

Financial barriers were more frequently cited by
females (47%, 33% males) or those with 501-
10,000 hectares under production (47%, 36%
average).

Q9 - What are the THREE MAIN challenges or barriers to starting or
continuing to use these soil management practices?

Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer

Weather and seasonal issues

Financial

| am constrained by availability of
contractors/labour/contractor’s equipment

| do not have the time

Weed control*

Additional administrative work

| am worried about production

Government regulations*
Not enough support from decision making
partners

| need more information before | can use these
practices

It is not the way | have managed my farm in
the past

| don’t think it will have a positive impact on
the environment

| tried it before and was not happy with the
outcome

No one else is doing it

Other

There are no challenges or barriers

Don’t know

56%
36%
44%
20%
-
10%
7% A
2%
. 5% Vv
22%
l 4% ¥
10%
I 3%
6%

3%
1%

2%

3%

I 1%
<1% v

3%

| 1%

| 1%

10%
11%

12% n=273
I 1% m 2023
1% n=126

* Code added during analysis in recoding ‘other’ responses (not visible for respondents)
A v Arrows indicate a significant change from the previous wave at the 95% confidence interval

47
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2.3 Challenges with using soil management practices by commodity type

Q9 - What are the THREE MAIN challenges or barriers to starting or continuing to use these soil management practices? by COMMODITY by Year

Total Grazing Ll (Br_oadacre Sugarcane Horticulture + Bananas
cropping)
Column %
2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025
n=126 n=273 n=75 n =157 n=77 n =147 n =237 n =56 n=217 n=46
Weather and seasonal issues 56% 49% 61% 50% 29% 36% 61% 64% 1T 43% 35%
Financial 44% 36% 48% 45% 1 57% 21% 35% 23% 38% 24%
| am constrained by the availability of
contractors and labour/or contractor’s 20% 13% 23% 15% 57% 7% 13% 13% 5% 9%
equipment
| do not have the time 10% 12% 9% 14% 29% 14% 13% 14% 7%
Weed control* 2% 7%A 3% 9% 21% 4%
Additional administrative work 22% 5%v 23% 6%V 14% 30% 4% 14% 7%
| am worried about production 10% 4% v 12% 2%V 7% 9% 9% 5% 2%
Government regulations* 6% 3% 8% 3% 9% 7%
Not enough support from decision making 1% 3% 1% 2% 5% 2%
partners
| need more information before | can use
: 3% 2% 1% 3% 4% 2% 10%
these practices
It is not the way | have managed my farm in 1% 3%
the past
| don’t t.hlnk it will have a positive impact on 3% 0% 39% 1% 4% 59
the environment
| tried it before and was not happy with the 1% 4%
outcome
No one else is doing it 1% 5%
Other 11% 10% 9% 12% 14% 14% 9% 4% 19% 11%
There are no challenges or barriers 12% 17% 9% 13% 14% 29% 17% 13% 14% 33% 1
Don’t know 1% 1% 4% 2% 4%

* Code added during analysis in recoding ‘other’ responses (not visible for respondents)
A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; 1, Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval A v indicate a significant difference from the previous wave at the 95% confidence

interval
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2.3 Challenges with using soil management practices by region and reef program

49

Q9 - What are the THREE MAIN challenges or barriers to starting or continuing to use these soil management practices? by Region & Reef Program
PROGRAM
REGION PARTICIPANT (Q6) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Column % R R .
. . Mackay . Burnett No /Not Industry | Nutrient [Sed. reduct./|Chemical| Irrigation
T_otal Capﬁ York |Wet Iroplcs Burflekm Whitsunday Flt_zroy Mary Y_es sure best mgt mgt gully remed. | improv't mgt
n=273 n=1n n=48 n=35 n=31 n=>59 n=99 n=79 n=192 n=52 n=37 n=42 n=26n | n=9r

Weather and seasonal issues 49% 100% 67% T 60% 48% 53% 35% | 56% 46% 65% 62% 50% 65% 44%
Financial 36% 33% 29% 23% 44% 38% 41% 33% 40% 41% 52% 42% 33%

| am constrained by the availability of

contractors and labour/or 13% 6% 26% T 6% 20% 10% 15% 12% 15% 8% 19% 4% 11%
contractor’s equipment

I do not have the time 12% 10% 9% 10% 20% 1™ 11% 19% 1 9% I 17% 16% 26% 12% 22%
Weed control* 7% 8% 6% 10% 7% 10% 1™

Additional administrative work 5% 2% 3% 13% 10% 3% 9% 1% 12% 3% 12% 1% 11%

| am worried about production 4% 4% 6% 10% 2% 2% 5% 3% 4% 5% 2% 12%

Government regulations* 3% 6% 3% 3% 1% 3% 2%

mztk?n”gog‘tsgfspo” from decision 3% 2% 10% 1 3% 1% 1% 3% 2% 3% 2% 4%

| need more |nf_ormat|on before | can 2% 2% 3% 3% 1% 3% 2% 2% 4%

use these practices

Itis npt the way | have managed my 1% 5% 1 1% 1% 2% 2% 3% 2%

farm in the past

! don’t think it W|II_have a positive 0% 2% 1%

impact on the environment

Other 10% 11% 3% 12% 16% 1™ 5% 13% 4% 5% 7% 4%

There are no challenges or barriers 17% 17% 9% 26% 10% 22% 16% 18% 13% 16% 14% 12% 22%

Don’t know 1% 3% 2% 1% 1% 2%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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2.3 Challenges with using soil management practices by demographics

Q9 - What are the THREE MAIN challenges or barriers to starting or continuing to use these soil management practices? by Demographics

50

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY! HECTARES
Certificate Bachelor
Column % Total 1?;1:" ligg;f t?rﬁ;’ Male | Female | ::::t‘l’('m // A%'\';‘r":;z degree or 3°|‘é;'°;°' 31-50yrs | 51+yrs [100or less| 101-500 [501-10,000 10,001+
n=273 n=212 n=>57 . above n=123 n=84 n=68 n=84 n=88 n=33
n=71 n=81 n=115 n=153 | Diploma ~ n=65
n=73 | "%

Weather and seasonal issues 49% 39% 0 | 59% 1 | 47% 50% 47% 48% 59% 36% 1 | 43% 48% 57% 49% 49% 45% 64%
Financial 36% 42% 26% 1 | 37% 33% 47% 1 | 30% 4 | 40% 47% 42% 31% 38% 25% 4 | 32% 47% 1 | 36%
| am constrained by the
fa";')'jrb/'(')':ycg;tcr‘;ittfr?:ors and |39 10% 19% 11% 11% 19% 12% 18% 11% 9% 13% 17% 9% 11% 16% 21%
equipment
I do not have the time 12% 20% 1 | 16% 6% | 11% 18% 9% 16% 18% 17% 14% 7% 7% 12% 17% 12%
Weed control* 7% 6% 4% 10% 7% 7% 9% 3% 7% 11% 7% 4% 7% 5% 9% 6%
Additional administrative work | 5% 7% 6% 3% 4% 9% 4% 8% 7% 5% 4% 7% 3% 4% 7% 12%
| am worried about production 4% 4% 2% 4% 3% 5% 3% 4% 4% 3% 6% 1% 7% 2% 1% 6%
Government regulations* 3% 3% 5% 1% 3% 2% 2% 3% 4% 2% 3% 2% 3% 2% 1% 6%
ygct;’;‘r’]“f‘g;‘;gp;’ar:tggg 3% 4% 1% 3% 2% 4% 3% 3% 2% 3% 2% 2% 4% 2% 2%
I need more information before o o o o o o o o o o o o
| can use these practices 2% 4% 2% 1% 4% 3% 1% 2% 2% 1% 4% 2%
'ntn'ys fg‘r’;t?net"r:’:g:fve managed | o, 3% 2% 1% 4% 1% 4% 1 2% 1% 2% 1% 2% 3%
| don’t think it will have a
positive impact on the 0% 0% 1% 1% 1%
environment
Other 10% 15% 7% 8% 9% 14% 12% 7% 7% 15% 7% 12% 9% 13% 7% 15%
ngrrieerasre no challenges or 17% 10% 14% 25% 1N | 19% 12% 18% 14% 20% 9% 20% 20% 24% 17% 19%
Don’t know 1% 3% 1% 1% 1% 1% 2% 3% 1% 3% 1%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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positive result from soil

° Q10 - Overall, thinking about all the possible impacts, to what degree do you expect a Net Large/Very
m a n age m e nt p ra ct I ces positive result from these soil management practices? large positive
Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer result
o A
93% of producers in 2025 indicated they expect at least some positive result 2025 (n=273) 15% 31% 39% 8% 46%
from using the prompted soil management practices (consistent with 96% in —
2023). 3% did not expect a positive result (an increase from 0% in 2023) and
4% were unsure (4% 2023). 2023 (n=127) 18% 38% 35% 5% 56%
46% were expecting a large or very large positive result, 39% were %
anticipating a moderately positively result while 8% could envisage a small 2025 (n =157) 14% 31% 41% 10% 45%
positive result. Grazing
Sub-group findings 2023 (n=76) 17% 36% 38% 5% 53%
Commodity findings
Graziers (96%) and grain growers* (100%) were more likely than average to
.. . . 2025 (n = 14%) 21% 57% 21% 79%
anticipate a positive result (93% average). Grains
(Broadacre
Results within all commodity segments were statistically consistent with cropping)
) 2023 (n=74) 86% 14% 86%
2023, however most segments appear to have lower expectations of a
large/very large result in 2025.
. o 2025 (n = 56) 18% 34% 29% 7% 52%
Regional findings
Respondents in Mackay Whitsunday (10%) or Burdekin (9%) were more likely Sugarcane
than others to expect no positive result from soil management practices (3% 2023 (n =23") 26% 26% 35% 9% 52%
average).
Funded program participation findings 2025 (n = 46) 15% 20% 48% 4% 35%
Program participants (58%) were more likely than non-participants (42%) to Horticulture +
expect a large or very large positive result. Bananas
2023 (n =21%) 19% 43% 33% 62%
Other findings

Those with 100 or less hectares under production were more likely than
others to be unsure if they would achieve a positive result (9%, 4% average).

B A very large positive result B A large positive result B A moderate positive result B A small positive result B No positive result ® Don't know

A v Arrows indicate a significant change from the previous wave at the 95% confidence interval

* Only 14 grain respondents answered this question in 2025 A Caution small cell size
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2.4 Expectations of positive result from soil management practices by region and reef program

Q10 - Overall, thinking about all the possible impacts, to what degree do you expect a positive result from these soil management practices? by Region & Reef Program
REGION PROGRAM((';Q)RTICIPANT REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Sed.
Column % Wet Mackay Burnett No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ | Chemical | Irrigation
Total Cape York . Burdekin . Fitzroy Yes . .
n=273 n=1n Tropics n=35 Whitsunday n =59 Mary n=79 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=48 n=31 n=99 n=192 n=>52 n=37 remed. n=26" n=9"
n=42
rAe‘s’ﬁlrty large positive 15% 21% 14% 6% 17% 15% 23% 1 13% 4 25% 24% 24% 19% 11%
A large positive result 31% 100% 27% 29% 32% 37% 28% 35% 29% 35% 30% 29% 27% 56%
VERY LARGE/LARGE 46% 100% 48% 43% 39% 54% 43% 58% 42% | 60% 54% 52% 46% 67%
fe:jcl’tderate positive 39% 40% 46% 42% 29% 41% 33% 41% 31% 35% 36% 38% 22%
A small positive result 8% 8% 3% 14% 8% 4% 9% 6% 8% 5% 8%
MODERATE/SMALL 47% 48% 49% 42% 42% 49% 37% | 50% 37% 43% 40% 46% 22%
NET POSITIVE 93% 100% 96% 91% 81% 97% 93% 95% 92% 96% 97% 93% 92% 89%
No positive result 3% 9% 10% T 3% 4% 3% 4% 3% 7% 4% 11%
Don't know 4% 4% 10% 3% 4% 1% 5% 4%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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2.4 Expectations of positive result from soil management practices by demographics

Q10 - Overall, thinking about all the possible impacts, to what degree do you expect a positive result from these soil management practices? by Demographics

53

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/| Bachelor
Column % Total | 1971or | 1961to | 19600r |\ | pomate | School | Diploma | o eor| 30Y™SO | 33 50yrs | 51+yrs [1000rless| 101-500 |501-10,000| 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education | /Advanced less
n=273 n=212 n=57 N above n=123 n=84 n=68 n=84 n =88 n=33
n=71 n=81 n=115 n=153 Diploma n =65
n=45
n=73
A very |arge [ 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, [ 0, 0, 0, 0, ) 0, 0, 0,
Sositive result 15% 14% 17% 14% 15% 19% 1% 4 | 21% 20% 14% 17% 14% 21% 12% 16% 12%
Al iti
resauﬁe positive 31% 37% 28% 30% 32% 26% 32% 29% 29% 35% 29% 30% 2% 31% 34% 39%
VERY LARGE/LARGE | 46% 51% 46% 44% 46% 46% 43% 49% 49% 49% 46% 44% 43% 43% 50% 52%
A moderat
por;i’ivzrfe:ul . 39% 39% 42% 38% 39% 39% 39% 37% 42% 40% 37% 42% 38% 42% 36% 39%
A small positi
rez::: positive 8% 3% 9% 8% 8% 9% 10% 7% 6% 7% 10% 4% 8% 10% 6%
MODERATE/SMALL | 47% 42% 51% 46% 47% 47% 50% 44% 42% 46% 44% 51% 43% 50% 47% 45%
NET POSITIVE 93% 93% 96% 90% 93% 93% 93% 93% 91% 95% 90% 95% 85% 1 | 93% 97% 97%
No positive result 3% 6% 1% 3% 4% 2% 3% 4% 2% 5% 4% 1% 6% 5% 1%
Don't know 4% 1% 2% 6% 3% 5% 4% 3% 7% 6% 4% 9% 2% 2% 3%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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2.5 Confidence in ability
to use soil management
practices

Consistent with 2023, 97% of producers in 2025 were confident in their
ability to use the prompted soil management practices. 68% were very or
extremely confident (67% 2023) while 28% were moderately or somewhat
confident in their abilities (29% 2023). 2% indicated they were not at all
confident (0% in 2023).

Sub-group findings

Commodity

Graziers were less likely than other commodity producers to indicate they
were extremely confident in their ability to use soil management practices
(16%, 61% very/extremely confident). Horticulture/banana growers were
more likely than others to be extremely confident (35%, 22% average).

Regional findings
Respondents in Mackay Whitsunday were less likely than other commodity
producers to indicate they were confident (90%, 97% average).

Funded program participation findings

77% of funded Reef water quality program participants were very or
extremely confident in their ability to use soil management practices,
compared with 65% of non-participants.

Other findings
Those born in 1961-1970 (aged 55-64 years) were more likely than others to
be extremely confident (30%, 22% average).

Males were more likely than females to indicate they were very/extremely
confident (73%, 52% females).

54
Q11 - How confident are you in your ability to use these soil management practices? Net Very/
Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer Extremely
confident
1%
2025 (n =272) 22% 46% 23% 5% % 68%
TOTAL
2023 (n =126) 21% 47% 25% 5% 67%
1%
2025 (n =156) 16%\ 45% 29% 7% 61%,
Grazing
2023 (n =75) 15% 51% 27% 4% 65%
2025 (n = 14"7) 21% 71% 7% 93%
Grains
(Broadacre
croppin
PPINE) 5023 (n=77) 29% 43% 14% 14% 71%
2%
2025 (n =56) 29% 46% 18% 4% 75%
Sugarcane
2023 (n =23%) 30% 39% 22% 9% 70%
% 2%
2025 (n = 46) 35% 1 43% 15% 29 78%
Horticulture +
Bananas A
2023 (n=21") 29% 43% 24% 71%

M Extremely confident M Very confident B Moderately confident B Somewhat confident

A Caution small cell size T\ Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval

Not at all confident ® Don't know

The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as moderately confident). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. Extremely confident and Not at all confident).
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2.5 Confidence in ability to use soil management practices by region and reef program

Q11 - How confident are you in your ability to use these soil management practices? by Region & Reef Program

PROGRAM
REGION PARTICIPANT (Q6) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Sed.
Column % Wet Mackay Burnett No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ Chemical Irrigation
Total Cape York . Burdekin . Fitzroy Yes . ,
h=272 = 1A Tropics n=35 Whitsunday h =59 Mary n=79 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=48 n=31 n =98 n=191 n=52 n=37 remed. n=26" n=9n
n=42
Extremely confident 22% 31% 26% 23% 15% 20% 23% 22% 23% 32% 24% 31% 44%
Very confident 46% 100% 44% 40% 42% 53% 47% 54% 43% 56% 57% 57% 50% 56%
EXTREMELY/VERY 68% 100% 75% 66% 65% 68% 67% 77% 1 65% 79% 89% 81% 81% 100%
Moderately confident 23% 13% 17% 23% 27% 29% 18% 25% 17% 8% | 12% 15%
Somewhat confident 5% 10% 11% 3% 3% 2% 3% 6% 2% 3% 2% 4%
MODERATE/SOMEWHAT 28% 23% 29% 26% 31% 31% 20% 31% 19% 11% 14% 19%
NET CONFIDENT 97% 100% 98% 94% 90% 98% 98% 97% 96% 98% 100% 95% 100% 100%
Not at all confident 2% 6% 6% 2% 3% 2% 2% 5%
Don't know 1% 2% 3% 2% 2%

The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as moderately confident). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. Extremely confident and Not at all confident).

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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2.5 Confidence in ability to use soil management practices by demographics

Q11 - How confident are you in your ability to use these soil management practices? by Demographics

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate
9 1971 or 1961 to 1960 or School Diploma Bachelor 30 yrs or
Column % Total . Male Female - degree or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs [100orless| 101-500 |501-10,000| 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less
n=272 n=212 n=56 . above n=123 n=283 n=68 n=283 n=288 n=33
n=71 n=81 n=114 n=153 Diploma n=65
n=45
n=72

Extremely confident 22% 18% 30% 19% 25% 1 13% 22% 22% 22% 14% 26% 23% 28% 23% 19% 15%
Very confident 46% 54% 46% 44% 48% 39% 44% 49% 51% 57% 1 45% 41% 44% 48% 43% 55%
EXTREMELY/VERY 68% 72% 75% 63% 73% 1 52% | 66% 71% 73% 71% 71% 64% 72% 71% 63% 70%
Moderately confident 23% 21% 19% 26% 21% 34% 1™ 26% 17% 22% 23% 22% 25% 25% 16% 30% 21%
Somewhat confident 5% 3% 6% 6% 4% 11% T 5% 7% 4% 3% 5% 7% 1% 8% 3% 9%
MODERATE/SOMEWHAT | 28% 24% 25% 32% 25% 45% 1 31% 24% 27% 26% 27% 33% 26% 24% 33% 30%
NET CONFIDENT 97% 96% 100% 96% 97% 96% 97% 94% 100% 97% 98% 96% 99% 95% 95% 100%
Not at all confident 2% 4% 2% 2% 2% 2% 4% 3% 2% 2% 4% 3%
Don't know 1% 3% 1 0% 2% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%

The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as moderately confident). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. Extremely confident and Not at all confident).

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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2.6 Respondent estimate
other landholders using
soil management practices

As in 2023, one in two producers felt that most or all landholders they
know or know of are using at least one of the prompted soil
management practices (49%, 47% 2023). 41% felt that some or half
were using these practices (45% 2023), while 4% said none (2% 2023).
6% were unsure (6% 2023).

Sub-group findings

Commodity findings

Soil management practices were most likely to be considered
widespread by sugarcane growers (67% all/most) or grain growers
(79%). 52% of those involved in horticulture/banana growing believed
soil management is practiced by most or all landholders, while 40% of
graziers surveyed believed the same.

Other findings

Males were more likely than females to feel all or most landholders
were using the prompted soil management practices (54%, 35%
females).

A Caution small cell size

57
Q12 - Thinking about the landholders you know, or know of, what proportion do you
think are using these soil management practices?
Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer Net All/Most

2025 (n=269) Wi 43% 15% 25% 4% 6% I :14
TOTAL
2023 (n=125) MR 43% 16% 29% g 6% WV
3%
2025 (n = 154) 37% 21%1 30% 1 4% 6% 0%
Grazing
(74
2023 (n = 76) 39% 20% 33% 3° 41%
2025 (n=14") WEA 71% 7% 14% 79%
Grains
(Broadacre
cropping)
2023 (n=74) 57% 29% 14% 57%
2025 (n=55) [IEETAN 55% 7% 16% s 67%
Sugarcane

2023 (n=22") 9% 55% 14% 23% 64%

2025 (n = 46) 13% 39% 9% 24% 7% 9% 52%

Horticulture +

Bananas
2023 (n =20%) 10% 40% 10% 20% 50%
B Most H Half H Some = None = Don't know

ML Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval



MCR &z . . . . . 58
2.6 Respondent estimate of number of landholders using soil management practices by region

Q12 - Thinking about the landholders you know, or know of, what proportion do you think are using these soil management practices? by Region & Reef Program
REGION PROGRAIVI((I;Q)RTICIPANT REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Sed.
Column % Wet Mackay Burnett No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ Chemical Irrigation
Total Cape York . Burdekin . Fitzroy Yes . \
n =260 n=1n Tropics n=34 Whitsunday n=58 Mary n=76 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
- - n=47 - n=31 - n=98 - n=191 n=51 n=36 remed. n =250 n=9n
n=39
All 7% 9% 9% 6% 3% 7% 7% 7% 8% 8% 5% 12% 11%
Most 43% 100% 45% 41% 52% 40% 41% 49% 40% 55% 64% ™ 46% 68% 67%
ZLEI_B/_I-\r/I()O-I—S"iI"L 49% 100% 53% 50% 58% 43% 48% 55% 47% 63% 72% 1 51% 80% 78%
Half 15% 13% 18% 6% 24% 1 13% 14% 16% 10% 11% 15% 8% 22%
Some 25% 23% 21% 23% 28% 28% 24% 26% 24% 17% 23% 8%
None 4% 2% 6% 6% 2% 5% 4% 4% 2% 8%
Don't know 6% 9% 6% 6% 3% 6% 3% 7% 2% 3% 4%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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2.6 Respondent estimate of number of landholders using soil management practices by

demographics
Q12 - Thinking about the landholders you know, or know of, what proportion do you think are using these soil management practices? by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/
9 1971 or 1961 to 1960 or School Diploma Bachelor 30yrs or
Column % Total . Male Female - degree or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs [1000rless| 101-500 [501-10,000| 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less
n =269 n=210 n=55 . above n=120 n=83 n =68 n =82 n =87 n=32
n=71 n=79 n=114 n=151 Diploma n =65
n=44
n=72
All 7% 7% 1% 9% 9% T 10% T 3% 2% 5% 9% 5% 13% 1T 6% 3% 3%
Most 43% 37% 44% 44% 45% 35% 44% 36% 45% 37% 47% 42% 32% 48% 46% 44%
SUB-TOTAL
ALL/MOST 49% 44% 48% 53% 54% 1 35% 54% 39% 48% 42% 56% 47% 46% 54% 49% 47%
Half 15% 18% 16% 13% 14% 18% 13% 19% 16% 18% 14% 14% 12% 6% 22% 1 28% 1
Some 25% 31% 28% 20% 23% 36% T 21% 32% 30% 31% 23% 25% 25% 29% 24% 19%
None 4% 4% 3% 5% 4% 5% 4% 6% 2% 6% 3% 5% 7% 5% 2%
Don't know 6% 3% 5% 9% 6% 5% 7% 4% 5% 3% 5% 8% 10% 6% 2% 6%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025;Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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Sugarcane

changes

Horticulture

Use a tailored, farm-specific Nutrient
Management Plan

Do not use this practice but am planning to
make changes

Do not use this practice and am not
planning to make any changes

Don't know

A Caution small cell size

Don't know LZ%

3.1 Nutrient management practices used

96% of sugarcane, 73% of horticulturalists and both banana growers in our survey reported using at least one of the prompted nutrient
management practices. A discussion of results is provided on the following page.

96%

use
91% 2023

Use the least amount of inputs as possible to 96%
reduce surplus nutrients 91%

Do not use this practice but am planning to make | 2%

m 2025
n=55

W 2023

9% n =23/

94%

I 2%
B 20% m 2025
n=44
5% W 2023
6% n=18"

Bananas

Overall 86%
using prompted
nutrient
management
practices
(93% 2023)

Q13. Thinking about your main commodity, which of the following nutrient management practices which can improve the quality of water in local waterways, do you use?

100%

use
100% 2023

Timing (frequency), placement and

100%
amount of fertiliser on crops is optimised
to red | trient 100%
o reduce surplus nutrients = 2025
n=2~A
W 2023
n=3A"
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3.1 Nutrient management practices used

Sugarcane CERENED

96% of sugarcane growers reported that they use the Although the decrease was not statistically significant, it appears Both banana growers stated that they ensure timing

least amount of inputs as possible to reduce surplus horticulturalists were less likely than in 2023 to use a tailored, farm- (frequency), placement and amount of fertiliser on crops

nutrients (91% in 2023). specific Nutrient Management Plan (73% used in 2025, 94% in 2023). is optimised to reduce surplus nutrients (also 100% in
2023).

2% stated they do not use the practice but were planning 20% stated they do not use the practice and were not planning to

to make changes (0% 2023). make changes (an increase from 0% 2023), while 2% indicated they
do not use but were planning to make changes (0% 2023).

2% were unsure if they had used such a practice (9%

2023). 5% were unsure whether they were engaged in this practice (6%
2023).

Funded Reef water quality program participation — impact on nutrient management practices used

100% of funded program participants reported using the Among funded program participants, 90% of horticulturalists reported  Neither of the two banana growers in our survey reported
least amount of inputs as possible to reduce surplus using a tailored, farm-specific nutrient Management Plan, compared taking part in any funded Reef water quality programs.
nutrients, compared with 90% of non-participants. with 68% of non-participants. The results above are therefore based on non-program

participants.
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3.1 Nutrient management practices used by region and reef program

Q13 - Thinking about your main commodity, which of the following nutrient management practices which can improve the quality of water in local waterways, do you use? by Region & Reef Program

PROGRAM
REGION PARTICIPANT (Q6) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Column % Sed.
Wet . Mackay . Burnett No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ Chemical Irrigation
Total Cape York Tropics Burdekin Whitsunday Fitzroy Mary Yes sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
remed.
NET USE 86% 97% 1 79% 90% 100% 71% 98% 1 77% 4 100% 100% 93% 100% 100%
NET USE 96% 100% 100% 93% 83% 100% 90% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Sugarcane Use the least amount of
(n=55) inputs as possible to 96% 100% 100% 93% 83% 100% 90% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
reduce surplus nutrients
NET USE 100% 100% 100%
Timing (frequency),
Bananas

placement and amount
(n=2") of fertiliser on cropsis | 100% 100% 100%
optimised to reduce
surplus nutrients

NET USE 73% 90% 40% 80% 100% 68% 90% 68% 100% 100% 75% 100% 100%

Horticulture | yse 3 tailored, farm-
(n=44) specific Nutrient 73% 90% 40% 80% 100% 68% 90% 68% 100% 100% 75% 100% 100%
Management Plan

Do not use this practice but am

. 2% 10% 2% 2% 7%
planning to make changes
Do nqt use this practice and am not 9% 3% 14% 21% 16%
planning to make any changes
Don't know 3% 7% 7% 5%

Results have been filtered by commodity (i.e. for sugarcane, percentages are based only on sugarcane respondents (n=23) etc)
A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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3.1 Nutrient management practices used by demographics

Q13 - Thinking about your main commodity, which of the following nutrient management practices which can improve the quality of water in local waterways, do you use? by Demographics

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY] HECTARES
ol o Certificate Bachelor
olumn % :
1971or | 1961to | 1960 or School |/ Diploma 30 yrs or 501-
Total later 1970 earlier Male Female education [/Advanced deagl;:‘(leeor less 31-50yrs | 51+yrs (100 or less| 101-500 10,000 10,001+
Diploma
NET USE 86% 86% 89% 84% 88% 57% 85% 92% 81% 88% 83% 94% 79% 91% 92%
NET USE 96% 93% 95% 100% 96% 100% 97% 100% 88% 100% 94% 100% 88% 100% 100%
Sugarcane Use the least
(n=55) Z?Ssz';z ‘:Z'Pep d“:zeas 96% 93% 95% 100% 96% 100% 97% 100% 88% 100% 94% 100% 88% 100% | 100%
surplus nutrients
NET USE 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Timing (frequency),
Bananas placement and
(n=2") 2:"2:0”55?2 fertiliser 14500 100% | 100% | 100% 100% | 100% 100% 100% | 100%
optimised to reduce
surplus nutrients
NET USE 73% 77% 79% 65% 78% 25% 65% 82% 77% 75% 69% 83% 72% 71% 80%
Horticulture Use a tailored, farm-
(n=44) specific Nutrient 73% 77% 79% 65% 78% 25% 65% 82% 77% 75% 69% 83% 72% 71% 80%
Management Plan
Do no.t use this practice but am 2% 7% 2% 2% 5% 39% 2% 8%
planning to make changes
Do not use this practice and am o o o o o o o o o o o o o o
not planning to make any changes 9% 7% 9% 11% 7% 29% 11% 4% 10% 12% 8% 6% 17% 1 4%
Don't know 3% 3% 5% 2% 14% 2% 4% 5% 5% 2% 4%

Results have been filtered by commodity (i.e. for sugarcane, percentages are based only on sugarcane respondents (n=55) etc)

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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3.2 Reasons for using nutrient
management practices

The main reasons producers do or would use the prompted nutrient management
practices were consistent with 2023:

* For financial reasons (52%, 57% 2023)

* To maintain and/or improve productivity (50%, 45% 2023)

* To improve soil health (36%, 34% 2023)

* For the environment (26%, 30% 2023)

* For regulation compliance (21%, 25% 2023).

In 2025 respondents were less likely than in 2023 to engage in the practices in
order to improve the farm for future land managers (3%, 23% 2023). Other reasons
are displayed in the adjacent chart.

Sub-group findings

Commodity findings

Regulation compliance was most commonly cited as a driver by sugarcane growers
(33%) (7% among horticulture/banana growers).

Horticulture/banana growers were more likely than sugarcane growers to cite
improving soil health (47%) (27% among sugarcane growers).

Funded program participation findings
67% of funded program participants nominated financial reasons as a motivator to
using nutrient management practices, compared to 41% among non-participants.

Q14 - What are the THREE MAIN reasons for why you would or do use these

nutrient management practices?

Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer

For financial reasons

To maintain and/or improve productivity

To improve soil health

For the environment

For regulation compliance

To save time

To improve my farm for future land managers

To meet consumer expectations of land
management/gain market access

To make managing my farm easier

Other landholders in my area use these practices

Other

There are no reasons to use these practices

Don’t know

52%
57%
50%
45%
36%
34%
26%
30%
21%
25%
3%
7%
3% v
23%
2%
7%
1%
5%
B 2%
7%
2%
. H 2025
I 220// n =100
(]
m 2023
L 1% n=44
2%

A v Arrows indicate a significant change from the previous wave at the 95% confidence interval
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3.2 Reasons for using nutrient management practices by commodity type

Q14 - What are the THREE MAIN reasons for why you would or do use these nutrient management practices? by COMMODITY by Year

Total Sugarcane Horticulture + Bananas

Column % 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025

n=44 n =100 n=237 n =55 n=217 n=45
For financial reasons 57% 52% 65% 60% 48% 43%
To maintain and/or improve 45% 50% 35% 44% 57% 57%
productivity
To improve soil health 34% 36% 35% 27%, 33% 47% 1
For the environment 30% 26% 22% 29% 38% 22%
For regulation compliance 25% 21% 35% 33% 1 14% 7%\
To save time 7% 3% 9% 5% 7%
To improve my farm for future 239% 3%y 26% 19% 7%
land managers
To meet consumer expectations
of land management/gain market 7% 2% 1% 1% 10%
access
To make managing my farm 5% 1% 9% 2%
easier
Other landholders i

er lan .o ers in my area use 2% 5%

these practices
Other 2% 7% 4% 4% 11%
Therg are no reasons to use these 2% 2% 59 4%
practices
Don’t know 2% 1% 5% 2%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; 1\, Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval A v indicate a significant difference from the previous wave at the 95% confidence

interval
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3.2 Reasons for using nutrient management practices by region and reef program

Q14 - What are the THREE MAIN reasons for why you would or do use these nutrient management practices? by Region & Reef Program

PROGRAM

REGION PARTICIPANT (Q6) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)

Column % Mackay Burnett No /Not Industry Nutrient rezeu(::.t / Chemical Irrigation
Total Cape York | Wet Tropics | Burdekin . Fitzroy Yes ’ . .
=100 n=on n=37 = 147 Whitsunday = 2A Mary n=a4 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n n=20" n=277 n=56 n=34 n=30 remed. n =227 n=9"
n=15"

For financial reasons 52% 49% 64% 75% 50% 36% 67% T 41% 68% 70% 73% 65% 78%
;‘:O'Zj'c't‘lt:l't'; and/or improve 50% 51% 36% 55% 50% 50% 49% 50% 59% 47% 47% 39% 33%
To improve soil health 36% 35% 21% 20% 50% 56% 30% 41% 21% 23% 27% 18% 22%
For the environment 26% 27% 29% 20% 100% 21% 31% 21% 29% 33% 20% 35% 33%
For regulation compliance 21% 22% 29% 35% 7% 29% 14% 29% 30% 20% 35% 22%
To save time 3% 3% 7% 4% 5%
To improve my farm for future 3% 3% 5% 2% 2% 4% 3%

land managers

To meet consumer expectations
of land management/gain 2% 5% 2% 2% 3% 4%
market access

To make managing my farm

. 1% 5% 2%
easier
Other 7% 3% 5% 18% 2% 11% 3% 3% 4% 11%
There are nf) reasons to use 2% 59% 4% 2% 2% 7%
these practices
Don’t know 1% 4% 2%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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3.2 Reasons for using nutrient management practices by demographics

Q14 - What are the THREE MAIN reasons for why you would or do use these nutrient management practices? by Demographics

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Col 9 1960 or School CeDritiT:)c;t:/ Bachelor
olumn % Total 1971 or later{1961 to 1970 carlier Male Female education /AdF\)Ianced degreeor [30yrsorless| 31-50yrs 51+yrs 100 or less | 101-500 |501-10,000| 10,001+
n =100 n=28" n=35 n=93 n=77 . above n =240 n=>59 n=177 n=42 n=47 n=117 n=0n
n=36 n=55 Diploma
n=20"
n=24n

For financial reasons 52% 64% 51% 43% 53% 43% 49% 63% 52% 60% 56% 29% 45% 57% 58%
Tg;’j\'{’:;’;gﬂg{ﬂty 50% 50% 54% 46% 49% 57% 45% 46% 62% 60% 46% 47% 45% 53% 50%
To improve soil health 36% 25% 34% 47% 33% 71% 33% 33% 50% 25% 34% 59% 43% 32% 27%
For the environment 26% 29% 23% 24% 23% 57% 24% 38% 19% 32% 24% 24% 26% 26% 25%
Eg;:;ﬁ::\izc’” 21% 21% 17% 24% 21% 14% 24% 17% 14% 20% 22% 18% 14% 26% 25%
To save time 3% 4% 3% 3% 3% 2% 4% 5% 4% 3% 5% 2%

:uotLTep:::g ;’g::;g:°r 3% 6% 3% 2% 14% 8% 5% 5% 5% 2%

To meet consumer

ﬁ:‘::;;?e“:tg;?n“d 2% 6% 2% 8% 2% 6% 5%

market access

::rmae';iiga”ag'”g my 1% 3% 1% 2% 6% 2%

Other 7% 14% 3% 5% 6% 14% 5% 8% 10% 4% 8% 6% 10% 4% 8%
I:eertissrz groarcif‘;‘)sns R Pt 4% 3% 2% 4% 3% 2% 8%
Don’t know 1% 3% 1% 5% 2% 2%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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3.3 Challenges with using
nutrient management practices

The most commonly mentioned challenges or barriers to using the prompted nutrient
management practices were:

* Financial (39%, 48% 2023)

*  Weather and seasonal issues (36%, 43% 2023).

12% of respondents were limited by time constraints (2% 2023).

In comparison to 2023, respondents in 2025 were less likely to mention additional
administrative work as a barrier (4%, 23% 2023).

19% indicated there were no challenges or barriers to using nutrient management
practices (16% 2023).

Sub-group findings

Commodity findings

There were no significant differences between growers in the barriers to using nutrient
management practices, however horticulture/banana growers appeared slightly more
likely to indicate there were no barriers (24%) (15% among sugarcane growers).

Regional findings

Weather barriers were most commonly mentioned by those in the Wet Tropics (49%) or

Fitzroy* (100%) regions (36% average).

Funded program participation findings
16% of funded Reef water quality program participants nominated concerns about

production as a barrier to using nutrient management practices (compared to 4% among

non-participants).

Other findings
Those with 101-500 hectares under production were more likely than others to cite
financial barriers (49%, 39% average).

* Only 2 Fitzroy respondents answered this question in 2025

Q15 - What are the THREE MAIN challenges or barriers to starting or
continuing to use these nutrient management practices?

Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer

Financial

Weather and seasonal issues

| do not have the time

| am worried about production

| am constrained by the availability of contractors
and labour/or contractor’s equipment

| need more information before | can use these
practices

Additional administrative work

It is not the way | have managed my farm in the
past

| don’t think it will have a positive impact on the
environment

Not enough support from decision making
partners

No one else is doing it

Other

There are no challenges or barriers

Don’t know

39%

36%
43%

23%

.
NN
X X

17%
16%
19%
16%
1%
2%

A v Arrows indicate a significant change from the previous wave at the 95% confidence interval

48%

m 2025
n=101

m 2023
n=44
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Q15 - What are the THREE MAIN challenges or barriers to starting or continuing to use these nutrient management practices? by COMMODITY by Year

3.3 Challenges with using nutrient management practices by commodity type

Total Sugarcane Horticulture + Bananas

Column % 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025

n=44 n=101 n =237 n=>55 n=21n n =46
Financial 48% 39% 43% 44% 52% 33%
Weather and seasonal issues 43% 36% 52% 36% 33% 35%
| do not have the time 2% 12% 4% 7% 17%
| am worried about production 14% 9% 17% 11% 10% 7%
e ey oo || e | |
I need more information before | can use these practices 7% 4% 4% 4% 10% 4%
Additional administrative work 23% 4% v 17% 2% 29% 7%
It is not the way | have managed my farm in the past 5% 3% 4% 5% 5%
L:Sirl\"ot:::g:tit will have a positive impact on the 2% 4%
Not enough support from decision making partners 2% 2% 4% 2% 2%
No one else is doing it 1% 2%
| tried it before and was not happy with the outcome
Other 16% 17% 22% 18% 10% 15%
There are no challenges or barriers 16% 19% 17% 15% 14% 24%
Don’t know 2% 1% 5% 2%

70

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; 1, Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval A v indicate a significant difference from the previous wave at the 95% confidence

interval
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3.3 Challenges with using nutrient management practices by region and reef program

Q15 - What are the THREE MAIN challenges or barriers to starting or continuing to use these nutrient management practices? by Region & Reef Program

PROGRAM
REGION PARTICIPANT (Q6) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Sed.
Column % Wet . Mackay . Burnett No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ | Chemical | Irrigation
Total Cape York R Burdekin . Fitzroy Yes . \
n=101 n = 0A Tropics h = 147 Whitsunday =28 Mary =45 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=37 n=20" n=28" n =56 n=34 n=30 remed. n =237 n=9n
n =152

Financial 39% 46% 21% 35% 43% 42% 36% 38% 50% 53% 43% 33%
Weather and seasonal issues 36% 49% 29% 25% 100% 25% 38% 34% 44% 33% 40% 22% 11%
| do not have the time 12% 5% 7% 15% 21% 7% 16% 6% 7% 1%
| am worried about production 9% 8% 14% 15% 4% 16% T 4% 15% 10% 20% 17% 11%

| am constrained by the availability
of contractors and labour/or 6% 5% 7% 10% 4% 9% 4% 12% 10% 7% 9% 11%

contractor’s equipment

Additional administrative work 4% 7% 10% 4% 7% 2% 9% 3% 13% 4% 11%

'fta'rsmnlcr’]t tt:ee ")’Zi‘t’ 'have managed my | 5, 5% 5% 4% 2% 6% 7% 4%

! don’t think it W|I|.have a positive 2% 39% 59% 4% 39% 9%

impact on the environment

Not .enough support from decision 2% 3% 4% 4%

making partners

No one else is doing it 1% 5% 2% 3% 3% 7% 4% 11%

Other 17% 14% 29% 10% 21% 11% 21% 9% 13% 13% 17% 11%
ere are no challenges or barriers (] (< (] (] (o (] (] (] (< (] (] (]

Th hall barri 19% 19% 29% 20% 14% 16% 21% 18% 17% 7% 22% 22%

Don’t know 1% 7% 2%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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3.3 Challenges with using nutrient management practices by demographics

Q15 - What are the THREE MAIN challenges or barriers to starting or continuing to use these nutrient management practices? by Demographics

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate
. Bachelor
Column % Total | 19710r | 1961to ) 19600r | . | pepale | School | Diploma | o) o op [ 30¥1SO | 31 50yrs | 51+yrs [1000r less| 101500 [501-10,000( 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less
n=101 n = 28A n=35 n=37 n=94 n=7" n =55 Diploma above n = 25A n=59 n=177 n=42 n=47 n=127 n=0"
= = = = —91n =
n=2an | =21

Financial 39% 43% 37% 38% 36% 71% 33% 38% 57% 44% 37% 35% 29% 49% T 33%
Weath d |
issiaes erandseasona 36% 29% 40% 38% 35% 43% 40% 38% 19% 32% 39% 29% 33% 38% 33%
| do not have the time 12% 25% 9% 5% 11% 29% 9% 17% 14% 28% 8% 17% 11%
| ied about
pf(r:juwcotg'ne abod 9% 11% 11% 5% 9% 14% 11% 8% 5% 8% 5% 24% 5% 13% 8%
| am constrained by the

ilability of contract
avarabliity ot contractors | go, 11% 6% 3% 5% 14% 5% 13% 8% 5% 6% 5% 6% 8%
and labour/or contractor’s|
equipment
| need more information
before | can use these 4% 4% 8% 1% 1% 10% 7% 7% 2%
practices
Additional administrati
Wor:('°”a AdMmINISLrative | 4o 4% 6% 3% 4% 5% 4% 4% 3% 6% 5% 2% 8%
It is not the way | have
managed my farm in the 3% 4% 5% 2% 14% 2% 4% 5% 4% 2% 6% 2% 4%
past
| don’t think it will have a
positive impact on the 2% 3% 3% 2% 2% 1% 2% 6% 5%
environment
Not enough support from 2% 6% 1 2% 4% 59% 3% 5%
decision making partners
No one else is doing it 1% 3% 1% 2% 2% 2%
Other 17% 11% 26% 14% 17% 14% 11% 25% 24% 12% 24% T 21% 15% 8%
Th hall
Orzgers;j's”o Cchallenses 1 199 18% 9% 27% 19% 14% 24% 13% 14% 20% 15% 29% 21% 13% 33%
Don’t know 1% 4% 1% 5% 4% 2%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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3.4 Expectations of positive
result from nutrient
management practices

92% of sugarcane, horticulture and banana growers in 2025 indicated
they expect at least some positive result from using the prompted
nutrient management practices (91% 2023). 48% expect a large or
very large result (55% 2023). 6% did not expect any positive outcomes
(2% 2023) while 2% were unsure (7% 2023).

Sub-group findings

Commodity findings

Sugarcane respondents were more likely than others to indicate they
expected no positive result from nutrient management practices
(11%) (0% among horticulture/banana growers).

Funded program participation findings
42% of program participants and 52% of non-participants were
expecting a large or very large positive result.

Other findings
Those born in 1961-1970 (aged 55-64 years) were more likely than
others to expect a very large positive result (26%, 15% average).

Expectations for a large or very large positive result appeared to
decrease as hectares under production increased (55% among those
with 100 or less hectares, 45% 101-500 hectares, 33% 501-10,000
hectares) (no respondents with more than 10,000 hectares answered
this question).

* Only 2 banana respondents answered this question in 2025

A Caution small cell size

73
Q16 - Overall, thinking about all the possible impacts, to what degree do you expect a positive
result from these nutrient management practices? Net Large/_ Very
Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer Iarge positive
result
2025 (n = 101) 15% 33% 37% 8% 48%
TOTAL
2023 (n = 44) 18% 36% 23% 14% 55%
2025 (n = 55) 13% 27% 40% 9% 40%
Sugarcane
2023 (n =23%) 13% 26% 30% 22% 39%
2025 (n = 46) 17% 39% 33% 7% 57%
Horticulture +
Bananas
2023 (n=2147) 24% 48% 14% 5% 71%

MW A very large positive result B A large positive result B A moderate positive result B A small positive result B No positive result B Don't know

™ Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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Q16 - Overall, thinking about all the possible impacts, to what degree do you expect a positive result from these nutrient management practices? by Region & Reef Program
REGION PARF"I'FI{gS:IGxQG) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Column % Wet Mackay Burnett No /Not Industry Nutrient ref.iici:c./ Chemical Irrigation
Total Cape York R Burdekin . Fitzroy Yes . .
n=101 n=0A Tropics h = 147 Whitsunday n =2 Mary =45 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=37 n =20/ n =28/ n =56 n=34 n=30 remed. n=237 n=9"
n=15"
A very large positive result 15% 19% 14% 10% 14% 18% 13% 21% 23% 13% 17% 11%
A large positive result 33% 35% 21% 35% 36% 24% 39% 24% 20% 20% 13% 11%
VERY LARGE/LARGE 48% 54% 36% 45% 50% 42% 52% 44% 43% 33% 30% 22%
A moderate positive result 37% 35% 36% 30% 100% 39% 42% 32% 44% 43% 33% 52% 56%
A small positive result 8% 3% 14% 15% 7% 11% 5% 6% 7% 27% 9% 11%
MODERATE/SMALL 45% 38% 50% 45% 100% 46% 53% 38% 50% 50% 60% 61% 67%
NET POSITIVE 92% 92% 86% 90% 100% 96% 96% 89% 94% 93% 93% 91% 89%
No positive result 6% 8% 7% 10% 4% 7% 6% 7% 7% 9% 11%
Don't know 2% 7% 4% 4%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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3.4 Expectations of positive result from nutrient management practices by demographics

Q16 - Overall, thinking about all the possible impacts, to what degree do you expect a positive result from these nutrient management practices? by Demographics

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/
9 19710r | 1961to | 19600r School | Diploma | B2€Pelor | 34 rsor
Column % Total . Male | Female X P degreeor | > Y 31-50yrs | 51+yrs |100o0rless| 101-500 [501-10,000| 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less
n=101 n=94 n=7A . above n=>59 n=17A n=42 n=47 n=12A n=0An
n =287 n=35 n=37 n=55 Diploma n =257
n=21A
n=24n
Avery | iti
re‘s’jlrty arge PostVe | 150y 4% 26% 1 | 14% 13% 43% 9% 21% 24% 8% 19% 12% 14% 17% 8%
Al it
resaurlie positive 33% 32% 31% 32% 35% 40% 29% 19% 28% 36% 29% 40% 28% 25%
VERY LARGE/LARGE | 48% 36% 57% 46% 48% 43% 49% 50% 43% 36% 54% 41% 55% 45% 33%
A d t iti
re::;’t erate positive | 520, 43% 29% 41% 35% 57% 31% 42% 43% 48% 31% 41% 29% 38% 58%
A small positi
re:ﬂf positive 8% 18% 6% 3% 9% 9% 8% 5% 12% 7% 6% 5% 11% 8%
MODERATE/SMALL | 45% 61% 34% 43% 44% 57% 40% 50% 48% 60% 37% 47% 33% 49% 67%
NET POSITIVE 92% 96% 91% 89% 91% 100% 89% 100% 90% 96% 92% 88% 88% 94% 100%
No positive result 6% 4% 6% 8% 6% 9% 5% 4% 5% 12% 7% 6%
Don't know 2% 3% 3% 2% 2% 5% 3% 5%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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3.5 Confidence in 76
ability to use nutrient
management practices

Q17 - How confident are you in your ability to use these nutrient management practices? Net Very/
Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer Extremely
confident
97% of sugarcane, horticulture and banana growers in 2025 were
confident in their ability to use the prompted nutrient management
practices (98% 2023). 2025 (n = 101) 34% 44% 17%4A 3939059
. . TOTAL
77% were very or extremely confident (84% 2023) while 17% were
moderately confident (an increase from 5% in 2023), and 3% were
i . 2023 (n =44) 25% 59% 5% 9% 2 84%
somewhat confident (9% 2023). 3% were not at all confident (0% 2023).
Sub-group findings
Funded program participation findings 2025 (n = 55) 36% 42% 16% a 78%
89% of funded Reef water quality program participants were very or
extremely confident in their ability to use nutrient management Sugarcane
practices, compared with 68% of non-participants.
2023 (n =234) 22% 57% 9% 13% 78%
Other findings
Findings were statistically consistent across other sub-groups.
2025 (n = 46) 30% 46% 17% 2" 76%

Horticulture +
Bananas

2023 (n=21n) 29% 62% 5% 90%

H Extremely confident ® Very confident B Moderately confident B Somewhat confident ® Not at all confident = Don't know

A v indicate a significant difference from the previous wave at the 95% confidence interval

A Caution small cell size
The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as moderately confident). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. Extremely confident and Not at all confident).
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3.5 Confidence in ability to use nutrient management practices by region and reef program

Q17 - How confident are you in your ability to use these nutrient management practices? by Region & Reef Program

PROGRAM
REGION PARTICIPANT (Q6) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Sed.
Column % Wet . Mackay . Burnett No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ Chemical Irrigation
Total Cape York R Burdekin . Fitzroy Yes . X
n=101 n = 0A Tropics h = 147 Whitsunday =28 Mary =45 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
- - n=37 - n=20° - n=28n - n=>56 n=34 n=30 remed. n=237 n=9n
n =15/
Extremely confident 34% 38% 43% 25% 50% 29% 33% 34% 35% 43% 33% 35% 22%
Very confident 44% 46% 36% 50% 50% 39% 56% T 34% | 59% 50% 53% 48% 67%
EXTREMELY/VERY 77% 84% 79% 75% 100% 68% 89% 1 68% 94% 93% 87% 83% 89%
Moderately confident 17% 11% 21% 15% 25% 7% 25% T 6% 7% 7% 13% 11%
Somewhat confident 3% 3% 5% 1% 2% 4% 1%
MODERATE/SOMEWHAT 20% 14% 21% 20% 29% 9% | 29% 1 6% 7% 7% 17% 11%
NET CONFIDENT 97% 97% 100% 95% 100% 96% 98% 96% 100% 100% 93% 100% 100%
Not at all confident 3% 3% 5% 1% 2% 1% 7%

The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as moderately confident). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. Extremely confident and Not at all confident).

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval



Market &
Communications
Research

3.5 Confidence in ability to use nutrient management practices by demographics

Q17 - How confident are you in your ability to use these nutrient management practices? by Demographics

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate
9 1971 or 1961 to 1960 or School Diploma Bachelor 30 yrs or
Column % Total . Male Female . degree or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs |[100orless| 101-500 [501-10,000( 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less
n=101 n=94 n=7/n . above n=59 n=177 n=42 n=47 n=12n n=0/"
n =287 n=35 n=37 n=55 Diploma n =257
n=217
n =24/
Extremely confident 34% 29% 34% 38% 32% 57% 36% 38% 24% 28% 34% 41% 36% 36% 17%
Very confident 44% 43% 51% 35% 47% 44% 46% 38% 52% 41% 41% 40% 45% 50%
EXTREMELY/VERY 77% 71% 86% 73% 79% 57% 80% 83% 62% 80% 75% 82% 76% 81% 67%
Moderately confident 17% 21% 9% 22% 15% 43% 15% 17% 24% 16% 19% 12% 17% 17% 17%
Somewhat confident 3% 4% 3% 3% 3% 14% 4% 2% 6% 2% 2% 8%
MODERATE/SOMEWHAT | 20% 25% 11% 24% 18% 43% 15% 17% 38% 20% 20% 18% 19% 19% 25%
NET CONFIDENT 97% 96% 97% 97% 97% 100% 95% 100% 100% 100% 95% 100% 95% 100% 92%
Not at all confident 3% 4% 3% 3% 3% 5% 5% 5% 8%

The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as moderately confident). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. Extremely confident and Not at all confident).

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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3.6 Respondent estimate of
number of landholders using

nutrient management practices

65% of sugarcane, banana or horticulture growers in 2025 felt that most
or all landholders they know or know of are using at least one of the
prompted nutrient management practices (56% in 2023). 22% felt that
some or half are using such practices (30% 2023), while 5% felt no
landholders were using the practices. 8% were unsure (14% 2023).

Sub-group findings

Commodity findings

Nutrient management practices were most likely to be considered
widespread by sugarcane growers (78% all/most). 50% of those
involved in horticulture/banana growing thought nutrient management
was practiced by most or all landholders.

Funded program participation findings

77% of funded program participants felt all or most landholders were
using the prompted nutrient management practices, compared to 55%
among non-participants.

Other findings

Those born in 1960 or earlier (aged 65+ years) were more likely than
others to believe no landholders were using the prompted nutrient
management practices (11%, 5% average).

A Caution small cell size

79
Q18 - Thinking about the landholders you know, or know of, what proportion do you think are
using these nutrient management practices?
Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer Net A"/MOSt

2025 (n =100) 20% 45% 6% 16% 5% 65%
TOTAL
2023 (n=43) 9% 47% 14% 16% 14% 56%
2025 (n = 54) 24% 54% 7% | 11% A%Et N
Sugarcane
2023 (n=23%) 13% 52% 13% 13% 65%

2025 (n = 46) 15% 35% 4% 22% 11% 50%
Horticulture +

Bananas
2023 (n=20") 134 40% 15% 20% 45%

mAll B Most W Half H Some = None = Don't know

™ Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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3.6 Respondent estimate of number of landholders using nutrient management practices by

region and reef program
Q18 - Thinking about the landholders you know, or know of, what proportion do you think are using these nutrient management practices? by Region & Reef Program
REGION PROGRAM((;Q)RT'C'PANT REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Column % Total Cape York Wet Burdekin Mackay Fitzroy Burnett Ves No /Not Industry Nutrient ref:li‘::c./ Chemical | Irrigation
n =100 = OA Tropics h = 14A Whitsunday h = 2A Mary =44 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n =36 n=20" n=28" n =56 n=33 n =297 remed. n =227 n=9n
n =140
All 20% 19% 43% 10% 50% 14% 18% 21% 21% 17% 21% 14% 22%
Most 45% 50% 43% 65% 50% 25% 59% 1 34% 58% 66% 64% 73% 56%
SUB-TOTAL ALL/MOST 65% 69% 86% 75% 100% 39% 77% T 55% 79% 83% 86% 86% 78%
Half 6% 8% 11% 7% 5% 9% 7% 5% 22%
Some 16% 14% 15% 29% 11% 20% 12% 10% 7% 5%
None 5% 3% 5% 11% 2% 7% 7%
Don't know 8% 6% 14% 5% 11% 2% 13% 5%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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3.6 Respondent estimate of number of landholders using nutrient management practices by

demographics
Q18 - Thinking about the landholders you know, or know of, what proportion do you think are using these nutrient management practices? by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/
9 1971or | 1961to | 1960 or School | Diploma | B3<Melor | 35 s or
Column % Total . Male Female - P degree or Y 31-50yrs | 51+yrs |100o0rless| 101-500 |501-10,000( 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less
n =100 n=93 n=77 . above n=59 n=16A n=42 n=46 n=12A n=0/"
n=28" n=35 n=36 n=>54 Diploma n =257
n=217
n =240
All 20% 25% 17% 19% 22% 24% 17% 14% 28% 14% 31% 17% 24% 17%
Most 45% 36% 46% 50% 43% 71% 46% 50% 33% 40% 47% 44% 36% 48% 67%
SUB-TOTAL ALL/MOST 65% 61% 63% 69% 65% 71% 70% 67% 48% 68% 61% 75% 52% 72% 83%
Half 6% 11% 6% 3% 6% 4% 13% 5% 8% 5% 6% 2% 9% 8%
Some 16% 14% 29% 6% | 16% 14% 9% 17% 33% 12% 20% 6% 19% 17%
None 5% 4% 11% 1 5% 6% 4% 5% 7% 6% 10% 8%
Don't know 8% 11% 3% 11% 8% 14% 11% 10% 12% 7% 6% 17% 1T 2%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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4.1 Irrigation management practices used

94% of sugarcane growers and 93% of horticulturalists (who irrigate*) reported using at least one of the irrigation
management practices. Results were statistically consistent with 2023 (80% of sugarcane growers and 100% of
horticulturalists were using the prompted practices in 2023).

Overall 93%

using prompted
irrigation
management
Practices
(91% 2023)

* Those who do not irrigate could select ‘not applicable’ and were removed from the analysis on these questions.

Q19. Thinking about your main commodity, which of the following irrigation management practices which can improve the quality of water in local waterways, do you use?

Sugarcane Horticulture
94%
use
Irrigation water applied matches 84% 80% 2023 Adjust irrigation based on monitoring water
crop demands 73% use and soil moisture
Tonnes of cane grown per ML of 81%
water is maximised 53% Use an Irrigation Management Plan across 48%
the whole of farm 56%
Do not use any of these practices
but am planning to make changes . 7%
Do not use any of these practices and am
Do not use any of these practices 6% not planning to make any changes
and am not planning to make any
changes 7% W 2025 m 2025
n=31 I 2% n=42
Don’t know
Don’t know W 2023 W 2023
. 7% n=15" n=18"

* Respondents who did not consider irrigation management applicable have been removed from the irrigation management results.
Sugarcane: n=8 (35%) in 2023 and n=24 (43%) in 2025 did not consider irrigation management applicable.
Horticulture: n=2 (5%) in 2025 did not consider irrigation management applicable

A Caution small cell size
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4.1 Irrigation management practices used

84% of sugarcane growers reported they ensure that irrigation water applied matches 88% of horticulture respondents reported that they adjust irrigation based on
crop demands (73% 2023). 81% indicated they maximise the tonnes of cane grown per  monitoring water use and soil moisture (94% 2023). 48% agreed that they use an

ML (53% 2023). Irrigation Management Plan across the whole of farm (56% 2023).
6% were not using any of the prompted practices and were not planning to make 5% were not using any of the prompted practices and were not planning to make
changes (7% 2023). changes (0% 2023) and 2% were unsure (0% 2023).

Funded Reef water quality program participation — impact on irrigation management practices used

94% of funded program participants reported ensuring that irrigation water applied 100% of funded program participants reported that they adjust irrigation based on
matches crop demands, compared with 69% of non-participants. monitoring water use and soil moisture, compared with 84% of non-participants.

94% of funded program participants reported they maximise the tonnes of cane grown  Use of an Irrigation Management Plan across the whole of farm was consistent
per ML, compared with 62% of non-participants. between participants and non-participants (50% funded program participants, 47%
non-participants).
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4.1 Irrigation management practices used by region and reef program

Q19 - Thinking about your main commodity, which of the following irrigation management practices which can improve the quality of water in local waterways, do you use? by Region & Reef Program

REGION PROGRAM REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN

PARTICIPANT (Q6) (Qs6a)

Column % Sed.
Wet . Mackay . Burnett No /Not | Industry | Nutrient | reduct./ | Chemical | Irrigation

Total Cape York Tropics Burdekin Whitsunday Fitzroy Mary Yes sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt

remed.
NET USE 93% 100% 93% 89% 50% 96% 100% 89% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
NET USE 94% 100% 100% 86% 100% 100% 85% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Irrigation water
applied matches 84% 100% 78% 86% 80% 94% 69% 92% 92% 100% 91% 100%

Sugarcane
& crop demands

(n=31)

Tonnes of cane
grown per ML of 81% 67% 78% 79% 100% 94% 62% 92% 100% 80% 100% 100%
water is maximised

NET USE 93% 100% 80% 100% 50% 95% 100% 91% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Adjust irrigation
based on monitoring

water use and soil 88% 100% 80% 80% 50% 90% 100% 84% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Horticulture
moisture
(n=42)
Use an Irrigation
gﬂcfgssgmewr‘;g:s ';f 48% 40% 60% 50% 70% 50% 47% 50% 100% 50% 100% 100%
farm
Do not use any of these practices but
am planning to make changes
Do not use an.y of these practices and 5% 7% 11% 50% 9%
am not planning to make any changes
Don’t know 1% 4% 2%

* Sugarcane n=24 (43%) & Horticulture n=2 (5%) did not consider irrigation management applicable and have been removed

Results have been filtered by commodity (i.e. for sugarcane, percentages are based only on sugarcane respondents (n=31) etc)

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025 AND Exclude N/A at Q19; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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4.1 Irrigation management practices used by demographics

Q19 - Thinking about your main commodity, which of the following irrigation management practices which can improve the quality of water in local waterways, do you use? by Demographics

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/
Column % R Bachelor
Total | 1971or | 1961to | 1960or Male Female | School | Diploma | @ eor | 30Y™O | 33 5oyrs | s14yrs  [1000rless| 101-500 [501-10,000| 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education | /Advanced abov. less
Diploma ove
NET USE 93% 91% 95% 93% 93% 100% 95% 100% 80% 95% 95% 83% 88% 97% 100%

NET USE 94% 90% 100% 90% 93% 95% 100% 67% 100% 93% 83% 82% 100% 100%

Irrigation water
SEEe applied matches crop | 84% 80% 80% 90% 83% 86% 83% 67% 89% 80% 83% 73% 88% 100%

(n=31) demands

Tonnes of cane

grown per ML of 81% 70% 90% 80% 83% 86% 67% 67% 78% 87% 83%

64% 94% 67%
water is maximised

NET USE 93% 92% 92% 94% 92% 100% 95% 100% 83% 91% 96% 83% 91% 93% 100%

Adjust irrigation
PR CTE Il 88% 85% 92% 88% 87% |  100% 95% 82% 83% 82% 92% 83% 83% 93% | 100%
water use and soil

Horticulture .
moisture

(n=42)

Use an Irrigation
MEIECECE (AR 48% 46% 42% 53% 49% 33% 37% 45% 67% 45% 52% 33% 48% 50% 40%
across the whole of

farm

Do not use any of these practices
but am planning to make changes

Do not use any of these practices

and am not planning to make any 5% 9% 7% 6% 5% 13% 5% 3% 17% 9% 3%
changes
Don’t know 1% 5% 1% 7% 3% 3%

* Sugarcane n=24 (43%) & Horticulture n=2 (5%) did not consider irrigation management applicable and have been removed

Results have been filtered by commodity (i.e. for sugarcane, percentages are based only on sugarcane respondents (n=31) etc)

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025 AND Exclude N/A at Q19; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval




e =M 4.2 Reasons for using &7

Research

irrigation management ‘
practices

Q20 - What are the THREE MAIN reasons for why you would or do use these irrigation
management practices?

Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer

The main reasons producers do or would use the prompted irrigation

* For financial reasons (57%, 64% 2023)
* To maintain and/or improve productivity (55%, 48% 2023). To maintain and/or improve productivity ‘/ 5%
19% cited improving soil health (30% 2023) and 8% cited environmental ) ) 19%

) To improve soil health o
reasons (a decrease from 24% in 2023). 30%

. 8% Vv
Other reasons are displayed in the adjacent chart. For the environment h 24%
Sub-group findings To make managing my farm easier “ 15%
Commodity findings 5025
(]
Improving soil health was more commonly mentioned by horticulturalists ) . 4% -
For regulation compliance . n=74
(29%) than sugarcane growers (6%). 12%
W 2023
o, =33
Other findings To improve my farm for future land managers 4% 12% n
Financial reasons were more commonly cited by those with 101-500
hectares under production (71%) and less frequently mentioned by those To save time I 33':;
with 100 or less hectares (43%). 0
Other 24%
Maintaining and/or improving productivity was more frequently 30%
mentioned by those with 31-50 years experience in the agriculture 1%
industry (66%, 55% average). There are no reasons to use these practices h 6%
Don’t know . 4%

A v Arrows indicate a significant change from the previous wave at the 95% confidence interval
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4.2 Reasons for using irrigation management practices by commodity type

Q20 - What are the THREE MAIN reasons for why you would or do use these irrigation management practices? By COMMODITY by Year

Total Sugarcane Horticulture (other than bananas)
Column % 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025
n=33 n=74 n =152 n=32 n =187 n=42
For financial reasons 64% 57% 73% 59% 56% 55%
To maintain and/or improve
. 48% 55% 47% 63% 50% 50%
productivity
To improve soil health 30% 19% 33% 6%\ 28% 29% 1
For the environment 24% 8% Vv 13% 9% 33% 7%
T ki i f
0 make managing my farm 15% 7% 13% 9% 17% 5%
easier
For regulation compliance 12% 4% 20% 6% 6% 2%
To improve my farm for
12% 4% 13% 3% 11% 5%
future land managers
To save time 3% 3% 7% 6%
Other 30% 24% 20% 13%\ 39% 33% 1
There are n_o reasons to use 6% 1% 13% 2%
these practices
Don’t know 4% 6% 2%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; 1, Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval A v indicate a significant difference from the previous wave at the 95% confidence
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4.2 Reasons for using irrigation management practices by region and reef program

Q20 - What are the THREE MAIN reasons for why you would or do use these irrigation management practices? by Region & Reef Program

89

PROGRAM
REGION PARTICIPANT (Q6) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Sed.
Column % Wet Mackay Burnett No/Not | Industry | Nutrient | reduct./ | Chemical | Irrigation
Total Cape York R Burdekin . Fitzroy Yes . .
Tropics Whitsunday Mary sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=74 n=0" n =147 n=2n n=28"
n =147 n=19/7 n =257 n=46 n =197 n =140 remed. n=137 n =97
n=9/A
For financial reasons 57% 43% 79% 58% 50% 52% 68% 50% 74% 71% 56% 69% 56%
;‘:O’gj'crt‘lt\fl't'; and/or improve 55% 43% 64% 63% 50% 52% 71% 46% 79% 71% 67% 77% 78%
To improve soil health 19% 21% 21% 16% 50% 16% 14% 22% 11% 7% 22% 8% 11%
For the environment 8% 7% 11% 50% 8% 11% 7% 11% 7% 11% 15%
ngriz":ke managing my farm 7% 7% 7% 16% 7% 7% 5% 8%
For regulation compliance 4% 16% 11% 11% 14% 33% 15% 22%
Lz;mnz;i\;eggsy farm for future 4% 5% 50% 2% 7%
To save time 3% 11% 7% 5% 14% 11% 15% 11%
Other 24% 43% 7% 11% 36% 11% 33% 11% 7% 15% 11%
There are np reasons to use 1% 7% 2%
these practices
Don’t know 4% 5% 8% 4% 4% 7%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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4.2 Reasons for using irrigation management practices by demographics

Q20 - What are the THREE MAIN reasons for why you would or do use these irrigation management practices? - Coded by Demographics

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate, Bachelor
Column % Total 1971 or 1961 to 1960. or Male Female SChO?I Diploma degree or 30yrs or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs |100orless| 101-500 (501-10,000| 10,001+
n=74 later 1970 earlier n=70 n=3n education [/Advanced above less n=al n=12n n=35 h=31 h=gn h=0A
- n=23" | n=23" | n=27/ - - n=40 | Diploma n =207 - - - - - -
n =152
n=18"

For financial reasons 57% 65% 57% 48% 57% 67% 50% 61% 73% 65% 59% 42% 43% | 71% 1™ 63%
E;?;\'/’;tmgzgt/l‘\’l:’ty 55% 48% 61% 56% 56% 67% 55% 61% 47% 55% 66% 1 | 25% 51% 58% 63%

To improve soil health 19% 17% 22% 19% 17% 67% 18% 22% 20% 15% 24% 8% 23% 16% 13%

For the environment 8% 13% 7% 9% 8% 11% 7% 15% 7% 11% 3% 13%
:;r’:ae';iiza”ag'”g my 7% 9% 4% 7% 7% 8% 6% 7% 5% 5% 17% 9% 3% 13%

For regulation compliance 4% 4% 9% 4% 8% 5% 2% 8% 3% 6%

:&LTep:::&e nT;’nfggrgsfor 4% 11% 3% 5% 6% 2% 8% 3% 3% 13%

To save time 3% 4% 4% 3% 3% 6% 5% 2% 6%

Other 24% 30% 22% 22% 24% 33% 18% 33% 33% 25% 24% 25% 34% 13% 25%

There are no reasons to

. 1% 4% 1% 7% 5% 3%
use these practices
Don’t know 4% 9% 4% 4% 5% 7% 7% 6% 3%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval

920
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4.3 Challenges with
using irrigation
management practices

The main challenges or barriers to using the prompted irrigation management
practices were:

* Financial (43%, 52% 2023)

* Weather and seasonal issues (16%, 30% 2023)

* Constraints related to availability of contractors/equipment (15%, 18% 2023).

11% of respondents indicated they do not have the time (9% 2023).

28% indicated there were no challenges of barriers to using irrigation
management practices (24% 2023).

Results were statistically consistent with 2023.

Sub-group findings

Commodity findings

Horticulturalists were more likely than sugarcane growers to indicate there were
no challenges (40%, 13% among sugarcane growers).

Other findings
Weather and seasonal issues was more commonly cited by those with 100 or less
hectares under production (26%, 16% average).

Not having the time or labour/equipment constraints were more frequently
mentioned by those with 101-500 hectares under production (23%, 3% among
those with 100 or less hectares).

Q21 - What are the THREE MAIN challenges or barriers to starting or
continuing to use these irrigation management practices?

Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer

Financial

Weather and seasonal issues

| am constrained by the availability of contractors
and labour/or contractor’s equipment

| do not have the time

| am worried about production

| need more information before | can use these
practices

| don’t think it will have a positive impact on the
environment

Not enough support from decision making
partners

No one else is doing it

Additional administrative work

Other

There are no challenges or barriers

Don’t know

43%
52%

16%
30%
15%
18%
11%
9%
3%
12%
1%
3% m 2025
l n=74
1%
W 2023
n=33
1%
b
I 1%

I 1%
6%
12%
24%
4%
3%

91



4.3 Challenges with using irrigation management practices by commodity type 7

Q21 - What are the THREE MAIN challenges or barriers to starting or continuing to use these irrigation management practices? by COMMODITY by Year

Total Sugarcane Horticulture (other than bananas)
Column % 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025
n=33 n=74 n =157 n=32 n=18" n=42
Financial 52% 43% 53% 50% 50% 38%
Weather and seasonal issues 30% 16% 33% 16% 28% 17%
| am constrained by the availability of
contractors and labour/or contractor’s 18% 15% 27% 22% 11% 10%
equipment
| do not have the time 9% 11% 20% 16% 7%
| am worried about production 12% 3% 27% 3% 2%
I need morg information before | can use 3% 1% 3% 6%
these practices
I don’t think it will h itive i t
on |n‘ it will have a positive impac 1% 2%
on the environment
Not enough support from decision making 3% 1% 6% 2%
partners
No one else is doing it 1% 3%
Additional administrative work 6% 1% 7% 6% 2%
Other 12% 18% 19% 22% 17%
There are no challenges or barriers 24% 28% 27% 13%\ 22% 40% 1
Don’t know 3% 4% 6% 6% 2%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; 1, Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval A v indicate a significant difference from the previous wave at the 95% confidence

interval
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4.3 Challenges with using irrigation management practices by region and reef program

Q21 - What are the THREE MAIN challenges or barriers to starting or continuing to use these irrigation management practices? by Region & Reef Program

93

PROGRAM
REGION PARTICIPANT (Q6) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Sed.
Column % Wet . Mackay . Burnett No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ Chemical | Irrigation
Total Cape York . Burdekin . Fitzroy Yes . ,
n=74 n=0A Tropics n = 147 Whitsunday h =28 Mary n = 28A sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n =147 n=197 n =257 n=46 n=197 n =142 remed. n=137 n=97
n=97

Financial 43% 36% 57% 37% 48% 46% 41% 63% 57% 33% 46% 44%

eather and seasonal issues (] (] o (] (] (] (] (] () (] () (]
Weath d li 16% 14% 14% 26% 12% 21% 13% 21% 21% 22% 15% 11%
| am constrained by the availability
of contractors and labour/or 0 ) 0 ) o 0 0 o 0 o o

f d labour/ 15% 14% 26% 16% 36% 2% 32% 36% 33% 31% 44%

contractor’s equipment

0 hot have the time 0) 0 0 0 ) 0 0 ) ) 0
Id h he ti 11% 7% 21% 12% 21% 4% 16% 21% 15% 11%
I am worried about production 3% 7% 5% 4% 2% 5%
I need more |nform§t|on before | 1% 5% 2%
can use these practices
| don’t think it will have a positive 1% 50% 2%
impact on the environment
:c;tk?nngosg:lt;:fsport from decision 1% 5% 4% 5% 11%
No one else is doing it 1% 5% 4% 8%
Additional administrative work 1% 1% 2%
Other 18% 21% 21% 16% 16% 18% 17% 21% 29% 22% 23% 22%
There are no challenges or barriers 28% 43% 21% 21% 50% 28% 18% 35% 16% 14% 22% 23% 22%
Don’t know 4% 7% 8% 7%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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4.3 Challenges with using irrigation management practices by demographics

Q21 - What are the THREE MAIN challenges or barriers to starting or continuing to use these irrigation management practices? by Demographics

94

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate Bachelor
Column % Total 1971or | 191to | 1960 or Male Female Schoclal / Diploma degree or 30yrsor | 31 50 yrs | 51+yrs |100or less| 101-500 [501-10,000| 10,001+
n=74 later 1970 earlier =70 n=3n education |[/Advanced above less n=a1 =128 n=35 =31 h=gn h = 0A
- n=23" [ n=23~ | n=277 - - n=40 | Diploma n=20° - - - - - -
n =157
n=18"
Financial 43% 65% 48% 19% 43% 67% 48% 44% 33% 55% 44% 25% 40% 52% 25%
Weather and seasonal issues 16% 4% 17% 26% 17% 20% 11% 7% 5% 22% 17% 26% T 6% 13%
| am constrained by the
ilability of contract d
fa"sgjr /'o'rycgnf;:tgarfsors and 1 159 30% 9% 7% 14% 33% 15% 17% 13% 30% 10% 8% 3% | 23% 38%
equipment
| do not have the time 11% 17% 4% 11% 11% 15% 6% 7% 20% 7% 8% 3% 23%
| am worried about o o o 0 0 o o
production 3% 4% 4% 1% 5% 8% 25%
| need more information
before | can use these 1% 4% 1% 7% 2% 3%
practices
| don’t think it will have a
positive impact on the 1% 4% 1% 3% 8% 3%
environment
Not h t fi
Of €NOUgh support from 1% 4% 1% 3% 2% 3%
decision making partners
No one else is doing it 1% 1% 1% 3% 2% 3%
Additional administrative work 1% 1% 1% 6% 2% 3%
Other 18% 30% 17% 7% 19% 15% 17% 27% 15% 22% 8% 14% 23% 13%
Th hall
bafrrizrasre no chatlenges or 28% 13% 22% 48% 29% 33% 25% 33% 33% 20% 27% 50% 31% 23% 38%
Don’t know 4% 13% 4% 3% 6% 7% 7% 9%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%;

Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval



e 4.4 Expectations of positive os

Research

result from irrigation
management practices

92% of sugarcane and horticulture growers in 2025 indicated they Q22 - Overall, thinking about all the possible impacts, to what degree do you expect a

t at least iti It f ing th ted positive result from these irrigation management practices? Net Large/Very
eXpect at least some positive resuit irom using the prompte Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer large positive
irrigation management practices (91% 2023). result
60% were expecting a large or very large positive result (70% 2023), 2025 (n=73) 21% 40% 29% 3% 60%
32% expected a moderate/small positive result (21% 2023). 4% TOTAL
anticipated no positive result (0% 2023) and 4% were unsure (9%

2023) 2023 (n =33) 36% 33% 15% 6% 70%

Results were statistically consistent with 2023.

2025 (n = 31) 13% 45% 29% 6% 58%
Sub-group findings Sugarcane
Commodity findings
y finding 2023 (n=154) (R 33% 20% 13% 47%

Among sugarcane growers, 94% expected a positive result (80%
2023), the remaining 6% were unsure (20% 2023).

) 2025 (n = 42) 26% 36% 29% 62%
90% of horticulturalists expected at least a moderately positive result H":'CU':]““?
(100% 2023), 7% anticipated no positive result (0% 2023), and 2% L‘;tnaer::s)a”

W A very large positive result B A large positive result B A moderate positive result B A small positive result B No positive result ® Don't know

A Caution small cell size
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4.4 Expectations of positive result from irrigation management practices by region and reef
program

Q22 - Overall, thinking about all the possible impacts, to what degree do you expect a positive result from these irrigation management practices? by Region & Reef Program

PROGRAM
REGION PARTICIPANT (Q6) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Sed.
Column % Wet Mackay Burnett No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ | Chemical | Irrigation
Total Cape York . Burdekin . Fitzroy Yes . .
n=73 n=0n Tropics =140 Whitsunday n=2n Mary =278 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n =140 n=18" n =257 n=46 n=18" n=13n remed. n=127 n=9/A
n =97
A very large positive result 21% 29% 7% 17% 28% 7% 28% 6%
A large positive result 40% 36% 43% 44% 50% 36% 59% 28% 61% 62% 44% 50% 56%
VERY LARGE/LARGE 60% 64% 50% 61% 50% 64% 67% 57% 67% 62% 44% 50% 56%
A moderate positive result 29% 21% 29% 33% 32% 26% 30% 28% 38% 33% 50% 44%
A small positive result 3% 7% 7% 4% 2% 6% 11%
MODERATE/SMALL 32% 29% 36% 33% 32% 30% 33% 33% 38% 44% 50% 44%
NET POSITIVE 92% 93% 86% 94% 50% 96% 96% 89% 100% 100% 89% 100% 100%
No positive result 4% 7% 6% 50% 4% 4% 11%
Don't know 4% 7% 7% 4% 7%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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4.4 Expectations of positive result from irrigation management practices by demographics

Q22 - Overall, thinking about all the possible impacts, to what degree do you expect a positive result from these irrigation management practices? by Demographics

97

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/|
o 19710r | 1961to | 19600r School | Diploma | B2€Melor | 35 rsor
Column % Total . Male Female - P degree or Y 31-50yrs [ 51+yrs [100orless| 101-500 [501-10,000 10,001+
n=73 later 1970 earlier n =69 n=3n education |/Advanced above less h=a1 =127 n=35 n=30 n=8n h=on
- n=22A | n=23" | n=27A - - n=40 Diploma n=19n - - - - - -
n =15/
n=177

A [ iti

re‘s’ﬁlrty arge positive 21% 18% 22% 2% 19% 33% 20% 18% 27% 16% 22% 17% 23% 20% 13%

A large positive result 40% 45% 35% 37% 42% 45% 24% 40% 47% 39% 33% 37% 37% 63%

VERY LARGE/LARGE 60% 64% 57% 59% 61% 33% 65% 41% 67% 63% 61% 50% 60% 57% 75%

A d t iti

reZIJcl)t erate positive 29% 23% 30% 33% 28% 67% 28% 47% 13% 26% 32% 25% 31% 30% 13%

A small positive result 3% 5% 4% 3% 6% 7% 5% 8% 7%

MODERATE/SMALL 32% 27% 35% 33% 30% 67% 28% 53% 20% 32% 32% 33% 31% 37% 13%

NET POSITIVE 92% 91% 91% 93% 91% 100% 93% 94% 87% 95% 93% 83% 91% 93% 88%

No positive result 4% 9% 4% 4% 5% 7% 5% 2% 8% 3% 3% 13%

Don't know 4% 9% 4% 4% 3% 6% 7% 5% 8% 6% 3%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval



M 4.5 Confidence in ability o8

Research

to use irrigation
management practices

Q23 - How confident are you in your ability to use these irrigation management practices?

Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer Net VerY/
92% of sugarcane and horticulture growers in 2025 were confident in i’:r:;?:r:z
their ability to use the prompted irrigation management practices (97%
0, 1 o) H 0,
2023). 80% were very or extremely confident (91% 2023) while 12% 2025 (n = 74) 399 47% 11% 100 80%%
were moderately or somewhat confident (6% 2023). 3% indicated they
were not at all confident (0% 2023) and 5% were unsure (3% 2023). TOTAL
2023 (n=32) 31% 59% 39%3%3%4MCIVA
Results were statistically consistent with 2023.
Sub-group findings 2025 (n =32) 34% 44% 16% 78%%
Commodity findings Sugarcane
94% of sugarcane growers (93% 2023) and 90% of horticulture growers
(100% 2023) were confident. 2023 (n = 144) 14% 64% 7% | 1% 79%
Other findings
— o, 0, 0, [) 9
Those with 101-500 hectares under production were more likely than Horticulture dizs =) S 50% 7% 270 )
others to be confident (100%, 92% average). (other than
bananas)
2023 (n=18") 44% 56% 100%
M Extremely confident ~ ® Very confident B Moderately confident B Somewhat confident ~ ® Not at all confident Don't know

A Caution small cell size

The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as moderately confident). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. Extremely confident and Not at all confident).
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4.5 Confidence in ability to use irrigation management practices by region and reef program

Q23 - How confident are you in your ability to use these irrigation management practices? by Region & Reef Program

PROGRAM
REGION PARTICIPANT (Q6) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Sed.
Column % Wet . Mackay . Burnett No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ Chemical Irrigation
Total Cape York . Burdekin . Fitzroy Yes . X
n=74 n = 0A Tropics n = 147 Whitsunday =28 Mary n = 28A sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
- - n =14 N n=197 N n =257 - n=46 n =197 n =147 remed. n=13A n=9n
n =97
Extremely confident 32% 36% 36% 21% 50% 36% 25% 37% 26% 29% 33% 23% 22%
Very confident 47% 50% 50% 47% 50% 44% 54% 43% 58% 50% 33% 54% 56%
EXTREMELY/VERY 80% 86% 86% 68% 100% 80% 79% 80% 84% 79% 67% 77% 78%
Moderately confident 11% 7% 7% 21% 8% 14% 9% 16% 21% 22% 15% 22%
Somewhat confident 1% 4% 4% 8%
MODERATE/SOMEWHAT 12% 7% 7% 21% 12% 18% 9% 16% 21% 22% 23% 22%
NET CONFIDENT 92% 93% 93% 89% 100% 92% 96% 89% 100% 100% 89% 100% 100%
Not at all confident 3% 5% 4% 4% 2% 11%
Don't know 5% 7% 7% 5% 4% 9%

The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as moderately confident). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. Extremely confident and Not at all confident).

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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4.5 Confidence in ability to use irrigation management practices by demographics

Q23 - How confident are you in your ability to use these irrigation management practices? by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate
9 1971or | 1961to | 19600r School | Diploma | B3helor | 35 rcor
Column % Total ' Male | Female X P degreeor | =Y 31-50yrs | 51+yrs |100or less| 101-500 [501-10,000 10,001+
n=74 later 1970 earlier n=70 n=3n education |/Advanced above less = a1 =128 n=35 n=31 h = gA h = OA
- n=23" | n=237 | n=277 - - n=40 | Diploma n=20n - - - - - -
n =157
n=18"

Extremely confident 32% 22% 39% 37% 33% 33% 38% 33% 20% 15% 39% 42% 29% 42% 13%

Very confident 47% 52% 35% 52% 49% 33% 45% 61% 33% 60% 46% 33% 57% 39% 38%
EXTREMELY/VERY 80% 74% 74% 89% 81% 67% 83% 94% 53% 75% 85% 75% 86% 81% 50%

Moderately confident 11% 13% 17% 4% 11% 10% 27% 10% 7% 25% 3% 19% 1 13%

Somewhat confident 1% 1% 1% 7% 5% 13%

MODERATE/SOMEWHAT 12% 13% 17% 7% 13% 10% 33% 15% 7% 25% 3% 19% 25%

NET CONFIDENT 92% 87% 91% 96% 94% 67% 93% 94% 87% 90% 93% 100% 89% 100% 75%

Not at all confident 3% 9% 1% 33% 5% 5% 2% 3% 13%

Don't know 5% 4% 9% 1% 1% 3% 6% 13% 5% 5% 9% 13%

The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as moderately confident). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. Extremely confident and Not at all confident).

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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Ry 101
.
number of landholders using
[ ] [ ] L] [ ]
|rr|gat|on ma nagement practlces
55% of sugarcane and horticulture growers in 2025 felt that most Q24 - Thinking about the landholders you know, or know of, what proportion do you think are
or all landholders they know or know of were using at least one of using these irrigation management practices?
the prompted irrigation management practices (47% 2023). 30% Base: All relevant commodity producers providing an answer Net All/Most

felt that some or half were using (38% 2023), while 3% felt no

= [v) 0, 00 [v) 3% oo
landholders were using these practices (0% 2023). 12% were 2025(n=74) R S L Lk z 55%

unsure (16% 2023). TOTAL
2023 (n =32) 13% 34% 6% 31% 47%
Results were statistically consistent with 2023.
Sub-group findings 2025 (n =32) 16% 34% 22% 16% 50%
Commodity findings Sugarcane
50% of sugarcane (40% 2023) and 60% of horticulture growers 0%
. 202 =15/ 0 0, 0 40
(53% 2023) felt that most or all landholders are engaged in 023 (n=15) 13% 27% 40% ’
irrigation management practices.
) 2025 (n=42) WEA 52% 10% 14% 5% 60%
Horticulture
(other than
bananas)
2023 (n=17") DA 41% 12% 24% 50%
mAll M Most M Half HSome  None Don't know

A Caution small cell size
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4.6 Respondent estimate of number of landholders using irrigation management practices by

region and reef program

Q24 - Thinking about the landholders you know, or know of, what proportion do you think are using these irrigation management practices? by Region & Reef Program

REGION PROGRAM((ZQ)RTICIPANT REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Sed.
Column % Wet Mackay Burnett No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ | Chemical | Irrigation
Total Cape York R Burdekin . Fitzroy Yes . .
n=74 n=0n Tropics n =147 Whitsunday =28 Mary n=28n sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n =147 n=197 n =257 n=46 n=197 n =147 remed. n=137 n=97
n=9n
All 11% 14% 7% 11% 12% 11% 11% 16% 21% 22% 15% 22%
Most 45% 29% 43% 37% 50% 60% 43% 46% 42% 36% 33% 31% 33%
SUB-TOTAL ALL/MOST 55% 43% 50% 47% 50% 72% 54% 57% 58% 57% 56% 46% 56%
Half 15% 14% 14% 21% 12% 21% 11% 21% 21% 23% 22%
Some 15% 14% 21% 16% 12% 18% 13% 21% 21% 33% 23% 22%
None 3% 5% 50% 4% 2% 11%
Don't know 12% 29% 14% 11% 4% 4% 17% 8%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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4.6 Respondent estimate of number of landholders using irrigation management practices by

demographics
Q24 - Thinking about the landholders you know, or know of, what proportion do you think are using these irrigation management practices? by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/
9 1971 or 1961 to 1960 or School Diploma Bachelor 30 yrs or
Column % Total 8 Male Female : degree or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs |100o0rless| 101-500 |501-10,000| 10,001+
n=74 later 1970 earlier n=70 n=3n education |/Advanced above less h=a1 =128 n=35 n=31 n=gnA = OA
- n=23A [ n=23n [ n=277 - - n=40 | Diploma n=20n - - - N - N
n=152
n=18"

All 11% 4% 9% 19% 11% 15% 6% 7% 5% 10% 25% 14% 10%

Most 45% 48% 39% 44% 44% 67% 43% 50% 40% 45% 49% 33% 51% 42% 25%

SUB-TOTAL ALL/MOST 55% 52% 48% 63% 56% 67% 58% 56% 47% 50% 59% 58% 66% 52% 25%

Half 15% 17% 17% 11% 14% 33% 13% 17% 20% 20% 12% 17% 9% 19% 25%

Some 15% 17% 26% 1% 16% 13% 17% 20% 20% 15% 8% 6% 23% 25%

None 3% 4% 4% 3% 5% 2% 8% 3% 13%

Don't know 12% 9% 9% 19% 11% 13% 11% 13% 10% 12% 8% 20% 3% 13%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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Sugarcane

88% of sugarcane growers reported selecting lower risk pesticides to improve the quality
of water in local waterways (91% in 2023).

2% were not using this practice but were planning to make changes (4% 2023), while a
further 7% were not employing the practice and not planning change (4% 2023). 4% were
unsure (0% 2023).

Funded Reef water quality program participation — impact on pesticide
management practices used

Results were consistent between program participants and non-participants - 89% of
funded program participants and 86% of non-participants reported selecting lower risk
pesticides.

A Caution small cell size

5.1 Pesticide management practices used

105

Overall 88%
using prompted
pesticide
management
Practices
(91% 2023)

Q25. Which of the following pesticide management practices which can improve the
quality of water in local waterways, do you use?

Sugarcane 88%

M use
88% CILELPE

91%

Selecting lower risk pesticides

Do not use this practice but am planning to 2%

make changes 4%
Do not use this practice and am not planning to 7%

make any changes 4%

m 2025

I 4% n=56
Don't k
ontKnow m 2023
n=23"
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5.1 Pesticide management practices used by region and reef program

Q25 - Thinking about your main commodity, which of the following pesticide management practices which can improve the quality of water in local waterways, do you use? by Region & Reef Program

PROGRAM
REGION PARTICIPANT (QS6) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Column % Sed.
° Total Wet . Mackay . Burnett No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ Chemical Irrigation
Cape York . Burdekin . Fitzroy Yes . .
Sugarcane Tropics Whitsunday Mary sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=0" n=9" n=0" n=35
n=56 n =257 n=16" n=6" n=21n n=28" n =29/ remed. n=21n n=8"
n=11/A
NET USE 88% 92% 78% 81% 100% 89% 86% 89% 90% 91% 86% 100%
Selecting lower risk 88% 92% 78% 81% 100% 89% 86% 89% 90% 91% 86% 100%
pesticides
Do not use this practice
Sugarcane | but am planning to make 2% 6% 3% 3%
(n=56) changes
Do not use this practice
and am not planning to 7% 8% 11% 6% 6% 10% 7% 3% 9% 10%
make any changes
Don't know 4% 11% 6% 3% 5% 4% 3% 5%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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5.1 Pesticide management practices used by demographics

Q25 - Thinking about your main commodity, which of the following pesticide management practices which can improve the quality of water in local waterways, do you use? by Demographics

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY| HECTARES
Certificate Bachelor
Column % Total 19710r | 1961to 1960. or Male Female SChO(.’I / Diploma degree or 30 yrs or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs |100or less| 101-500 |501-10,000 10,001+
Sugarcane| later 1970 earlier education |[/Advanced less
n=>52 n=3A . above n=31 n=117 n=16A n=32 n=8A" n=0A"
n=56 n=15" n=20" n=20" n=35 Diploma n=137
n=g8n
n=127
NET USE 88% 87% 95% 80% 88% 100% 83% 92% 100% 85% 94% 82% 88% 88% 88%
22';?;;255'”” risk | g0 87% 95% 80% 88% 100% 83% 92% 100% 85% 94% 82% 88% 88% 88%
Do not use this
practice but am 2% 5% 2% 3% 3% 3%
Sugarcane | planning to make
(n=56) changes
Do not use this
zlraarf:fneg"’t';dﬁ?;‘;e”c’t 7% 7% 5% 10% 8% 9% 8% 8% 3% 18% 13% 6%
any changes
Don't know 4% 7% 5% 2% 6% 8% 3% 13%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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pesticide management ‘

ra Ct i ce S Q26 - What are the THREE MAIN reasons for why you would or do use these pesticide
p management practices?

Base: All sugarcane respondents providing an answer

0,
To maintain and/or improve productivity m 0
The main reasons sugarcane growers do or would use the prompted 61%
pesticide management practices were: 38%
* To maintain and/or improve productivity (45%, 61% 2023) For financial reasons - 52%
(]
* For financial reasons (38%, 52% 2023)
* For the environment (32%, 30% 2023) ) 329%
. i For the environment
* Toimprove soil health (21%, 22% 2023). 30%
While the results are not significantly different it appears sugarcane To improve soil health - g://"
growers in 2025 were less likely than in 2023 to cite regulation :
compliance (14%, 39% 2023), making the farm easier to manage (4%, 22% 0
F lati I 14%
2023), or improving the farm for future land managers (0%, 22% 2023). or regulation compliance 399 m 2025
n=56
Other reasons are displayed in the adjacent chart. To save time M 5% m 2023
n=23"
To make managing my farm easier A%
Y 22%
To improve my farm for future land managers
I 22
20%

Other
13%

0,
Don’t know - 5%

A Caution small cell size
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5.2 Reasons for using pesticide management practices by region and reef program

Q26 - What are the THREE MAIN reasons for why you would or do use these pesticide management practices? by Region & Reef Program
REGION PAR:'TSS:IC‘IIYI(QG) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Sed.
Column % Total Cape York Wet Burdekin | Mackay Fitzro Burnett Yes No /Not Industry | Nutrient | reduct./ | Chemical | Irrigation
Sugarcane P Tropics Whitsunday v Mary sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=0/" n=9/" n=0" n=35
n=56 n =257 n=16" n=6" n=21n n=28" n=297 remed. n=217 n=8"
n=11A
To maintain and/or 45% 56% 44% 38% 17% 46% 43% 50% 45% 45% 48% 25%
improve productivity
For financial reasons 38% 40% 67% 25% 17% 40% 33% 46% 41% 55% 33% 38%
For the environment 32% 36% 22% 38% 17% 40% 19% 39% 45% 27% 43% 50%
To improve soil health 21% 16% 33% 19% 33% 17% 29% 21% 17% 9% 29% 38%
For regulation compliance 14% 16% 11% 19% 14% 14% 14% 14% 9% 10%
To save time 5% 4% 13% 6% 5% 4% 3% 5%
Tomake managingmy | 8% &% 7% % %
Other 20% 12% 11% 25% 50% 29% 5% 25% 28% 36% 24% 50%
Don’t know 5% 13% 17% 3% 10% 3%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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5.2 Reasons for using pesticide management practices by demographics

Q26 - What are the THREE MAIN reasons for why you would or do use these pesticide management practices? by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/| Bachelor
Column % Total | 1971or | 1961to | 19600r | \\\ | popoye | School | Diploma |\ o o or| 30YrS0F | 51 coyes | S1+yrs |1000rless| 101-500 [501-10,000| 10,001+
Sugarcane later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less
n=52 n=3A . above n=31 n=117 n=16A n=32 n=8" n=0/"
n=>56 n =15/ n=20" n=20" n =35 Diploma _on n=137
n=12n | N=8

T intai d
Tomaintain and/or ., 47% 35% 55% 44% 67% 49% 50% 25% 54% 35% 64% 56% 38% 50%
improve productivity
For financial reasons 38% 20% 50% 40% 38% 33% 37% 25% 50% 31% 39% 45% 25% 44% 38%
For the environment 32% 27% 35% 30% 31% 67% 26% 42% 50% 31% 32% 36% 25% 38% 25%
Toi il

O Improve sol 21% 27% 25% 10% 21% 33% 14% 42% 25% 23% 23% 18% 38% 13% 25%
health
F lati
cg;]rsl‘“i”:nie'c’n 14% 27% 10% 10% 13% 33% 9% 8% 38% 31% 13% 19% 13% 13%
To save time 5% 7% 5% 5% 6% 3% 25% 10% 13% 3%
T k i

O make managing 4% 10% 2% 33% 25% 3% 9% 6% 3%
my farm easier
Other 20% 20% 25% 15% 21% 26% 17% 15% 23% 18% 6% 28% 13%
Don’t know 5% 5% 10% 4% 9% 6% 6% 3% 13%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval




5.3 Challenges with using
pesticide management
practices

The most commonly noted challenges or barriers to selecting lower risk
pesticides were:

*  Weather and seasonal issues (39%, 57% 2023)

* Financial reasons (34%, 52% 2023)

* Government regulations* (16%, 4% 2023)

* Concerns about production (11%, 13% 2023).

While the results are not significantly different it appears sugarcane
growers in 2025 were less likely than in 2023 to cite weather and
seasonal issues (39%, 57% 2023), financial (34%, 52% 2023), or
additional administrative work (7%, 30% 2023) as barriers.

18% of sugarcane growers indicated there were no challenges or barriers
to using pesticide management practices (22% 2023).

A Caution small cell size

Q27 - What are the THREE MAIN challenges or barriers to starting or continuing to use

these pesticide management practices?

Base: All sugarcane respondents providing an answer
Weather and seasonal issues
Financial
Government regulations*
| am worried about production
| do not have the time

Additional administrative work

| am constrained by the availability of contractors and
labour/or contractor’s equipment

| need more information before | can use these practices

| don’t think it will have a positive impact on the
environment

Not enough support from decision making partners

| tried it before and was not happy with the outcome
No one else is doing it

It is not the way | have managed my farm in the past
Other

There are no challenges or barriers

m 16%
(]
13%

9%

4%
7%

o

B 2%

7l

B 2%

|

B 2%

B 2%

4%

14%
9%

18%
22%

* Code added during analysis in recoding ‘other’ responses (not visible for respondents)

34%

30%

39%

57%

52%

m 2025
n=>56

m 2023
n=237
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5.3 Challenges with using pesticide management practices by region and reef program

Q27 - What are the THREE MAIN challenges or barriers to starting or continuing to use these pesticide management practices? by Region & Reef Program

PROGRAM
REGION PARTICIPANT (Q6) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Column % sed.
° Total Cape York Wet Burdekin Mackay Fitzro Burnett Yes No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ | Chemical | Irrigation
Sugarcane :_ oA Tropics n=9A Whitsunday n= O'Y Mary n=35 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=>56 - n =257 - n=16" - n=6n - n=21n n=28n n =297 remed. n=21n n=_8n
n=11n
Weather and seasonal issues 39% 52% 11% 38% 33% 49% 24% 50% 48% 27% 43% 50%
Financial 34% 48% 11% 31% 17% 43% 19% 46% 41% 36% 33% 25%
Government regulations* 16% 4% 44% 19% 17% 17% 14% 18% 21% 27% 19% 25%
| am worried about production 11% 12% 13% 17% 11% 10% 7% 10% 9% 14%
| do not have the time 9% 8% 13% 17% 11% 5% 11% 10% 9% 10% 25%
Additional administrative work 7% 1% 19% 9% 5% 7% 10% 18% 14% 25%
| am constrained by the availability of
contractors and labour/or contractor’s 5% 4% 11% 6% 9% 11% 7% 9% 5%
equipment
I need more |nf9rmat|on before | can 2% 4% 3% 4% 3% 5%
use these practices
! don’t think it W|Il.have a positive 2% 4% 59
impact on the environment
Not gnough support from decision 2% 6% 3% 5%
making partners
| tried it before and was not happy with 2% 4% 5%
the outcome
No one else is doing it 2% 4% 5%
Other 14% 8% 22% 13% 33% 14% 14% 14% 14% 18% 14% 13%
There are no challenges or barriers 18% 20% 22% 19% 14% 24% 14% 17% 9% 19%

* Code added during analysis in recoding ‘other’ responses (not visible for respondents)

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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5.3 Challenges with using pesticide management practices by demographics

Q27 - What are the THREE MAIN challenges or barriers to starting or continuing to use these pesticide management practices? - Coded by Demographics

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/ Bachelor
o ;
Column % s Total | 197lor | 1961to | 1960or Male Female | School | Diploma | o or | 300" | 39 60yrs | 514yrs |1000rtess| 101500 |501-10,000( 10,001+
ugarcane later 1970 earlier n=52 h=3nA education | /Advanced above less n=31 n=11A n=160 n=32 h=gn = OA
n=56 n=15A n=20" n=20n - - n=35 Diploma —gn n=13A N N - - - -
n=12n n=
Weather and seasonal issues 39% 33% 45% 35% 38% 67% 31% 42% 63% 46% 35% 45% 50% 38% 25%
Financial 34% 47% 30% 30% 33% 67% 23% 42% 63% 46% 32% 27% 25% 31% 63%
Government regulations* 16% 20% 25% 5% 15% 33% 17% 17% 13% 23% 19% 19% 19%
| am worried about production 11% 7% 15% 10% 8% 67% 6% 8% 38% 19% 19% 9%
| do not have the time 9% 13% 5% 10% 10% 9% 8% 13% 15% 3% 18% 6% 13%
Additional administrative work 7% 7% 5% 10% 4% 33% 9% 8% 8% 6% 6% 6% 13%
| am constrained by the
availability of contraGtors and 5% 13% 5% 4% 33% 25% 15% 3% 9%
labour/or contractor’s
equipment
I need more information before 2% 7% 2% 8% 8% 3%

| can use these practices

| don’t think it will have a

positive impact on the 2% 5% 2% 8% 3% 6%

environment

Not.e.nough s.upport from 2% 5% 2% 3% 3% 6%

decision making partners

| tried it !:)efore and was not 2% 5% 2% 8% 3% 6%

happy with the outcome

No one else is doing it 2% 5% 2% 8% 3% 6%

Other 14% 33% 5% 10% 15% 17% 8% 13% 15% 19% 13% 13% 25%
There are no challenges or 18% 7% 15% 30% 19% 23% 8% 13% 8% 13% 45% 6% 25% 13%

barriers

* Code added during analysis in recoding ‘other’ responses (not visible for respondents)
A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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5.4 Expectations of positive
result from pesticide
management practices

93% of sugarcane growers in 2025 indicated they expect at least
some positive result from using the prompted pesticide management
practices (96% 2023).

59% expected a large/very large result (57% 2023). 34% expected a

moderate/small positive result (39% 2023) while 5% anticipated no
positive result (0% 2023). 2% were unsure (4% 2023).

A Caution small cell size

114
Q28 - Overall, thinking about all the possible impacts, to what degree do you expect a positive
result from these pesticide management practices? Net Large/Very
Base: All sugarcane respondents providing an answer Iarge positive
result
2025 (n = 56) 20% 39% 30% 4% 59%
Sugarcane
2023 (n=23") [EEY 43% 39% e

W A very large positive result B A large positive result B A moderate positive result B A small positive result ® No positive result ® Don't know
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5.4 Expectations of positive result from pesticide management practices by region and reef

program
Q28 - Overall, thinking about all the possible impacts, to what degree do you expect a positive result from these pesticide management practices? by Region & Reef Program
REGION PAR?rTgS:I(AIxQG) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Column % Total Wet Mackay Burnett No /Not Industry Nutrient refii?::c./ Chemical Irrigation
Sugarcane Ca:i zgrk Tropics B:r:l;ll(\in Whitsunday I;it:r(;) Z Mary nY=e;5 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=>56 n =257 n=16" n=6" n=21" n=28" n =297 remed. n=21n n=_8n
n=117
A very large positive result 20% 16% 33% 19% 17% 20% 19% 18% 21% 27% 24% 25%
A large positive result 39% 36% 44% 44% 33% 40% 38% 46% 41% 18% 38% 25%
VERY LARGE/LARGE 59% 52% 78% 63% 50% 60% 57% 64% 62% 45% 62% 50%
A moderate positive result 30% 36% 22% 19% 50% 31% 29% 29% 28% 36% 24% 25%
A small positive result 4% 4% 6% 3% 5% 4% 3% 9% 5% 13%
MODERATE/SMALL 34% 40% 22% 25% 50% 34% 33% 32% 31% 45% 29% 38%
NET POSITIVE 93% 92% 100% 88% 100% 94% 90% 96% 93% 91% 90% 88%
No positive result 5% 8% 6% 6% 5% 4% 7% 9% 10% 13%
Don't know 2% 6% 5%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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5.4 Expectations of positive result from pesticide management practices by demographics

Q28 - Overall, thinking about all the possible impacts, to what degree do you expect a positive result from these pesticide management practices? by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/| Bachelor
Column % Total | 197lor | 1961to | 19600r | W | popoye | School f Diploma f 0 o0 or| 30Y7°" | 31 50yrs | 514yrs [1000rless| 101-500 |501-10,000| 10,001+
Sugarcane later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less
n=52 n=3" . above n=31 n=117 n=16" n=32 n=8" n=0"
n =56 n =152 n =207 n =207 n=35 Diploma n=132
n=g8n
n=12A

A | iti

Verylarge positive 1 559, 13% 25% 20% 19% 33% 17% 33% 13% 23% 23% 9% 13% 22% 25%
result
A large positive result | 39% 40% 35% 40% 40% 33% 40% 42% 38% 46% 35% 45% 50% 41% 13%

(] (] (] (] 0 0 0 (] (] (] (] (] (] 0 0

VERY LARGE/LARGE 59% 53% 60% 60% 60% 67% 57% 75% 50% 69% 58% 55% 63% 63% 38%
fe:j’tderate positive | 359, 40% 25% 30% 31% 33% 29% 17% 50% 23% 32% 36% 25% 31% 38%
fe 2:}:” positive 4% 7% 5% 4% 6% 8% 3% 6% 13%
MODERATE/SMALL 34% 47% 25% 35% 35% 33% 34% 17% 50% 31% 35% 36% 31% 31% 50%
NET POSITIVE 93% 100% 85% 95% 94% 100% 91% 92% 100% 100% 94% 91% 94% 94% 88%
No positive result 5% 15% 6% 6% 8% 6% 9% 6% 6%
Don't know 2% 5% 3% 13%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval




LB 5.5 Confidence in ability 17
to use pesticide
management practices

Net Very/
Q29 - How confident are you in your ability to use these pesticide management practices? Extremely
. Base: All sugarcane respondents providing an answer confident
96% of sugarcane growers in 2025 were confident in their ability to use
the prompted pesticide management practices (100% 2023). 84% were 5025
very or extremely confident (74% 2023) while 13% were moderately or n=56 32% 52% 9% 4% 84%
somewhat confident (26% 2023) in their abilities. 2% were not at all Sugarcane
confident (0% 2023) and 2% were unsure (0% 2023). 2023
(0% ) ° (0% ) o 26% 48% 22% A 74%

M Extremely confident m Very confident B Moderately confident M Somewhat confident m Not at all confident ® Don't know

A Caution small cell size

The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as moderately confident). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. Extremely confident and Not at all confident).
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5.5 Confidence in ability to use pesticide management practices by region and reef program

Q29 - How confident are you in your ability to use these pesticide management practices? by Region & Reef Program
REGION PAR?'TCCI’S:I:AImQG) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Column % Total Wet Mackay Burnett No /Not Industry | Nutrient reil‘:i:c./ Chemical | Irrigation
Sugarcane Ca:i \égrk Tropics B:r;i;ll(\in Whitsunday I:t:r: ,Y Mary nY:;S sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=>56 n =257 n=16" n=6" n=21n n=28" n =297 remed. n=21n n=_8"
n=11n
Extremely confident 32% 32% 56% 19% 33% 31% 33% 29% 34% 55% 29% 25%
Very confident 52% 48% 33% 69% 50% 57% 43% 57% 55% 36% 57% 38%
EXTREMELY/VERY 84% 80% 89% 88% 83% 89% 76% 86% 90% 91% 86% 63%
Moderately confident 9% 12% 6% 17% 9% 10% 11% 7% 9% 10% 25%
Somewhat confident 4% 4% 11% 3% 5% 4% 3% 5% 13%
MODERATE/SOMEWHAT 13% 16% 11% 6% 17% 11% 14% 14% 10% 9% 14% 38%
NET CONFIDENT 96% 96% 100% 94% 100% 100% 90% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Not at all confident 2% 4% 5%
Don't know 2% 6% 5%

The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as moderately confident). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. Extremely confident and Not at all confident).

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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5.5 Confidence in ability to use pesticide management practices by demographics

Q29 - How confident are you in your ability to use these pesticide management practices? by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/| Bachelor
Column % Total | 1971or | 1961to | 19600r | W\ | popape | School | Diploma | @ o or| 30Y™59 | 31 50yrs | 51+yrs |1000r less| 101-500 [501-10,000] 10,001+
Sugarcane later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less
n=52 n=3" . above n=31 n=11n n=16" n=32 n=8" n=0/"
n =56 n =152 n=20" n=20" n=35 Diploma n=132
n=_8"
n=12/A

Extremely confident 32% 27% 40% 30% 31% 67% 31% 42% 25% 31% 29% 45% 31% 31% 38%

Very confident 52% 60% 50% 45% 54% 33% 49% 50% 63% 54% 58% 36% 63% 59%

EXTREMELY/VERY 84% 87% 90% 75% 85% 100% 80% 92% 88% 85% 87% 82% 94% 91% 38%

Moderately confident 9% 13% 15% 10% 14% 8% 10% 9% 6% 38%

Somewhat confident 1% 5% 5% 4% 3% 13% 8% 9% 3% 13%

MODERATE/SOMEWHAT 13% 13% 5% 20% 13% 17% 13% 15% 10% 18% 9% 50%

NET CONFIDENT 96% 100% 95% 95% 98% 100% 97% 92% 100% 100% 97% 100% 94% 100% 88%

Not at all confident 2% 5% 2% 8% 3% 6%

Don't know 2% 5% 3% 13%

The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as moderately confident). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. Extremely confident and Not at all confident).

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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number of landholders using
pesticide management practices

Q30 - Thinking about the landholders you know, or know of, what proportion do you think are

82% of sugarcane growers in 2025 felt that most or all . - <
using these pesticide management practices?

landholders they know or know of were using at least one of
the prompted pesticide management practices (70% in 2023).
11% felt that some or half were using (26% 2023), while 2%

Base: All sugarcane respondents providing an answer

Net All/Most

felt no landholders were using such practices (0% 2023). 5% nzgzsss 22% 60% 4% 7% 3 82%
were unsure (4% 2023).
Sugarcane
2023
IIPOOR 9% 61% 17% 9% 70%

HAll ®Most mHalf HSome None Don't know

A Caution small cell size
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5.6 Respondent estimate of number of landholders using pesticide management practices by

region and reef program

Q30 - Thinking about the landholders you know, or know of, what proportion do you think are using these pesticide management practices? by Region & Reef Program

PROGRAM PARTICIPANT

REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)

REGION (Q6)

Column % Total Wet Mackay Burnett No /Not Industry Nutrient refii(:'t / | chemical | Irrigation
Sugarcane Ca:(: \ézrk Tropics B:r::ll(\in Whitsunday I:‘it:r: ,Y Mary nY=e; 4 sure best mgt mgt gully. improv't mgt
n=>55 n =247 n=16" n=6" n=21n n =277 n=28" remed. n=20" n=8n
n=10"

All 22% 17% 22% 31% 17% 12% 38% 11% 11% 30% 15% 25%
Most 60% 71% 56% 44% 67% 76% 33% 78% 79% 70% 70% 63%
SUB-TOTAL ALL/MOST 82% 88% 78% 75% 83% 88% 71% 89% 89% 100% 85% 88%
Half 4% 11% 6% 3% 5% 4% 4% 5% 13%
Some 7% 8% 6% 17% 6% 10% 7% 7% 5%
None 2% 4% 5%
Don't know 5% 11% 13% 3% 10% 5%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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¢ 5.6 Respondent estimate of number of landholders using pesticide management practices
by demographics

Q30 - Thinking about the landholders you know, or know of, what proportion do you think are using these pesticide management practices? by Demographics

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/|
9 1971 or 1961 to 1960 or School Diploma Bachelor 30 yrs or
Column % Total A Male Female - degree or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs [100o0rless| 101-500 [501-10,000 10,001+
=55 later 1970 earlier n=51 n=3n education |/Advanced above less h=31 =100 h=16A =31 h=gn = On
- n=150 [ n=20" | n=197 - - n=34 | Diploma n=137 - - - - - -
n=8"
n=12A

All 22% 27% 20% 21% 24% 26% 25% 31% 19% 20% 38% 13% 25%

Most 60% 53% 60% 63% 59% 100% 59% 58% 63% 69% 55% 70% 44% 71% 50%

SUB-TOTAL ALL/MOST 82% 80% 80% 84% 82% 100% 85% 83% 63% 100% 74% 90% 81% 84% 75%

Half 4% 7% 5% 4% 3% 8% 6% 3% 13%

Some 7% 13% 10% 8% 3% 38% 13% 6% 10%

None 2% 5% 2% 8% 3% 6%

Don't know 5% 16% 4% 9% 3% 10% 6% 3% 13%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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SUMMARY - Management practices used 2025

IRRIGATION MANAGEMENT

SOIL MANAGEMENT

NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT

PESTICIDE MANAGEMENT

123

NET USE 88%
NET USE 88%

Sugarcane

(n=56) Sele(.:t.lng lower risk 88%
pesticides

Do not use this practice but am

. 2%

planning to make changes

Do not use this practice and am 7%

not planning to make any changes ?

Don't know 4%

Results have been filtered by commodity (i.e. for grazing, percentages are based only on graziers (n=158) etc); » Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; Filter: 2025

NET USE 96% NET USE 86% NET USE 93%
NET USE 97% NET USE 96% NET USE 94%
Have a high amount of forage left Irrigation water
in the paddock at the end of dry 91% Sugarcane | Use the least amount s applied matches crop | 84%
s |ofimsspostle | gy || ane | o
(n=158) Manage areas of poor land 80% I P Tonnes of cane
condition so they can recover grown per ML of 81%
Areas clcc)jse trc‘) strer?mhs arle . of NET USE 100% water is maximised
managed to have higher levels o 73%
NET USE 93%
ground cover Timing (frequency),
NET USE 93% Bananas placement and Adjust irrigation
Use cpntrolled traffic farming 79% (n=2n) amoupt of fert_iliser on 100% based on monito'ring 38%
practices crops is optimised to . water use and soil
Grains Maintain more high ground cover 93% reduce surplus Horticulture ( - . o
(n=141) between October to March ? S (n=42)
Have correctly designed & Use an Irrigation
functional contour banks on areas| 86% NET USE 73% Management Plan o
>1% slope across the whole of 48%
NET USE 91% Horticulture | Use a tailored, farm- farm
Sugarcane [Maintain high ground cover =) specific Nutrient 73% Do not use any of these practices but
(n=56) during the wet season, especially | 91% Management Plan am planning to make changes
in fallows -
NEHISE T00% - - Do not use any of these practices
[USE 6 Do no.t use this practice but am 2% and am not planning to make any 5%
. mz,?ntf;:-ga];overed ground on 100% planning to make changes changes
anaAnas S Do not use this practice and am not o Don’t know 1%
(n=21) Fallow areas maintain high cover | 100% : 9%
planning to make any changes
Areas >3% slope are contour 100% ;
planted or have contour banks ° Don't know 3%
NET USE 98%
Maintain high ground cover on
. 72%
Horticulture|the inter-rows (tree crops)
(n=43) Maintain high ground cover on
74%
fallow areas
Use controlled traffic 58%
Do not use any of these practices but am
; 1%
planning to make changes
Do not use any of these practices and am not 2%
planning to make any changes °
Don’t know 1%
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6.0 Land management practices
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6.1 Support from

MUstry groups

64% of all survey respondents in 2025
considered that the amount of support
and advice provided by industry groups
and/or peak bodies about land
management practice was ‘about right’
(61% 2023). 24% felt there was not
enough support and advice provided
(26% 2023) , while 4% received too
much (5% 2023). 8% of respondents
were unsure (8% 2023).

Results were statistically consistent
with 2023.

Sub-group findings

Commodlity findings

Sugarcane growers were significantly
more likely than other producers to
indicate the amount of support and
advice provided was ‘about right’ (79%,
64% average) or ‘too much’ (9%, 4%
average).

Graziers were significantly less likely
than other segments to indicate the
amount of support and advice provided
was ‘about right’ (58%, 64% average).
28% of graziers felt there was ‘too little’
support provided, 3% felt there was
‘too much’ and 10% were unsure.

A Caution small cell size

79% of grain growers felt the support
provided was ‘about right’ and 14% felt
it was ‘too little’. 7% were unsure.

61% of horticulture/banana growers
felt the support provided was ‘about
right’, 26% felt it was ‘too little’ and 2%
felt it was ‘too much’. 11% were
unsure.

Funded program participation findings
78% of funded program participants felt
the amount of support and advice
provided was ‘about right’, compared
to 59% among non-participants.

Other findings

Those born in 1971 or later (aged less
than 55 years) were more likely to
indicate there was ‘too little’ advice and
support provided (33%, 24% average).

Those whose highest level of education
was school were less likely than average
to feel there was ‘too little” advice and
support provided (20%, 24% average).

Q31 - Generally, would you say the amount of support and advice provided by

industry groups and/or peak bodies about land management practices is...?
Base: All respondents providing an answer

125

2025 (n=311) 24% 64% 1% 8%
TOTAL
2023 (n =153) 26% 61% 5% 8%
2025 (n=183) 28% 58%- 3% 10%
Grazing
2023 (n = 85) 34% 54% 5% 7%
. 2025 (n = 1447) 14% 79% 7%
Grains
(Broadacre
cropping)
2023 (n=74) 29% 57% 14%
2025 (n = 56) 13% VEVN 9%
Sugarcane
2023 (n=237) [P 91% 4%
2025 (n = 46) 26% 61% 2% 11%
Horticulture
+ Bananas
2023 (n =27") 22% 56% 7% 15%
2025 (n=12%) 25% 67% 8%
Other
2023 (n=11%) 18% 73% 9%
H Too little B About right B Too much H Don't know

ML Arrows indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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6.1 Support from industry groups by region and reef program and demographics
Q31 - Generally, would you say the amount of support and advice provided by industry groups and/or peak bodies about land management practices is...? by Region & Reef Program
REGION PROGRAM(;Q)RTICIPANT REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Col y Sed.
olumn % . . I
Total Cape York We.t Burdekin Mackay Fitzroy Burnett Yes No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ ('Zhemlc?l Irrigation
n=311 n=2n Tropics n=38 Whitsunday n=76 Mary n=80 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=53 n=32 n=110 n =192 n =52 n=37 remed. n=26" n =97
n=43
Too little 24% 50% 28% 18% 13% 26% 26% 18% 26% 10% 8% 21% 12%
About right 64% 50% 66% 66% 72% 62% 61% 78% ™ 59% 83% 86% 72% 81% 89%
Too much 4% 2% 8% 9% 4% 3% 5% 4% 8% 5% 7% 8% 11%
Don't know 8% 4% 8% 6% 8% 10% 11% 1
Q31 - Generally, would you say the amount of support and advice provided by industry groups and/or peak bodies about land management practices is...? by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/
9 1971 or 1961 to 1960 or School Diploma Bachelor 30 yrs or
Column % Total . Male Female . degree or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs |100o0rless| 101-500 |501-10,000( 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less
n=311 n=241 n =66 . above n=123 n=82 n=72 n=83 n =88 n=31
n=91 n=90 n=123 n=178 Diploma n=68
n=49
n=281
Too little 24% 33% 1 21% 20% 22% 32% 20% | 28% 31% 25% 24% 22% 25% 22% 25% 19%
About right 64% 56% 70% 65% 64% 62% 65% 63% 63% 63% 66% 62% 57% 67% 65% 71%
Too much 4% 3% 3% 6% 5% 2% 5% 4% 2% 4% 2% 7% 6% 5% 2% 6%
Don't know 8% 8% 6% 9% 9% 5% 10% 5% 4% 7% 8% 9% 13% 6% 8% 3%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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6 e 2 C I a rlty Of I nfo r m at I o n Q32 - Generally, is the information provided by industry groups and/or peak

bodies about land management practices ...?

fro m i n d u St ry g ro u p S Base: All respondents providing an answer 2025 Net ‘Clear’

2025 2023
46% of respondents felt the information provided by industry groups and/or peak Total (n = 311) 46% 46%
bodies about land management practices was either somewhat clear or very clear
(46% 2023). 34% rated the clarity of information as average/mid-point of scale*
(35% 2023). 13% of producers believed the information provided was unclear
(14% 2023). 6% were unsure (5% 2023).

Grazing (n = 183) NETZNE 25% 39% 13% 38%\ 46%

Results were statistically consistent with 2023.
Sub-group findings
Commodlity findings
Sugarcane growers were more I|.ker thz.m othe.rs to rate the information provided Grain§ (Broai:lacre i s o 50% 3%
as clear (70%, 46% average), while graziers registered the lowest score (38% cropping) (n = 14%)
clear). Horticulture/banana growers were more likely than others to indicate the
information was ‘very unclear’ (11%, 4% average) or were unsure (13%, 6%
average).
Regional findings Sugarcane (n = 56) 38% 1 32% 21% WYY 70%4 65%
In terms of region, highest ratings for information clarity were registered by
Mackay Whitsunday producers (where there is a higher than average proportion
of sugarcane respondents) (63%), while the lowest scores were observed among
producers in the Fitzroy region (mainly grazing respondents) (35%) (46% average). Merialire = BEnEmes

(n = 46) 15% 35% 24% 29 50%  41%
Other findings
Respondents who have been involved in the agriculture industry for more than 50
years were significantly less likely to feel the information provided was clear (35%,
46% average).

Other (n =124) 17% 25% 42% 17% 42% 27%
Those with 101-500 hectares under production were more likely than others to
indicate the information was clear (55%, 46% average).

W \Very clear mSomewhat clear W Average/Midpoint  m Somewhat unclear Very unclear Don't know
A Caution small cell size ML Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval

* The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as average). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. very unclear and very clear).



s 6.2 Clarity of information from industry groups by region and reef program o

Q32 - Generally, is the information provided by industry groups and/or peak bodies about land management practices ...? by Region & Reef Program
REGION PROGRAM((ZGA)RTICIPANT REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Column % Wet Mackay Burnett No /Not Industry Nutrient ref:i.t / | chemical | Irrigation
Total Cape York . Burdekin . Fitzroy Yes ’ . ,
n=311 n=2n Tropics n=38 Whitsunday n=77 Mary n =80 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=53 n=32 n =109 n=193 n =52 n=37 remed. n=26" n=9n
n=43
Very clear 18% 21% 16% 28% 13% 19% 24% 17% 29% 35% 1T 19% 35% 33%
Somewhat clear 28% 50% 34% 24% 34% 22% 28% 31% 25% 31% 38% 26% 35% 22%
NET 'CLEAR' 46% 50% 55% 39% 63% T 35% 47% 55% 42% 60% 73% T 44% |, 69% 56%
Average/Midpoint 34% 50% 26% 50% T 25% 42% 30% 33% 34% 31% 19% | 40% 19% 33%
Somewhat unclear 10% 6% 8% 9% 13% 10% 11% 9% 10% 8% 16% 12% 11%
Very unclear 4% 8% 4% 4% 1% 5%
NET 'UNCLEAR' 13% 13% 8% 9% 17% 14% 13% 13% 10% 8% 16% 12% 11%
Don't know 6% 6% 3% 3% 6% 9% 10% T

The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as average). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. very unclear and very clear).

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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Q32 - Generally, is the information provided by industry groups and/or peak bodies about land management practices ...? by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/|
9 1971 or 1961 to 1960 or School Diploma Bachelor 30yrs or
Column % Total . Male Female - degree or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs |100orless| 101-500 [501-10,000| 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less
n=311 n =241 n =66 . above n=123 n=83 n=72 n=83 n =88 n=32
n=90 n=90 n=124 n=178 Diploma n=68
n=49
n=281
Very clear 18% 18% 24% 15% 19% 15% 19% 15% 22% 22% 20% 13% 19% 25% 16% 9%
Somewhat clear 28% 30% 24% 29% 29% 21% 25% 31% 35% 28% 30% 22% 25% 30% 25% 28%
NET 'CLEAR' 46% 48% 49% 44% 48% 36% 44% 46% 57% 50% 50% 35% 44% 55% T 41% 38%
Average/Midpoint 34% 30% 34% 38% 32% 45% 38% 35% 22% 32% 28% 43% 1™ 29% 23% | 2% 50% T
Somewhat unclear 10% 16% 1 9% 5% 9% 11% 6% 12% 14% 12% 9% 8% 4% 12% 11% 9%
Very unclear 4% 2% 3% 4% 5% 4% 5% 1% 5% 4% 7% 5% 1%
NET 'UNCLEAR' 13% 18% 12% 9% 14% 11% 10% 17% 14% 13% 14% 12% 11% 17% 13% 9%
Don't know 6% 4% 4% 9% 6% 8% 8% 2% 6% 4% 7% 10% 15% 1 5% 5% 3%

The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as average). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. very unclear and very clear).

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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6.3 Trustworthiness of information sources

Respondents were asked to indicate the extent to which they trust a range of

sources for information or advice about land management practices.

Qualified private agronomists were the most widely trusted source of
information (75%, 79% 2023), followed by:

* Industry peak or representative bodies (66%, 66% 2023)

* Queensland Department of Agriculture and Fisheries” (64%, 62% 2023)
* Chemical or fertiliser retailers (63%, 58% 2023).

38% of respondents indicated they trust the Queensland Department of
Environment, Science and Innovation (an increase from 26% in 2023 when
referred to as Queensland government).

The Australian Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and
Water was the least widely trusted source of information, (27%, 26% 2023)

(asked as Federal Governmentin 2023) .

Refer to the following slides for sub-group findings.

# Asked as Queensland Department of Agriculture and Fisheries extension officers in 2023
" Asked as Queensland Government in 2023
+Asked as Federal Government in 2023

130

Q34 - To what extent do you trust each of the following sources for information or advice on land Net “Trust’
management practices?
Base: All respondents 2025 providing an answer (n=310-312) 2025 2023
Qualified private agronomists 30% 46% 7% 492% 11% 75% 79%
Industry peak or representative o o o o 5 o o
bodies 22% 45% 12% 6% 5% 11% 66% 66%
eensland Department of
Que partmer 19% 45% 13% 7% 9% 6% BLL 62%
Agriculture and Fisheries#
Chemical or fertiliser retailers 19% 43% 11% | 13% 6% 63% 58%
Natural Resource Management
v g”mups & 17% 40% 15% | 9% 8% 10% B NTLZ
Productivity groups 20% 31% 18% 6% 4% 22% 51% 54%
Queensland Department of
Environment, Science and Innovation
’ o o o o 0 0, 38% A 26%
(including Office of the Great Barrier s — e e 2 B > ’
Reef & World Heritage)*
Australian Department of Climate
Change, Energy, the Environment 4 24% 12% 18% s 27% 26%

and Water (including Reef Trust)+

M Trust completely

M Trust slightly

M Neither M Don't really trust m Do not trust at all

A v indicate a significant difference from the previous wave at the 95% confidence interval

The 2023 survey also included: Other growers/producers whose opinion | value (93% trust), Friends and family (77%) and Research institutions (72%). These were not included in 2025.

m Don't know
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6.3 Trustworthiness of information sources by commodity type =

Commodity findings

Sugarcane growers were more likely than others to trust qualified private agronomists
(88%, 75% average), industry peak bodies (80%, 66% average), chemical or fertiliser
retailers (84%, 63% average), or productivity groups (88%, 51% average). Sugarcane
growers were less likely than others to trust the Queensland Department of Agriculture
and Fisheries (53%, 64% average).

Graziers were more likely than others to trust Natural Resource Management groups
(64%, 57% average) or the Australian Department of Climate Change, Energy, the
Environment and Water (32%, 27% average). Graziers were /ess likely than others to trust
qualified private agronomists (70%, 75% average), industry peak bodies (61%, 66%
average), or productivity groups (42%, 51% average).

Trust of Natural Resource Management groups was lowest among horticulture/banana
growers (37%, 57% average).

Q34 - To what extent do you trust each of the following sources for information or advice on land management practices? NET TRUST by COMMODITY BY YEAR

Total Grazing Grains (Br?adacre Sugarcane Horticulture + Bananas Other
cropping)

Column %

2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025

n =154 n=312 n =85 n =184 n=77 n =142 n =237 n =56 n=27/7 n=46 n=12n n=127

Qualified private agronomists 79% 75% 80% 70%\ 86% 93% 78% 88% 1 81% 78% 73% 67%
Industry peak or representative bodies 66% 66% 64% 61%, 86% 57% 65% 80% 1 74% 74% 58% 64%
g;‘ﬁ:;éf”d Department of Agriculture and 62% 64% 65% 68% 57% 57% 48% 53%, 70% 65% 50% 58%
Chemical or fertiliser retailers 58% 63% 49% 60% 29% 57% 82% 84% 77% 53% 50% 50%
Natural Resource Management groups 64% 57% 68% 64% 1 71% 57% 52% 54% 67% 37%\ 50% 33%
Productivity groups 54% 51% 49% 42%\ 57% 50% 87% 88% 1 48% 49% 42% 17%
Queensland Department of Environment, Science
and Innovation (including Office of the Great 26% 38% A 23% 40% A 43% 18% 38% 48% 33% 25% 25%
Barrier Reef & World Heritage)”
Australian Department of Climate Change,
Energy, the Environment and Water (including 26% 27% 20% 322%™ A 14% 23% 22% 52% 22% 25% 17%
Reef Trust)*

# Asked as Queensland Department of Agriculture and Fisheries extension officers in 2023
" Asked as Queensland Government in 2023
* Asked as Federal Government in 2023

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; I Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval A v indicate a significant difference from the previous wave at the 95% confidence interval
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6.3 Trustworthiness of information sources — subgroup findings

Sub-group findings

Regional findings

Compared with respondents in other regions, those in the Burnett Mary region were
more likely than others to trust the Queensland Department of Agriculture and Fisheries
(74%, 64% average) or the Australian Department of Climate Change, Energy, the
Environment and Water (38%, 27% average).

Those in Burdekin were less likely than average to trust the Queensland Department of
Agriculture and Fisheries (46%, 64% average), while those in Fitzroy were Jess likely than
others to trust chemical or fertiliser retailers (51%, 63% average).

Funded program participation findings

Funded program participants were more likely than others to trust qualified private
agronomists (84%, 73% among non-participants), industry peak bodies (76%, 61% non-
participants), or productivity groups (65%, 48% non-participants).

Other findings

Males were more likely than females to trust qualified private agronomists (79%, 65%
female), chemical or fertiliser retailers (67%, 50% female), or productivity groups (54%,
40% female).

Trust of chemical or fertiliser retailers was higher among those with a school-level
education (70%) and lower among those with a bachelor degree or above (48%) or those
with more than 10,000 hectares under production (41%) (63% average).

Trust of qualified private agronomists was lower among those with more than 50 years in
the agriculture industry (66%) or those with more than 10,000 hectares under
production (56%) (75% average).

Those with more than 10,000 hectares under production were less likely than others to
trust the Australian Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and Water
(13%, 27% average).
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6.3 Trustworthiness of information sources by region and reef program

Q34 - To what extent do you trust each of the following sources for information or advice on land management practices? NET TRUST by Region & Reef Program
PROGRAM
REGION PARTICIPANT (Q6) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Sed.
Column % Wet Mackay Burnett No/Not | Industry | Nutrient | reduct./ | Chemical | Irrigation
Total Cape York . Burdekin . Fitzroy Yes X ,
n=312 n=2n Tropics =39 Whitsunday h=77 Mary n =80 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
- - n=53 B n=32 - n=110 - n=194 n=52 n=37 remed. n=26" n=9n
n=43
Qualified private agronomists 75% 79% 64% 84% 69% 81% 84% M 73% 87% 89% 77% 100% 100%
L”Od d“iztsry peak or representative | - goq, 50% 72% 59% 78% 63% 65% 76% 1 | e1%4 | 77% 76% 79% 85% 89%
Queensland Department of
Agriculture and Fisheries 64% 50% 63% 46% | 66% 60% 74% 1 62% 65% 65% 56% 60% 56% 67%
Chemical or fertiliser retailers 63% 72% 56% 74% 51% 66% 61% 63% 57% 73% 1™ 53% 77% 78%
:f:j;' Resource Management 57% 50% 45% 46% 56% 62% 63% 66% 54% 65% 68% 67% 73% 89%
Productivity groups 51% 62% 46% 66% 43% 48% 65% 1T 48% 69% 78% 1T 52% 69% 78%
Queensland Department of
Environment, Science and
Innovation (including Office of 38% 27% 38% 53% 31% 44% 30% 42% 31% 28% 31% 40% 56%
the Great Barrier Reef & World
Heritage
Australian Department of
E:U:f;ﬁﬁz:ii dE\';\gtggr' the 27% 19% 21% 25% 23% 38% 1 27% 30% 22% 19% 26% 28% 33%
(including Reef Trust)

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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6.3 Trustworthiness of information sources by demographics

Q34 - To what extent do you trust each of the following sources for information or advice on land management practices? NET TRUST by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate, Bachelor
Column % Total | 1971or [ 1961to | 19600r |\, ) | pomate | School | Diploma | 0 caor| 30V | 31 60yrs | 51+yrs [1000r less| 101-500 |501-10,000] 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less
n=312 n =241 n=67 . above n=124 n=84 n=72 n=83 n =88 n=32
n=90 n=90 n=126 n=179 Diploma n =49 n=67
n=82 -
lified privat
Sg“rf);fmispt:va ¢ 75% 82% 80% 68% L | 79% 1 | 65%d | 72% 78% 84% 84% 77% 66% L | 75% 82% 77% 56% |
L';‘;‘::E';ynfaet?\':eogo dies 66% 73% 66% 62% 67% 64% 66% 64% 69% 70% 66% 61% 62% 72% 65% 59%
Queensland Department
of Agriculture and 64% 67% 70% 60% 63% 71% 62% 65% 73% 70% 64% 62% 68% 61% 65% 66%
Fisheries
S‘t:?;::' or fertiliser 63% 61% 64% 63% 67% 1 | s0%l | 70% 1 | 56% 48% 1 | 58% 65% 62% 61% 3% 1 | 61% 41%
wﬂaat:ar;?ne;:t“;zups 57% 61% 60% 52% 55% 65% 55% 63% 53% 64% 54% 58% 48% 55% 64% 69%
Productivity groups 51% 56% 49% 50% 54% 40% 53% 45% 51% 51% 56% 48% 46% 65% T 49% 42%
Queensland Department
of Environment, Science
and Innovation 38% 44% 33% 37% 37% 42% 39% 38% 31% 45% 40% 30% 40% 37% 41% 31%
(including Office of the
Great Barrier Reef &
World Heritage”
Australian Department
of Climate Change,
Energy, the Environment 27% 31% 22% 30% 26% 35% 27% 30% 29% 33% 24% 33% 23% 29% 39% 1 13% 4
and Water (including
Reef Trust)*

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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6.4 Field days, workshops, grower events and shed meetings

74% of respondents agreed that field days, workshops, grower events or
shed meetings run in their area were well worth the effort of attending
(69% 2023). 53% felt that such events were usually well attended by
producers (57% 2023).

In 2025 respondents were more likely than in 2023 to indicate these
opportunities were regularly available in their area (49%, 39% in 2023).

Sub-group findings

Commodity findings

Sugarcane growers were more likely than other commodity producers to
agree events were worth the effort of attending (91%, 74% average), were
well attended (68%, 53% average), or regularly available in their area (82%,
49% average).

Graziers were /ess likely than other commodity producers to agree events
were well attended (47%, 53% average), or regularly available in their area
(37%, 49% average).

Regional findings

Those operating in the Fitzroy region were the least likely to agree such
events were worth the effort to attend (62%, 74% average) or were well
attended (43%, 53% average). Producers in the Wet Tropics (68%) were the
most likely to agree events were well attended (53% average).

Funded program participation findings

Program participants were more likely than non-participants to agree
events were worth the effort of attending (87%, 69% non-participants) or
regularly available in their area (66%, 44% non-participants).

A Caution small cell size
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Q35 - How strongly do you agree with the following statements about field days, workshops,
grower events or shed meetings that are run in your area for your main commodity?
Base: All respondents 2025 providing an answer (n=311-312) Net ‘Agree'
2025 2023
They are well worth o ., 1.
74% 69%
the effort to attend e 8% 2 ° ’
They are usually well
attended by 12% 19% 4% 12% 53% 57%
producers/growers
They arerunona
regular basis in my i 49%A 39%

local area

= Don't know

B Neither

B Strongly agree M Agree W Disagree W Strongly disagree
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6.4 Field days, workshops, grower events and shed meetings by commodity type

Q35 - How strongly do you agree with the following statements about field days, workshops, grower events or shed meetings that are run in your area for your main commodity? NET AGREE by COMMODITY BY YEAR

136

Total Grazing Grains (Broadacre cropping) Sugarcane Horticulture + Bananas Other
Column % 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025
n=153 n=311 n=84 n =185 n=7A n =147 n=23A n=>56 n=277 n=44 n=12A n=127

Th Il worth th

ey are well worth the 69% 74% 69% 74% 86% 64% 83% 91% 1 56% 64% 58% 50%
effort to attend
They are usually well
attended by 57% 53% 54% 47%, 71% 50% 74% 68% 52% 62% 50% 42%
producers/growers
Th |

€y are run on a regular 39% 49% A 29% 37% 57% 57% 78% 82% 37% 56% 25% 33%
basis in my local area

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; 1, Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval A v indicate a significant difference from the previous wave at the 95% confidence

interval
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6.4 Field days, workshops, grower events and shed meetings by region and reef program and B

demographics

Q35 - How strongly do you agree with the following statements about field days, workshops, grower events or shed meetings that are run in your area for your main commodity? NET AGREE by Region & Reef Program

REGION PROGRAM((ZQ)RTICIPANT REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Col % Sed.
olumn % . . L
Total Cape York We't Burdekin Mackay Fitzroy Burnett Yes No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ (_Zhemlclal Irrigation
n=312 n=2n Tropics =39 Whitsunday h=77 Mary n =80 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=53 n=32 n =109 n =194 n=52 n=37 remed. n=26" n=9/7
n=43
They are well worth the | o, 100% 81% 74% 74% 62% 78% 87% 1 69% 92% 95% 84% 88% 100%
effort to attend ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° 0 ° 0
They are usually well
attended by producers/ 53% 100% 68% T 44% 50% 43% 56% 60% 51% 67% 70% 58% 77% 67%
growers
Eg‘;‘g ?;?5?0‘2;2::5”'” 49% 50% 60% 44% 63% 42% 46% 66% T 44% | 77% 81% 1 56% | 85% 89%

Q35 - How strongly do you agree with the following statements about field days, workshops, grower events or shed meetings that are run in your area for your main commodity? NET AGREE by Demographics

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/ Bachelor

Column % Total 1971 or 1961 to 196(! or Male Female Schoc?l Diploma degree or 30yrs or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs |[100orless| 101-500 |501-10,000| 10,001+

later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less

n=312 n =240 n=67 . above n=123 n=384 n=71 n =84 n =88 n=32
n=90 n=89 n=126 n=179 Diploma N n=67
n=48
n=82

Th Il th
e o 74% 79% 75% 71% 75% 74% 72% 73% 85% 78% 75% 69% 75% 76% 70% 78%
They are usually well
attended by 53% 57% 44% |, 57% 55% 46% 55% 45% 60% 51% 57% 49% 56% 52% 52% 50%
producers/growers
They arerunona
regular basis in my 49% 54% 46% 46% 51% 42% 48% 40% 63% T 57% 50% 45% 54% 50% 56% 31%
local area

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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LLE 6.5 Number of field days, workshops,
grower events and shed meetings

As in 2023, opinions in 2025 were divided as to whether the number Q36 - Thinking about the number of field days, workshops, grower events or shed meetings that
of field days, workshops, grower events or shed meetings run in are run in your area for your main commodity, are there...?

their area for their main commodity were about right (46%, 47% Base: All respondents providing an answer

2023) or too few (46%, 43% 2023). Only 1% felt there were too many

events (1% 2023), while 7% were unsure (10% 2023). 2025 {n = 313)
TOTAL

Sub-group findings 2023 (n = 154)
Commodity findings
Graziers (54%) were the commodity segment most likely to rate the 2025 (n = 186) 54% 1 35%\ 1% 10%
number of field days, workshops, grower events or shed meetings as Grazing
being too few (46% average). Sugarcane growers (68%) and 2023 (n = 85) 48% 40% 1% 11%
horticulture/banana growers (62%) were more likely than others to
indicate the number of events was ‘about right’ (46% average). Grains 2025 (n = 147) 579% 43%

] o (Broadacre
reatonelfnelnes cere _ TOPRIE 2003 (n=71
Those operating in the Wet Tropics region were the most likely to
indicate the number of events was ‘about right’ (60%, 46% average).

2025 (n = 56)

Funded program participation findings LRI
Program participants were more likely than non-participants to 2023 (n =23")
indicate the number of events was ‘about right’ (63%, 42% non-
participants) or too many (3%, 0% non-participants). 49% of non- 2025 (n = 45) 31%4, 62% 7%

participants felt there were too few events (34% participants). eI

Bananas

2023 (n=274) 41% 52% 7%
Other findings
Those born in 1971 or later (aged less than 55 years) were more
) - 2025 (n = 124) 42% 58%
likely than others to indicate there were too many events (2%, 0% Other
among older respondents).

2023 (n=124) 42% 33% 25%

M Too few M About right H Too many H Don't know

ML Arrows indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval

A Caution small cell size



6.5 Number of field days, workshops, grower events and shed meetings by region and reef
program and demographics

Q36 - Thinking about the number of field days, workshops, grower events or shed meetings that are run in your area for your main commodity, are there...? by Region & Reef Program

139

REGION PROGRAM((';Q)RTICIPANT REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Col y Sed.
olumn % . . N
Total Cape York We't Burdekin Mackay Fitzroy Burnett Yes No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ Fhemlc?l Irrigation
n=313 n =28 Tropics n=39 Whitsunday h=77 Mary n =80 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=53 n=32 n=110 n =195 n=52 n=37 remed. n=26" n=9A
n=43
Too few 46% 100% 40% 49% 34% 52% 45% 34% | 49% 35% 38% 35% 31% 22%
About right 46% 60% T 41% 50% 39% 46% 63% 42% 60% 59% 63% 65% 67%
Too many 1% 3% 3% 3% 1™ 4% 3% 2% 4% 11%
Don't know 7% 8% 13% 9% 8% 1% 9% 2%
Q36 - Thinking about the number of field days, workshops, grower events or shed meetings that are run in your area for your main commodity, are there...? by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/
9 1971 or 1961 to 1960 or School Diploma Bachelor 30 yrs or
Column % Total . Male Female - degree or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs [100o0rless| 101-500 |501-10,000| 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less
n=313 n=241 n=67 . above n=123 n =85 n=71 n=84 n=289 n=32
n=90 n=289 n =127 n=180 Diploma n =67
n=48
n=82
Too few 46% 53% 44% 43% 44% 52% 47% 48% 42% 43% 46% 42% 41% 43% 44% 56%
About right 46% 40% 53% 46% 49% 37% 43% 49% 50% 48% 47% 48% 48% 50% 48% 41%
Too many 1% 2% T 1% 1% 1% 1% 3%
Don't know 7% 4% 3% 10% 6% 10% 9% 4% 8% 7% 6% 9% 10% 7% 8%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval



bl 6.6 Participation in environmental markets initiatives e

9% of respondents indicated they were currently involved or had been Respondents were provided with the following information about environmental market initiatives:

You may have heard about opportunities for landholders to benefit from environmental markets (i.e. delivering water
. . L . quality benefits to earn Reef Credits or undertaking a carbon farming project to earn Australian Carbon Credit Units).
interest in participating in the future, while 48% had not been Environmental markets try to encourage landholders to change their land management practices by rewarding the
involved and were unlikely to be involved in the future. 10% were landholder in return for delivering improved environmental outcomes.

involved in environmental market initiatives. 33% expressed an

unsure. This was a new topic in 2025.
Q36a - Would you be likely to participate in any environmental markets initiatives?

. Net ‘Yes’

Sub-group ﬁndings Base: All respondents providing an answer
Commodity findings
The segments most likely to have been involved in environmental Total (n=308) P 33% 48% 10% 42%
initiatives were horticulture/banana (17%) and sugarcane (13%)
growers.
Graziers (6%) and grain growers (7%) were less likely to have Grazing (n = 182) 43%
participated.
Funded program participation findings
Non-participants were more likely to indicate they had not been Graln§ (P;r(oa(_jijf) 7% 29% 579% 7% 36%
involved and were unlikely to be involved in the future (53%, 35% cropping in =
among participants). Participants were more likely to be unsure (17%,
8% non-participants).

o Sugarcane (n = 54) 13% 28% 43% 17% 41%
Other findings
Those more likely to express an interest in participating in the future
were those born in 1971 or later (aged less than 55 years) (47%) or
those with 501-10,000 hectares under production (44%) (33% HOFtiCU'(t:r_e;;a”anaS 17% 1 28% 21% 13% 46%
average). -
Those who were more likely to indicate they had not been involved
and were un'llkely to be involved in the future were thf)se born in Other (n = 121) o e . 17%
1960 or earlier (aged 65+ years) (61%), those whose highest level of
education was school (53%), or those who have been in the
agriculture industry for more than 50 years (63%) (48% average). H Yes, I'm involved/have been involved in a program M Yes, I’'m likely to participate in the future B No B don’t know

M Arrows indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval

New in 2025; ~ Caution small cell size
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6.6 Participation in environmental markets initiatives by region and reef program and

demographics
Q36a - Would you be likely to participate in any environmental markets initiatives? by Region & Reef Program
REGION PROGRAM(EQ)RTICIPANT REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Sed.
Column % Total Cape Wet Burdekin Mackay Fitzro Burnett Yes No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ Chemical Irrigation
n =308 York Tropics n=38 Whitsunday = 72;/ Mary n=78 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
- n=2" n=53 - n=31 - n =108 - n=192 n=51 n=37 remed. n=26" n=9n
n=41
pes Imins ‘;'(‘j’fg/a h;‘r’ggram 9% 15% 11% 6% 5% 8% 14% 7% 14% 16% 15% 12%
i\(ne:h:arpultlﬁy toparticipate | = 530, 50% 32% 26% 35% 38% 31% 35% 31% 33% 35% 29% 31% 33%
SUB-TOTAL YES 42% 50% 47% 37% 42% 43% 39% 49% 39% 47% 51% 44% 42% 33%
No 48% 42% 58% 39% 46% 53% 35% \ 53% T 29% 38% 46% 46% 44%
| don’t know 10% 50% 11% 5% 19% 11% 8% 17% 1 8% | 24% 11% 10% 12% 22%
Q36a - Would you be likely to participate in any environmental markets initiatives? by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate
Column % 1971 or 1961 to 1960 or School Diploma Bachelor 30yrs or
° Total . Male Female X degree or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs |[100orless| 101-500 (501-10,000 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less
n =308 _ - _ n =240 n=65 _ . above _ n=119 n=284 n=70 n=283 n =287 n=31
n=90 n=89 n=124 n=176 | Diploma h=4s n=68
n=81 -

s, I in ‘;'(;"T:/a h;‘r’ggram 9% 10% 13% 5% | 8% 11% 5%y | 14% 15% 15% 9% 5% 10% 12% 7% 6%
;iit.'c.";ﬂkﬂ ttﬁe future | 33% 47% 1 | 31% 23% 0 | 35% 28% 35% 25% 40% 41% 31% 26% 26% 27% 44% 1 | 29%
SUB-TOTAL YES 42% 57% T 45% 28% | 43% 38% 40% 38% 54% 56% T 40% 31% \ 36% 39% 51% 1™ 35%
No 48% 37% 40% 61% 1T 48% 45% 53% 48% 29% 32% 1 46% 63% ™ 50% 48% 41% 61%
| don’t know 10% 7% 15% 10% 9% 17% 7% 14% 17% 12% 13% 6% 14% 13% 8% 3%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval



MCR

Market &
Communications
Research

6.7 Reasons for participating in
environmental markets initiatives

The main reasons provided by respondents
for participating in environmental markets
initiatives included:

* Financial incentives (43%)

* Environmental benefits (28%)

* Increased productivity of the land (23%).

Sub-group findings

Commodity findings

Sugarcane growers were less likely than other
commodity producers to cite increased
productivity of the land as a reason for
participating (8%, 23% average).

Regional findings

Respondents in the Wet Tropics were more
likely than others to cite the opportunity to
diversify income sources and better manage
risk (22%, 12% average). Respondents in the
Mackay Whitsunday region were more likely
than others to mention for future land
managers (19%, 9% average).

New in 2025

Funded program participation findings
Participants were more likely than non-
participants to cite financial incentives (55%,
39% non-participants) or the opportunity to
diversify income sources and better manage
risk (21%,9% non-participants).

Other findings

Financial incentives were more commonly
mentioned by those with a bachelor degree
or above (68%) or those with 101-500
hectares under production (55%) (43%
average).

Environmental benefits were more commonly
mentioned by those born 1961-70 (aged 55-
64 years) (39%) or those with 100 or less
hectares under production (38%) (28%
average).

The opportunity to diversify income sources
and better manage risk was more commonly
mentioned by those with a bachelor degree
or above (30%) or those born in 1971 or later
(aged less than 55 years) (18%) (12%
average).

142

Q36b - What would be the THREE MAIN reasons for participating?

Base: All respondents 2025 providing an answer (n=293)

Financial incentives

It will benefit the environment

Increased productivity of the land

Opportunity to diversify income sources and
better manage risk

It will benefit local water quality

For future land managers

| want to demonstrate my environmental
credentials

| have participated in similar projects in the
past

Other landholders in my area are participating
in similar projects

Other

Won't participate*

Don’t know

. 8%\, among
_ 23% sugarcane growers

12%

10%

o
-

11%

11% among horticulture/
banana growers

ML Arrows indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval

* Code added during analysis in recoding ‘other’ responses (not visible for respondents)
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Q36b - What would be the THREE MAIN reasons for participating? by COMMODITY

6.7 Reasons for participating in environmental markets initiatives by commodity type

Horticulture +

Column % Total Grazing Gralzfo(:;;)nagc)lacre Sugarcane Bananas Other
(]

= = = = LY

n =293 n=173 n = 14n n=51 n=aa n=11

Financial incentives 43% 42% 29% 47% 45% 45%
It will benefit the environment 28% 28% 43% 25% 27% 27%
Increased productivity of the land 23% 27% 43% 8% 25% 9%
S:gz:t:qr;:yalgtg rdi|svkersn°y income sources and 129% 129% 149% 16% 9% 9%
It will benefit local water quality 10% 10% 14% 8% 9% 9%
For future land managers 9% 9% 7% 10% 7%
IC\rAézr;tt?a?semonstrate my environmental 8% 7% 7% 129% 9% 9%
Ipf;z/e participated in similar projects in the 29 29% 2%
Other landholders in my area are participating 0% 7%
in similar projects
Other 11% 9% 21% 10% 16% 9%
Won't participate* 4% 2% 11% 1 18%
Don’t know 20% 21% 21% 27% 11%

* Code added during analysis in recoding ‘other’ responses (not visible for respondents)

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval

143
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6.7 Reasons for participating in environmental markets initiatives by region and reef program

Q36b - What would be the THREE MAIN reasons for participating? by Region & Reef Program
REGION PAR?:S?:IC”QS) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Sed.
Column % . . N
Total Cape York We.t Burdekin Mackay Fitzroy Burnett Yes No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ (.Zhemlclal Irrigation
n =203 =2 Tropics n=37 Whitsunday h=72 Mary n=75 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n =50 n=31 n=101 n =181 n=49 n=34 remed. n =240 n=97
n=40
Financial incentives 43% 50% 52% 43% 39% 40% 42% 55% 1 39% 53% 59% 50% 63% 56%
It will benefit the environment 28% 50% 28% 22% 35% 26% 30% 31% 28% 31% 35% 23% 38% 33%
Increased productivity of the o o o o o o o o o o o o o o
land 23% 50% 8% 19% 23% 28% 29% 24% 25% 29% 15% 20% 13% 22%
Opportunity to diversify
income sources and better 12% 22% N 3% 6% 13% 12% 21% 9% 29% 21% 18% 4%
manage risk
It will benefit local water 0 0 0 0 0 o o o o o 0 0 o
quality 10% 8% 8% 10% 13% 9% 12% 9% 10% 6% 10% 4% 11%
For future land managers 9% 8% 11% 19% 1 6% 7% 12% 8% 14% 12% 15% 13%
Lfﬂ?ﬁﬁ?n:iﬂ?ﬁ?etﬁtgl 8% 8% 8% 6% 11% 7% 11% 7% 14% 15% 5% 13%
Ltjéitzai:'f:;a;:gt'“ similar 2% 2% 3% 2% 3% 1% 2% 5%
Other landholders in my area
are participating in similar 0% 1% 1% 3%
projects
Other 11% 12% 11% 10% 14% 9% 9% 11% 6% 6% 10% 8% 11%
Won't participate* 4% 2% 5% 3% 6% 3% 4% 2% 5%
Don’t know 20% 20% 24% 32% 14% 19% 12% 20% 12% 15% 18% 17% 22%

* Code added during analysis in recoding ‘other’ responses (not visible for respondents)

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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6.7 Reasons for participating in environmental markets initiatives by demographics

Q36b - What would be the THREE MAIN reasons for participating? by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate Bachelor
Column % Total 1971 or 1961 to 1960. or Male Female SChO(.)I Diploma degree or 30yrs or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs |100or less| 101-500 [501-10,000( 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less
n =293 n=88 n=84 n=117 n =228 n =62 n=166 | Diploma above n=64 n=112 n =80 n =66 n=75 n =87 n =297
- - - N n=47 -
n=77
Financial incentives 43% 50% 50% 33% | 43% 42% 36% | 42% 68% T 47% 45% 40% 38% 55% 38% 45%
Ietn\?lllllrlo:?::tt the 28% 24% 39% 1 | 24% 27% 34% 30% 29% 23% 33% 28% 26% 38% 1 | 25% 30% 10%
Itrr:g?aa:sd productivity of 23% 24% 24% 21% 23% 26% 21% 25% 30% 30% 22% 25% 20% 17% 32% 34%
Opportunity to diversify
income sources and better 12% 18% 14% 6% | 11% 16% 7% 12% 30% 16% 16% 6% 8% 15% 14% 17%
manage risk
:u";'::'tfend't local water 10% 3% 4 | 10% 14% 10% 10% 11% 13% 5% 11% 14% 14% 7% 11% 7%
For future land managers 9% 9% 10% 7% 9% 8% 7% 16% ™ 4% 13% 8% 9% 12% 9% 7% 10%
L:V\i?;:?nii:;?:;aet:tgﬁ 8% 8% 13% 5% 8% 8% 7% 10% 11% 13% 8% 5% 8% 11% 7% 7%
Ltjj‘;itii:'f;'zagzgt'” similar | 5o, 2% 3% 1wy | s | 1% 3% 2% 2% 1% 3% 2% 1% 2%
Other landholders in my
area are participating in 0% 1% 0% 1% 1% 1%
similar projects
Other 11% 15% 8% 9% 11% 10% 9% 14% 13% 16% 6% 13% 9% 8% 9% 24%
Won't participate* 4% 5% 2% 4% 5% 4% 3% 6% 3% 4% 4% 8% 5% 3%
Don’t know 20% 15% 14% 27% 1 20% 18% 24% 1 18% 6% 11% 21% 19% 17% 21% 18% 10%

* Code added during analysis in recoding ‘other’ responses (not visible for respondents)

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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6.8 Challenges to participating in
environmental markets initiatives

The most commonly mentioned barriers to
participating in environmental markets initiatives
were a lack of awareness or knowledge (23%),
cost (22%), and not having the time (21%).

14% were concerned about possible rule changes
in the future, 13% felt it wouldn’t positively
impact their farm, and 13% mentioned
uncertainty about monetary benefits/future
prices of credits.

Sub-group findings

Commodity findings

Horticulture/banana growers were more likely
than others to cite the lack of awareness/
knowledge about environmental markets (36%,
23% average).

Sugarcane growers were more likely than others
to mention concerns about productivity (19%, 9%
average) or a lack of trust for the organisations
running it (12%, 4% average).

Regional findings

Respondents in Fitzroy were more likely than
others to mention the risk of rule changes in the
future (22%, 14% average). Those in Burdekin
were more likely than others to mention concerns
over regulatory restrictions/being locked
in/interference in operations (16%, 8% average).
Respondents in the Wet Tropics were more likely
than others to mention a lack of trust for the
organisations running it (10%, 4% average).

New in 2025

Funded program participation findings

Program participants were more likely than non-
participants to cite the risk of rule changes (26%,
10% non-participants), uncertainty about
monetary benefits (25%, 9% non-participants), or
having received advice that it will not be
beneficial (9%, 3% non-participants).

Other findings

Those bornin 1971 or later (aged less than 55
years) were more likely than others to cite cost
barriers (34%, 22% average) or concerns over
regulatory restrictions/being locked in/
interference in operations (15%, 8% average).

Risk of rule changes in the future was more of a
concern for females (23%), those with a bachelor
degree or above (24%), or those with 501-10,000
hectares under production (23%) (14% average).

A lack of easy to understand information was
more commonly mentioned by females (26%) or
those with a bachelor degree or above (20%) (10%
average).

Respondents with more than 10,000 hectares
under production were more likely than others to
mention concerns about the impact on
productivity (23%, 9% average) or concerns over
regulatory restrictions/being locked in/
interference in operations (20%, 8% average).

Other subgroup differences are shown in the
tables on the following slides.

Q36c - What would be the THREE MAIN challenges or barriers to you participating?

Base: All respondents 2025 providing an answer (n=304)

Lack of awareness or knowledge about
environmental markets

Costs too much

| do not have the time

Risk of rule changes in the future

| don’t think it will make a positive impact
on my farm

Uncertainty about monetary benefits and
future prices of credits

Lack of easy-to-understand information

Concerns about the impact on productivity

| don’t think it will make a positive impact
on the environment

| don’t know if my farm is eligible

Concerns over regulatory restrictions/Being
locked in/Interference in operations*

Have received advice that it will not be
beneficial

Don't trust the organisations running it*

Administration/paperwork*

Other

Don’t know

36%* among
23% horticulture/
banana growers

10%

19% among
sugarcane growers

9%

8%

8%

8%

5%

0,
- 4% 12%1 among

sugarcane growers

3%

14%

.

* Code added during analysis in recoding ‘other’ responses (not visible for respondents)

ML Arrows indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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Q36¢ - What would be the THREE MAIN challenges or barriers to you participating? by COMMODITY

6.8 Challenges to participating in environmental markets initiatives by commodity type

Grains (Broadacre

Horticulture +

Total Grazing . Sugarcane Other

Column % _ _ cropping) B Bananas .

n =304 n=181 n = 14A n=52 =45 n=12
rlj:;:rk(;::wareness or knowledge about environmental 3% 22% 21% 21% 36% 1
Costs too much 22% 19% 29% 19% 27% 42%
| do not have the time 21% 23% 14% 13% 22% 25%
Risk of rule changes in the future 14% 16% 29% 10% 1% | 25%
I don’t think it will make a positive impact on my farm 13% 15% 14% 12% 11% 8%
chrrgzei:;calnty about monetary benefits and future prices of 13% 12% 299% 13% 7% 17%
Lack of easy-to-understand information 10% 10% 10% 11% 17%
Concerns about the impact on productivity 9% 7% 14% 19% 1 4% 8%
L:Sir:;ntr:lz:tlt will make a positive impact on the 8% 7% 14% 6% 11% 17%
I don’t know if my farm is eligible 8% 10% 4% 7% 8%
Concerns over regulatory restrictions/Being locked 8% 9% 4% 11%
in/Interference in operations*
Have received advice that it will not be beneficial 5% 5% 7% 4% 2% 8%
Don't trust the organisations running it* 4% 2% 12% 1 8%
Administration/paperwork* 3% 4% 2% 8%
Other 14% 13% 21% 13% 18% 17%
Don’t know 1% 3% 8% 7%

* Code added during analysis in recoding ‘other’ responses (not visible for respondents)

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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6.8 Challenges to participating in environmental markets initiatives by region and reef program

Q36¢ - What would be the THREE MAIN challenges or barriers to you participating? by Region & Reef Program
REGION PARl':I"II‘ggARIC'?n(QG) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Sed.
Column % . . .
o Total Cape York We.t Burdekin Mackay Fitzroy Burnett Yes No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ (.Zhemlc?l Irrigation
n =304 n=2An Tropics n=37 Whitsunday n=76 Mary n=76 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=>52 n=32 n=105 n=190 n=>50 n=35 remed. n =257 n=9A7
n=41

;z;kuﬁziafgi':szzfaﬁ '::g:’;’(ft‘s’ge 23% 21% 27% 25% 20% 24% 22% 26% 24% 17% 24% 20% 33%
Costs too much 22% 50% 19% 14% 22% 25% 23% 21% 19% 20% 23% 20% 36% 11%
I do not have the time 21% 50% 21% 27% 16% 17% 22% 14% 22% 6% 14% 10% 12% 22%
Risk of rule changes in the future | 14% 8% 5% 19% 22% N 13% 26% 10% 28% 11% J 34% 16% 11%
Lg‘s’lrt‘l\t/;m:c;"’c')'r'] r:}ik; : 13% 6% 16% 6% 20% 14% 14% 14% 10% 14% 17% 16% 11%
Uncertainty about monetary
benefits and future prices of 13% 15% 5% 9% 14% 13% 25% 9% 32% 17% 24% 8% 11%
credits
?ﬁfzkrgfaif;‘]"t°'“”derSta"d 10% 15% 5% 9% 12% 9% 12% 11% 14% 14% 15% 8%
gfg‘gﬁg;iﬁsc’“t the impact on 9% 15% 11% 13% 7% 7% 13% 7% 16% 17% 7% 24% 11%
| don’t think it will make a
positive impact on the 8% 6% 8% 13% 11% 7% 7% 9% 8% 9% 12% 8% 11%
environment
I don’t know if my farm is eligible 8% 4% 3% 9% 11% 10% 9% 9% 4% 10% 4%
Concerns over regulatory
restrictions/Being locked 8% 4% 16% ™ 3% 9% 7% 9% 7% 8% 3% 10% 4%
in/Interference in operations*
r"\'g;’f)eretfeer']‘é?i;fv'ce thatitwill 1 5, 50% 4% 5% 3% 8% 2% 9% 3%\ 12% 6% 15% 8%
rDuon"mt:g”‘ifi the organisations 4% 10% 1 5% 6% 1% 1% 5% 3% 8% 9% 2% 12%
Administration/paperwork* 3% 2% 3% 4% 4% 4% 3% 2% 3% 5% 4% 11%
Other 14% 15% 5% 16% 12% 18% 13% 14% 10% 17% 12% 12% 22%
Don’t know 4% 6% 3% 6% 1% 6% 1% 6% 2% 3% 4%

* Code added during analysis in recoding ‘other’ responses (not visible for respondents)
A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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6.8 Challenges to participating in environmental markets initiatives by demographics

Q36¢ - What would be the THREE MAIN challenges or barriers to you participating? by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate Bachelor
Column % Total 1?71 or | 1961to 196?. oF 1 Male Female dSChO(.’I / IleIomad degree or 30Iyrs O 131-50yrs | 51+yrs |100or less| 101-500 [501-10,000 10,001+
n=304 | ‘ater 1970 | earlier | /53, | h-gg |education}/Advanced " p €S | n=117 | n=83 | n=68 | n=81 [ n=88 | n=30
n =88 n=85 n=125 n=173 | Diploma n =46 n =66
n=282 B
Lack of awareness or knowledge | 50, 18% 24% 25% 23% 24% 23% 23% 22% 18% 27% 27% 31% 22% 23% 23%
labout environmental markets
Costs too much 22% 34% 1™ | 19% 14% 4 | 22% 21% 21% 17% 28% 27% 18% 17% 25% 20% 19% 10%
I do not have the time 21% 19% 22% 20% 20% 24% 23% 17% 20% 18% 17% 25% 15% 11% 4 | 30% 1 | 27%
Risk of rule changes in the future | 14% 17% 14% 11% 11% | 23% T 9% 17% 24% ™ 21% 9% | 18% 10% 10% 23% 1 17%
L?);’I:I\t/g::;";;c:‘g'r'] :‘q?/kf‘z fm 13% 9% 13% 17% 15% 9% 16% 11% 11% 14% 11% 18% 9% 16% 15% 17%
Uncertainty about monetary
benefits and future prices of 13% 14% 15% 10% 11% 18% 8%\ | 16% 26% 1M | 18% 11% 13% 7% 11% 19% 17%
credits
Lack of easy-to-understand 10% 14% 11% 7% 6% | 26%1 | 6%l | 13% 20% 1 | 17% 8% 12% 13% 14% 8% 10%
information
gf:gscrzf/ iis’wt the impact on 9% 11% 8% 8% 10% 5% 9% 9% 9% 6% 12% 6% 9% 7% 5% 23%
| don’t think it will make a
positive impact on the 8% 7% 9% 9% 7% 12% 8% 10% 9% 8% 10% 6% 13% 9% 6% 3%
environment
I don’t know if my farm is eligible 8% 6% 12% 6% 7% 9% 5% 16% T 4% 8% 9% 10% 4% 11% 13% 3%
Concerns over regulatory
restrictions/Being locked in/ 8% 15% 1 4% 6% 9% 5% 6% 7% 13% 17% 1™ 4% 5% 3% 9% 6% 20%
Interference in operations*
:g;’f)getf:r"‘gfcfaf"'ce thatitwill | 5o, 3% 4% 6% 4% 6% 3% 5% 9% 5% 3% 7% 1% 6% 5% 10%
rDuon”nitntg“‘ifi the organisations 4% 1% 9% | 2% 5% 4% 2% 4% 3% 5% 1% 4% 5% 1% 3%
Administration/paperwork* 3% 5% 4% 2% 2% 6% 3% 2% 4% 6% 3% 1% 3% 2% 5%
Other 14% 20% 1 | 11% 13% 15% 11% 16% 17% 4% 4 | 11% 19% 1 | 10% 21% 15% 10% 7%
Don’t know 4% 1% 2% 8% 4% 3% 5% 4% 4% 3% 5% 5% 7% 5% 5%

* Code added during analysis in recoding ‘other’ responses (not visible for respondents)
A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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7.1 Trustworthiness of science about the Great Barrier Reef

30% of respondents felt that science about the Great Barrier Reef

water quality was trustworthy (5% completely, 25% somewhat) (29% Net
trustworthy in 2023). 48% believed the science to be untrustworthy Q37 - Would you say that science about the Great Barrier Reef water quality is...? ‘Trustworthy’
(18% completely, 30% somewhat) (46% untrustworthy in 2023). 14% Base: All respondents 2025 providing an answer 2025 2023

were neutral (20% 2023) while 8% were unsure (5% 2023).

Total (n=311) A 25% 14% 30% 18% 8% 30% 29%
Results were consistent with 2023.

Sub-group findings

Commodity findings )
. . Grazing (n = 185) A 26% 14% 29% 18% v 9% 31% 27%
Horticulture/banana growers were more likely than other growers to

feel the science was ‘completely trustworthy’ (11%, 5% average) or
‘neither trustworthy nor untrustworthy’ (24%, 14% average).

Sugarcane growers were more likely than others to feel the science Grains (Broadacre
% % % 0 [ 0, %
was ‘somewhat untrustworthy’ (42%, 30% average). cropping) (n = 141) = % Sl S i 36% 0%
In comparison to 2023, graziers in 2025 were less likely to indicate the
science was ‘completely untrustworthy’ (18% 2025, 29% 2023).
Sugarcane (n =55) WAZESSILZS 11% 42% 1 20% S 22% 23%

Regional findings
Producers in the Burdekin region were more likely than others to
consider the science to be ‘completely untrustworthy’ (33%, 18%

average). Those in the Burnett Mary region were more likely than H°”iCU|(t:f_e4+5;3a“anaS 1% 22% 28% 1 18% 16% 0% [P 279,
others to be unsure (12%, 8% average). -

Funded program participation findings

29% of funded program participants and 30% of non-participants rated
. Other (n = 124) 33% 33% 33% 33% 50%
the science as trustworthy.

Other findings

Perceptions of trustworthiness appeared to decrease as age increased
(37% rated as trustworthy for those born in 1971 or later, 30% for
those born in 1961-1970, 26% among those born in 1960 or earlier).

B Completely trustworthy B Somewhat trustworthy B Neither B Somewhat untrustworthy m Completely untrustworthy ® Don't know

ML Arrows indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
A v indicate a significant difference from the previous wave at the 95% confidence interval

A Caution small cell size
The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as neither). The hardcopy survey only labelled the
anchors (e.g. Completely trustworthy and completely untrustworthy).
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7.1 Trustworthiness of science about the Great Barrier Reef by region and reef program

Q37 - Would you say that science about the Great Barrier Reef water quality is...? by Region & Reef Program
PROGRAM
REGION PARTICIPANT (Q6) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Sed.
Column % Wet Mackay Burnett No /Not | Industry | Nutrient | reduct./ | Chemical | Irrigation
Total Cape York ., Burdekin . Fitzroy Yes X \
n=311 =28 Tropics =39 Whitsunday h=77 Mary n =80 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=53 n=32 n =108 n=193 n=52 n=37 remed. n=26A n=97
n=43
Completely trustworthy 5% 4% 3% 8% 6% 4% 6% 6% 3% 5%
Somewhat trustworthy 25% 17% 26% 28% 22% 31% 25% 23% 23% 27% 26% 35% 56%
NET TRUSTWORTHY 30% 21% 26% 31% 30% 37% 29% 30% 29% 30% 30% 35% 56%
Neither 14% 21% 10% 13% 14% 12% 14% 15% 10% 11% 9% 12%
Somewhat untrustworthy 30% 100% 30% 26% 31% 30% 30% 36% 27% 38% 35% 35% 31% 33%
Completely untrustworthy 18% 23% 33% T 16% 22% 9% 18% 19% 21% 22% 19% 23% 11%
NET UNTRUSTWORTHY 48% 100% 53% 59% 47% 52% 39% | 54% 46% 60% 57% 53% 54% 44%
Don't know 8% 6% 5% 9% 4% 12% 1 4% 10% 2% 3% 7%

The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as neither). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. Completely trustworthy and completely untrustworthy).
A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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7.1 Trustworthiness of science about the Great Barrier Reef by demographics

Q37 - Would you say that science about the Great Barrier Reef water quality is...? by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/
9 1971 or 1961 to 1960 or School Diploma Bachelor 30 yrs or
Column % Total . Male Female - degree or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs |100o0rless| 101-500 [501-10,000( 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less
n=311 n=90 n=89 =126 n =239 n =67 n=178 | Diploma above n=67 n=121 n =85 n =69 n=84 n=89 n=32
i i i i neg2 | n=% i

Completel

tr?j':tsvz:h‘; 5% 9% 6% 2%, 5% 4% 4% 4% 8% 9% 4% 5% 7% 2% 8% 3%
SomeWhat 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, () 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
trustworthy 25% 28% 25% 25% 26% 25% 24% 27% 25% 28% 23% 21% 30% 14% 33% 9%
NET

ey 30% 37% 30% 26% 31% 30% 29% 30% 33% 37% 27% 26% 38% 17% L 40% 13% |
Neither 14% 12% 15% 13% 10% 27% 1 10% 18% 21% 16% 14% 15% 17% 13% 16% 13%

S hat

u?\fc:j::waorthy 30% 31% 27% 32% 32% 24% 31% 27% 33% 33% 29% 28% 23% 2% | 21%0 | 38%
Completel

ugmsteweo‘r’thy 18% 18% 19% 17% 18% 15% 22% 16% 8% 12% 21% 20% 13% 19% 15% 38%
NET

UNTRUSTWORTHY | 48% 49% 46% 49% 50% 39% 53% 43% 42% 45% 50% 48% 36% 61% M 36% 72% M
Don't know 8% 2% 9% 11% 8% 4% 8% 9% 4% 1% 1 9% 11% 9% 10% 8% 3%

The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as neither). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. Completely trustworthy and completely untrustworthy).
A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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[ ] ’ . . ]
G Ove rn m e nt regu I at I 0 n S 3338";;,\,;:33:52:15:::2“ the Government’s regulations for protecting the Reef’s water |

Base: All respondents 2025 providing an answer Net Strong/Some

being evidence based evidence

2025 2023

In 2025 opinions were divided as to whether the Government’s regulations for Total (n=310) A 35% 59% V! 38% 45%A 33%
protecting the Reef’s water quality are based on at least some evidence (45%)

(some evidence 35%, strong evidence 9%) or weak/no evidence (45%) (38% weak,

6% no evidence).

The proportion of respondents providing a rating of some/strong evidence Grazing (n =183) el 38% 4%V 37% 48%A  26%
significantly increased from 2023 (45% 2025, 33% 2023).

Sub-group findings

Commodity findings ins (B
yfindings . _ . Grains (Broadacre gy 13% 43% 50%  14%
In 2025, graziers were significantly more likely than in 2023 to agree regulations cropping) (n = 14%)
were based on at least some evidence (48% 2025, 26% 2023).
Regional findings
Producers in the Wet Tropics region were more likely than others to consider Sugarcane (n=55) |33 27% 59 49% 33% 27%
regulations were based on weak evidence (51%, 38% average).
Funded program participation findings
Funded program participants and non-participants were equally likely to consider Horticulture +
regulations were based on some/strong evidence (43% participants, 44% non- Bananas (n = 46) 15% 28% 11% 30% 4% 11% 43% 50%

participants) or weak/no evidence (48% participants, 44% non-participants).

Other findings

. o . .
Younger producers (bornin 1971 or later 53%) ap.peared more I|k.ely than the.lr Other (n = 124) 42% 67%
older counterparts (1961-1970 45%, 1960 or earlier 39%) to consider regulations

were based on some/strong evidence.

B Strong evidence M Some evidence M Neither B Weak evidence B No evidence ® Don't know

ML Arrows indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval

A v Arrows indicate a significant change from the previous wave at the 95% confidence interval

A Caution small cell size
The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as neither). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. Strong evidence and completely no evidence).
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7.2 Perceptions of Government regulations being evidence based by region and reef program

Q38 - Would you say that the Government’s regulations for protecting the Reef’s water quality are based on...? by Region & Reef Program
REGION PAR:'TSS:I\AI"IYI(QG) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Column % Wet Mackay Burnett No /Not | Industry | Nutrient ref:li‘:l:.t / | Chemical | Irrigation
Total Cape York ., Burdekin . Fitzroy Yes ’ X \
n=310 =28 Tropics =39 Whitsunday h=77 Mary n =80 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=53 n=32 n =107 n =192 n=52 n=37 remed. n=26" n=9"
n=43
Strong evidence 9% 6% 5% 6% 12% 12% 5% 11% 6% 5% 5% 4% 11%
Some evidence 35% 50% 30% 41% 31% 35% 36% 38% 32% 42% 41% 30% 35% 44%
NET 'STRONG/SOME EVIDENCE' 45% 50% 36% 46% 38% 47% 49% 43% 44% 48% 46% 35% 38% 56%
Neither 5% 4% 3% 13% 1T 5% 5% 8% 5% 8% 3% 7% 8% 11%
Weak evidence 38% 50% 51% 1T 36% 31% 39% 35% 44% 38% 40% 46% 51% 50% 33%
No evidence 6% 8% 10% 6% 9% 3% 4% 6% 4% 5% 2% 4%
NET 'WEAK/NO EVIDENCE' 45% 50% 58% T 46% 38% 48% 37% 48% 44% 44% 51% 53% 54% 33%
Don't know 5% 2% 5% 13% 9% 1T 3% 7% 5%

The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as neither). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. Strong evidence and completely no evidence).
A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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7.2 Perceptions of Government regulations being evidence based by demographics

Q38 - Would you say that the Government’s regulations for protecting the Reef’s water quality are based on...? by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/|
9 1971or | 1961to | 1960 0r School | Diploma | B2€NelOr | 35 rc or
Column % Total . Male | Female X P degreeor | > Y 31-50yrs | 51+yrs [100o0rless| 101-500 [501-10,000| 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education [/Advanced less
n =310 n=239 n =66 . above n=121 n=84 n=70 n =82 n =389 n=32
n=90 n=289 n =125 n=177 Diploma n=67
n=49
n=81
rong eviaence o ] () (] ] o0 () (] (] ] (o (] o (] (] (o
St id 9% 13% 8% 8% 9% 12% 11% 10% 4% 16% T 10% 4% 14% 6% 10% 6%
ome eviaence (] (] (] (] (] o o o (] (] (] (] (] o o o
S id 35% 40% 37% 31% 34% 41% 33% 36% 43% 42% 31% 32% 30% 30% 38% 38%
E\EFD:LE?,NG/SOME 45% 53% T 45% 39% 43% 53% 44% 46% 47% 58% T 40% 36% 44% 37% 48% 44%
Neither 5% 2% 9% 4% 5% 6% 3% 9% 6% 3% 7% 6% 9% 6% 4% 3%
eak evidence (] o} o o () (] (] (] (] o} () () () (] (] (]
Weak evid 38% 34% 35% 43% 40% 33% 41% 38% 31% 33% 40% 45% 34% 48% 36% 41%
No evidence 6% 1% 8% 6% 6% 5% 7% 5% 6% 1% 6% 8% 1% 5% 1% 13%
’I-;I\EITDI;,KIE?EWNO 45% 39% 43% 50% 46% 38% 47% 43% 37% 34% 45% 54% 39% 52% 40% 53%
Don't know 5% 6% 3% 7% 6% 3% 6% 2% 10% 4% 7% 5% 9% 5% 7%

The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as neither). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. Strong evidence and completely no evidence).

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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impact of water run-off on
t h e G reat Ba r ri e r Re ef Q39 - To what extent is the Great Barrier Reef impacted by the quality of water that runs off Net Very large/

the land into waterways?
Base: All respondents 2025 providing an answer Large impact
. 2025 2023
Most respondents (82%) felt that the quality of water that runs off the land

into waterways has at least some impact on the Great Barrier Reef (85%
22% 19%

2023). 22% noted the impact was large or very large (19% 2023), while 60% Total (n=311) Keg = 2e e
believed the impact to be only small or moderate (66% 2023). 7% felt the
Reef was not impacted by the quality of water run-off (8% 2023). 11% were
unsure (7% 2023).
Grazing (n=185) [ 16% 31% 30% 23% 18%

Results were consistent with 2023.
Sub-group findings
Commodity findings i

y fi g ' o Graln.s (Broadacre K e 6% 21% 14%
Sugarcane growers were more likely than other producers to indicate the cropping) (n = 14%)
quality of water run-off has a small impact on the Reef (47%, 32% average).
Regional findings
Those operating in the Burnett Mary region were more likely than others to Sugarcane (n = 55) 13% 18% 47%N 13% 14%

indicate there was a large/very large impact (30%, 22% average), while
those in the Wet Tropics (48%) or Burdekin (49%) regions were more likely
than others to indicate there was a small impact (32% average).

Horticulture + Bananas

Funded program participation findings (n =45) %% =% 27% e 22% 2%
89% of funded program participants felt water run-off had at least some
impact on the Reef, compared to 79% among non-participants.
Other findings Other (n = 124) 17% 17% 25% 25% 33% 25%
Those who have bee in the agriculture industry for 30 years or less were
more likely than others to indicate there was a large/very large impact

M A very large impact M A large impact B A moderate impact M A small impact No impact Don't know

(31%, 22% average). Those with school as their highest level of education
were more Ilkely than others to indicate there was no |mpact (10%’ 4% M Arrows indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
among those with higher levels of education).

A Caution small cell size
The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as neither). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. A very large impact and no impact).
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Q39 - To what extent is the Great Barrier Reef impacted by the quality of water that runs off the land into waterways? by Region & Reef Program

REGION PROGRAM(;Q)RTICIPANT REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Sed.
Column % Wet Macka Burnett No /Not Industr Nutrient red?.lct / Chemical Irrigation
Total | Cape York ! Burdekin 1ackay | Eiaroy Yes v o . &
n=311 n =28 Tropics n=39 Whitsunday h=77 Mary n=80 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=52 n=32 n =109 n =192 n=>52 n=37 remed. n=26" n=9/"
n=43

A very large impact 6% 4% 5% 6% 4% 9% 6% 7% 4% 3% 7%
A large impact 15% 8% 8% 9% 19% 21% 1 9% 18% 8% 5% 9% 4%
VERY LARGE/LARGE 22% 12% 13% 16% 23% 30% 1 15% 24% 12% 8% 16% 4%
A moderate impact 28% 100% 23% 23% 34% 31% 28% 31% 27% 33% 32% 35% 38% 56%
A small impact 32% 48% 1 49% 1 31% 30% 21% 43% 1 28% 42% 46% 42% 38% 33%
MODERATE/SMALL 60% 100% 71% 72% 66% 61% 49% | 74% 54% | 75% 78% 77% 77% 89%
NET 'IMPACT' 82% 100% 83% 85% 81% 84% 79% 89% 1 79% 87% 86% 93% 81% 89%
No impact 7% 8% 8% 13% 5% 7% 8% 8% 10% 14% 5% 15% 11%
Don't know 11% 10% 8% 6% 10% 14% 4% 14% 4% 2% 4%

The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as neither). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. A very large impact and no impact).

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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7.3 Perceptions of the impact of water run-off on the Great Barrier Reef by demographics

Q39 - To what extent is the Great Barrier Reef impacted by the quality of water that runs off the land into waterways? by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/
Column % 1971 or 1961 to 1960 or School Diploma Bachelor 30 yrs or
Total . Male Female K degree or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs |[100orless| 101-500 (501-10,000| 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education |/Advanced less
n=311 n =239 n=67 . above n=121 n=284 n=69 n=284 n=289 n=32
n=91 n =90 n=124 n=178 Diploma n =68
n=48
n =82
A very large impact 6% 7% 4% 7% 5% 9% 5% 9% 6% 10% 4% 7% 13% 1™ 2% 8%
A large impact 15% 14% 17% 15% 14% 21% 13% 15% 23% 21% 12% 15% 14% 15% 17% 9%
VERY LARGE/LARGE 22% 21% 21% 23% 19% 30% 19% 23% 29% 31% 1 16% 23% 28% 18% 25% 9%
A moderate impact 28% 35% 30% 23% 29% 25% 28% 26% 35% 26% 30% 26% 26% 26% 33% 22%
A small impact 32% 31% 33% 31% 34% 27% 33% 40% 17% 26% 36% 31% 25% 37% 27% 47%
MODERATE/SMALL 60% 66% 63% 54% 63% 52% 60% 66% 52% 53% 65% 57% 51% 63% 60% 69%
NET 'IMPACT' 82% 87% 84% 77% | 82% 82% 79% 89% 81% 84% 81% 80% 78% 81% 84% 78%
No impact 7% 8% 4% 10% 8% 6% 10% T 4% 4% 6% 9% 7% 9% 11% 4% 6%
Don't know 11% 5% 11% 14% 10% 12% 11% 7% 15% 10% 10% 13% 13% 8% 11% 16%

The online and telephone surveys labelled each point on the scale (including the mid-point as neither). The hardcopy survey only labelled the anchors (e.g. A very large impact and no impact).
A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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7.4 Perceptions of community actions and responsibility

Respondents were asked to reflect on
their perceptions of community actions
and responsibility more broadly.

Most respondents agreed with the

following statements:

e Itis the responsibility of everyonein
my local area to try to reduce their
impacts on the Great Barrier Reef
(89%, 88% 2023)

¢ | feel morally obligated to reduce any
impacts | might personally have on
the Great Barrier Reef (84%, 82%
2023)

*  Most people in my local area try to
reduce any impacts they might have
on the Great Barrier Reef (63%, 68%
2023).

32% agreed that they cannot make a
personal difference in improving the
health of the Great Barrier Reef (31%
2023). (57% disagreed, that is, they felt
that they could personally make a
difference) (56% 2023).

Sub-group findings

Commodity findings

Sugarcane growers were more likely than
average to agree it is the responsibility of
everyone in their local area to try to
reduce their impacts on the Reef (98%,
89% average) and that most people in

their local area try to reduce any impacts
they might have on the Reef (80%, 63%
average).

Graziers were /ess likely than others to
agree they felt morally obligated to
reduce any impacts they might
personally have on the Reef (79%, 84%
average).

Regional findings

Those operating in the Wet Tropics (77%)
or Mackay Whitsunday (81%) regions
were more likely than others to agree
most people in their local area try to
reduce any impacts they might have on
the Reef (63% average).

Other findings

Producers born in 1960 or earlier (aged
65+ years) were more likely than others
to agree it is the responsibility of
everyone in the local area to try to
reduce their impacts on the Reef (94%,
89% average) and that they cannot make
a personal difference in improving the
health of the Reef (39%, 32% average).

Males were more likely than females to
agree most people in their local area try
to reduce any impacts they might have
on the Reef (67%, 50% females).

160
Q40 - The following statements relate to the broader community in your local area (not
just growers/producers) and yourself. Please rate your level of agreement with the
following statements
Base: All respondents 2025 providing an answer (n=309-311)
Net ‘Agree’
2025 2023
1%
It is the responsibility of everyone
in my local area to try to reduce 89% 88%
their impacts on the Great Barrier
Reef
1%
| feel morally obligated to reduce
any impacts | might personally 7% | 8% 84% 82%
have on the Great Barrier Reef
45% 2023
Most people in my local area try
to reduce any impacts they might 63% 68%
have on the Great Barrier Reef
30% 2023 6% 2023
| cannot make a personal
difference in improving the health 25% o, 32% 31%

of the Great Barrier Reef

W Strongly agree M Agree M Neither

H Disagree m Strongly disagree m Don't know

A v Arrows indicate a significant change from the previous wave at the 95% confidence interval
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Q40 - The following statements relate to the broader community in your local area (not just growers/producers) and yourself. Please rate your level of agreement with the following statements NET AGREE by

COMMODITY BY YEAR
Total Grazing Grains (Brf)adacre Sugarcane Horticulture + Bananas Other
cropping)
Column %
2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025 2023 2025
n=153 n =308 n=284 n =182 n=77 n =147 n =237 n=55 n=277 n=45 n=12A n=12n

It is the responsibility of everyone

in my local area to try to reduce 88% 89% 87% 86% 57% 93% 91% 98% ™ 93% 89% 92% 83%

their impacts on the Great Barrier
Reef

| feel morally obligated to reduce
any impacts | might personally 82% 84% 76% 79%, 86% 100% 83% 91% 93% 87% 92% 83%
have on the Great Barrier Reef

Most people in my local area try
to reduce any impacts they might 68% 63% 65% 61% 57% 64% 91% 80% 59% 53% 67% 58%
have on the Great Barrier Reef

| cannot make a personal
difference in improving the 31% 32% 37% 34% 14% 36% 39% 29% 19% 26% 17% 42%
health of the Great Barrier Reef

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; 1, Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval A v indicate a significant difference from the previous wave at the 95% confidence
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7.4 Perceptions of community actions and responsibility by region and reef program

Q40 - The following statements relate to the broader community in your local area (not just growers/producers) and yourself. Please rate your level of agreement with the following statements NET AGREE by
Region & Reef Program

PROGRAM PARTICIPANT

REGION (Q6) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Sed.
Column % Wet . Mackay . Burnett No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ Chemical Irrigation
Total Cape York R Burdekin . Fitzroy Yes . ,
n =308 n=2n Tropics n=39 Whitsunday n=75 Mary n=79 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=53 n=32 n =107 n=191 n=52 n=37 remed. n=26" n=9n
n=42

It is the responsibility of
everyone in my local area
to try to reduce their 89% 100% 96% 90% 88% 88% 85% 94% 87% 96% 97% 93% 96% 100%
impacts on the Great
Barrier Reef

| feel morally obligated to
reduce any impacts |
might personally have on
the Great Barrier Reef

84% 100% 92% 77% 91% 80% 82% 89% 83% 88% 95% 88% 88% 100%

Most people in my local
area try to reduce any
impacts they might have
on the Great Barrier Reef

63% 100% 77% T 77% 81% T 57% 50% 71% 59% 73% 81% 71% 92% 100%

| cannot make a personal
difference in improving
the health of the Great
Barrier Reef

32% 28% 38% 28% 34% 33% 23% 35% 25% 30% 19% 27% 11%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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Q40 - The following statements relate to the broader community in your local area (not just growers/producers) and yourself. Please rate your level of agreement with the following statements NET AGREE

by Demographics
AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate/|
9 1971 or 1961 to 1960 or School Diploma Bachelor 30 yrs or

Column % Total . Male Female X degree or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs |[100orless| 101-500 (501-10,000( 10,001+

later 1970 earlier education |[/Advanced less

n =308 n =238 n =66 . above n=119 n=84 n =69 n=83 n =88 n=31
n=90 n=288 n=125 n=176 Diploma n=67
n=82 n=47

It is the responsibility
of everyone in my local
area to try to reduce 89% 81% | 89% 94% 89% 89% 89% 88% 91% 81% | 92% 92% 90% 89% 88% 90%
their impacts on the
Great Barrier Reef

| feel morally obligated
to reduce any impacts |
might personally have 84% 84% 85% 84% 85% 80% 82% 84% 92% 85% 87% 80% 83% 89% 84% 74%
on the Great Barrier
Reef

Most people in my
local area try to reduce
any impacts they might | 63% 61% 66% 62% 67% T 50% 64% 63% 62% 51% 68% 64% 59% 64% 60% 74%
have on the Great
Barrier Reef

| cannot make a
personal difference in
improving the health 32% 28% 26% 39% 32% 32% 35% 33% 21% 27% 31% 34% 34% 30% 30% 29%
of the Great Barrier
Reef

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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H : H Q41 - Which of the following websites have you visited in the last
m a n a ge m e nt p ra Ct I Ce I nfo r m at I o n 12 months for land management practice information?

Base: All respondents 2025 providing an answer (n=313)

24% of respondents indicated they had visited at least one of the prompted websites in the past 12

months. This was a new question in 2025.
Reef protection regulations, Environment, . 16% 25% ) among sligarcanelgrowers

* 16% of all respondents had visited Reef protection regulations, Environment, land and water land and water (qld.gov.au)
website. Higher usage was found among:
e Sugarcane growers (25%)
* Funded program participants (26%, 11% non-participants).

. . . Reef 2050 Water Quality Improvement Plan o 2N
* 11% had visited Reef 2050 Water Quality Improvement Plan (reefplan.qld.gov.au). Higher usage was (reefplan.qld.gov.au) 11% 20%T among sugarcane growers
found among: e 8%, among graziers
* Sugarcane growers (20%)
* Funded program participants (23%, 6% non-participants)

* 9% had visited Farming in the Reef (daf.qld.gov.au), higher among:
* Those with a bachelor degree or above (18%)
* Those who have been in the agriculture industry for 30 years or less (16%).

Protecting the Great Barrier Reef
* 6% visited Protecting the Great Barrier Reef (desi.qld.gov.au), higher among: (desi.qld.gov.au)

* Horticulture/banana growers (13%)
* Those born in 1960 or earlier (aged 65+ years) (10%).

6% 13% I among horticulture/

* Those with a bachelor degree or above (24%).
Lower than average usage was found among graziers (8%) or those in the Burnett Mary region (6%). Farming in the Reef (daf.qld.gov.au) 9%
I banana growers

* 4% had visited CaneRise (canerise.com.au), higher among:
e Sugarcane growers (13%) CaneRise (canerise.com.au) 4% 13% I among sugarcane growers
* Those in the Mackay Whitsunday region (16%)
* Funded program participants (8%, 2% non-participants).

Those who were more likely than average to have not visited any of the prompted websites were those
in the Burnett Mary region (83%), non-participants in funded reef programs (82%), males (78%), or
those with school as their highest level of education (80%) (76% average).

None 76%

New in 2025 ML Arrows indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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Q41 - Which of the following websites have you visited in the last 12 months for land management practice information? by COMMODITY

. . +
Column % Total Grazing Grm::o(:;;‘agc;acre Sugarcane HorBt:r::;Irt‘:rse Other
(]

n=313 n =186 n = 14A n=55 n =46 n=12A
:re]cejfvsartogc(:slzng;evg:f)tlons, Environment, land 16% 13% 14% 25% 1 13% 259%
?rztzisgioq\ll?gts\r/ (;lj)allty Improvement Plan 11% 8% 4, 7% 20% 1 13% 17%
Farming in the Reef (daf.qld.gov.au) 9% 7% 7% 15% 11% 17%
:’(jrz:;e;};ng;Czsreat Barrier Reef 6% 4% 11% 13% 1
CaneRise (canerise.com.au) 4% 13% 1 7% 8%
None 76% 78% 79% 67% 78% 67%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Total sample; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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7.5 Websites visited for land management practice information by region and reef program

Q41 - Which of the following websites have you visited in the last 12 months for land management practice information? by Region & Reef Program
PROGRAM
REGION PARTICIPANT (Q6) REEF WATER QUALITY PROGRAMS PARTICIPATED IN (Q6a)
Sed.
Column % Mackay . . ..
Total Cape York We't Burdekin | Whitsund Fitzroy Burnett Yes No /Not Industry Nutrient reduct./ .Chemuclal Irrigation
n=313 n=2n Tropics n =39 ay n=78 Mary n =80 sure best mgt mgt gully improv't mgt
n=53 n =109 n=194 n=52 n=37 remed. n=26" n=9"
n=32
n=43
Reef protection regulations,
Environment, land and water 16% 50% 17% 26% 22% 13% 11% 26% ™ 11% 4 23% 24% 28% 27% 56%
(gld.gov.au)
Reef 2050 Water Quality
Improvement Plan 11% 17% 15% 19% 10% 6% 23% 1 6% 23% 30% 23% 27% 22%
(reefplan.qgld.gov.au)
Farming in the Reef
9% 50% 13% 5% 19% 9% 6% 14% 8% 17% 19% 12% 19% 33%
(daf.gld.gov.au)
Protecting the Great Barrier 6% 9% 10% 9% 4% 5% 9% 6% 10% 8% 12% 12% 11%
Reef (desi.qld.gov.au)
anerise (Canerise.com.au () (] (] (] () (] (] (4 (4 (] (] (]
CaneRise ( i ) 4% 8% 3% 16% T 1% 8% T 2% 10% 16% 5% 19% 33%
one (] o (] () (] (] (] (] () (4 (4 (J (J (]
N 76% 50% 72% 69% 69% 74% 83% 1 63% 82% T 63% 62% 60% 62% 33%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter:

2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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7.5 Websites visited for land management practice information by demographics

Q41 - Which of the following websites have you visited in the last 12 months for land management practice information? by Demographics

AGE GENDER EDUCATION LEVEL TIME IN AGRICULTURE INDUSTRY HECTARES
Certificate
Column % 1971 or 1961 to 1960 or School Diploma Bachelor 30 yrs or
Total . Male Female . degree or 31-50yrs | 51+yrs |[100orless| 101-500 [501-10,000| 10,001+
later 1970 earlier education |[/Advanced less
n=313 n=241 n=67 . above n=123 n=84 n=71 n=84 n =88 n=33
n=91 n=90 n=126 n=179 Diploma n =68
n=49
n=282
Reef protection regulations,
Environment, land and water| 16% 13% 19% 16% 14% 22% 12% 20% 18% 15% 14% 18% 13% 18% 13% 21%
gld.gov.au)
Reef 2050 Water Quality
8% 7% 14% 10% 12%

Improvement Plan 11% 9% 16% 9% 11% 12% 8% 9% 24% 9% 14%
(reefplan.qgld.gov.au)

(dafqld gOV au) (] (] (] (] (] 0 (] (] (] (] (] 0 (] (] (] (]

Farming in the Reef 9% 12% 7% 10% 8% 13% 6% 9% 18% 1 | 16% 1 | 7% 7% 10% 14% 7% 3%
Protecting the Great

Barrier Reef 6% 3% 1% 10% ™ 7% 4% 6% 5% 8% 3% 7% 10% 6% 7% 6% 12%
(desi.gld.gov.au)

CaneRise (canerise.com.au) 4% 4% 1% 5% 4% 1% 4% 2% 2% 3% 5% 2% 3% 6% 3%

None 76% 76% 73% 78% 78% T 67% 80% T 76% 65% 76% 76% 76% 83% 74% 77% 67%

A Caution small cell size; Blank cells indicate no response; 0% indicates less than 1%; Filter: 2025; Arrows or figures in red/blue indicate a significant difference from other sub-groups in 2025 at the 95% confidence interval
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A: Sample profile

D1 - In which decade were you born? D2 - How do you describe your gender? D4 - What is the highest level of education you have completed?
Column % 2023 2025 Column % 2023 2025 Column % 2023 2025
n n =154 n =315 n n =154 n =315 n n =154 n =315
) 5% 2% 73% 77% _ 28% 35%
Prior to 1941 Man or male School education (Up to Year 10)
7 7 113 243 43 111
12% 10% 25% 21% . 21% 22%
1941 to 1950 Woman or female School education (Year 12)
19 30 39 67 32 70
30% 29% . 0% - 17% 12%
1951 to 1960 Other / non-binary Certificate
46 90 1 26 39
25% 29% 1% 1% ) 14% 10%
1961 to 1970 Not Answered/Prefer not to answer Diploma
38 90 2 4 21 31
16% 17% . ) 3% 4%
1971 to 1980 Advanced Diploma/Associate Degree
25 53 5 12
9% 10% D3 - Do you identify as an Aboriginal and/or Torres Strait Islander? 9% 10%
1981 to 1990 Bachelor Degree
14 31 14 30
Column % 2023 2025
10 20 20 [
1991 t0 2000 % % N =154 =315 Bachglor Honours .Degree/Grad % 3%
2 6 Certificate/Grad Diploma 3 10
97% 96%
0% No > > 3% 3%
After 2001 1 150 302 Postgraduate Degree a 5
1% 1%
2% 2% Aboriginal - - 4% 1%
Not Answered/Prefer not to answer 3 - 1 2 Prefer not to answer/Not Answered 5 3

Torres Strait Islander

0%

Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander

2% 3%

Prefer not to answer/Not Answered
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A: Sample profile (continued)

Region Q3 - Thinking about the commodity you MAINLY farm and Q5 - How likely are you to be actively involved in operating
Column % 2023 2025 including all properties currently under production/grazing, your business for the next 5-10 years?
’ N n =154 n=315 how many hectares of land would this involve?
0,
et 31% 35% Column % 2023 2025 Column % ] nz_o:; nz_o:;,o
urne ary 48 111 n n=125 n=274
40% 48%
) 22% 25% 22% 25% Extremely likely - -
Fitzroy 3 s 100 or less P’ cs 51 130
31% 21%
. 18% 17% 29% 31% Very likely - -
Wet Tropics 28 =3 101-500 36 3 39 56
11% 13%
. 17% 12% 30% 32% Moderately likely - -
Burdekin e 39 501-10,000 > s 14 36
8% 6%
‘ 9% 10% 19% 12% Somewhat likely > -
Mackay Whitsunday ) ) 10,001+ ) = 10 17
0, 0,
Cape York 3% 1% Not at all likely 5% 2%
ape Yor 4 2 Q4 - How long have you been in the agricultural industry? 7 24
5% 3%
Q2 - Which type of agricultural commodity do you MAINLY grow Column % 2023 2025 Don't know 6 7
or produce? n n=126 n =273
[
Column % 2023 2025 Less than 1 year
n n =154 n =315
Grazi 5% >9% 1-10years &% %
razing v 57 10 11
5% 4% 11-20 6% 6%
i i - ears
Grains (Broadacre cropping) - a Y 3 17
15% 18% 12% 14%
21 -30years
Sugarcane » %6 Y 15 37
2% 1% 17% 19%
31 - 40 years
Bananas 3 > y 1 53
16% 14% 26% 26%
Horticulture (other than bananas) 41-50 years
24 44 33 70
o 9 31% 31%
Other 8% 4% Greater than 50 years - -
12 12 39 85

In the 2023 sample, 9 graziers and 6 horticulturalists incorrectly selected ‘other commodity’. In the 2025 sample, 29 graziers incorrectly selected ‘other commodity’.
These respondents have been recoded as graziers/ horticulturalists, however some questions that were specific to graziers/ horticulturalists were skipped.
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B: Sampling error chart

All sample surveys and polls, whether or not they use probability sampling, are subject to multiple sources of error which are most often not possible to quantify or estimate, including
sampling error, coverage error, error associated with non-response, error associated with question wording and response options and post survey weighting and adjustments. Therefore
MCR avoids the words “margin of error” as they are not able to be verified. All that can be calculated are different possible sampling errors with different probabilities of pure,
unweighted, random samples with 100 response rates. These are only theoretical because no published surveys come close to this ideal. At the absolute minimum, sampling error based
on various cell sizes for this survey could fall within the following ranges.

(at the 95 confidence level)

Sample size

100 +6.0 +8.0 19.2 19.8 +10.0
200 +4.2 +5.6 16.5 16.9 +7.0
300 +3.5 14.6 +5.3 +5.7 +5.8
400 +3.0 +4.0 +4.6 +4.9 5.0
500 +2.7 13.6 4.1 4.4 +4.5
600 2.4 +3.3 +3.7 +4.0 4.1
700 +2.3 +3.0 +3.5 +3.7 +3.8
800 +2.1 +2.8 +3.2 +3.5 +3.5
900 +2.0 +2.4 +3.1 +3.3 +3.3
1000 +1.9 +2.5 +2.9 +3.1 +3.2
1100 +1.8 +2.4 +2.7 +2.9 +3.0
1200 +1.7 +2.3 +2.6 +2.8 +2.8
1300 +1.6 +2.2 +2.5 +2.7 +2.7
1400 +1.6 +2.1 +2.4 +2.6 +2.6
1500 +1.5 +2.0 +2.3 +2.5 +2.5
1600 +1.5 +2.0 +2.3 +2.4 +2.5
1700 +1.4 +1.9 +2.2 +2.3 2.4
1800 +1.4 +1.9 +2.1 +2.3 +2.3
1900 +1.4 +1.8 +2.1 +2.2 +2.3
2000 +1.3 +1.8 +2.0 +2.2 +2.2
2100 +1.3 +1.7 +2.0 +2.1 +2.1
2200 +1.3 +1.7 +1.9 +2.1 +2.1
2300 +1.2 +1.6 +1.9 +2.0 +2.0
2400 +1.2 +1.6 +1.8 +2.0 +2.0
2500 +1.2 +1.6 +1.8 +1.9 +2.0
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C: Questionnaire and primary approach letter
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