
NSW RURAL ASSISTANCE AUTHORITY 

161 Kite Street, Orange NSW 2800 

 

To Whom It May Concern 

As per my conversation with Hannah on Thursday 1st June 2017, I would appreciate you favourably 

reviewing my submission, even though it has been sent after the closing date of the 5th May 2017.  I 

was only made aware of the discussion paper and its potential changes to the NSW Farm Debt 

Mediation Act 1994, as described in your Consultation Paper also on the 1st June 2017. 

My submission is solely based on my own experience with a lender who did not adhere to the Farm 

Debt Mediation Act, by not offering any mediation as required by the Act. Receivers were appointed 

to my company Gelrol Pty Ltd and they proceeded to sell numerous rural properties which I 

personally used as security.  I now find myself in a major legal battle with them as I try to recover my 

stolen farming career. In effect I have been viewed as guilty and now I try to seek justice through the 

courts in order to be found innocent. 

My suggestions – 

1. That a national Farm Debt Mediation be applied to all States and Territories in Australia and 

include all changes that will occur once your amendments are adopted. 

2. That all lawyers in both States and Territories in Australia are made aware of the FDMA and 

that they must sign an acknowledgement of the FDMA’s existence. 

3. Damages and ultimately compensation should be attached to any breach of the FDMA and 

payable by the lender if they appoint receivers and sell the farming properties without 

offering mediation, no matter how large the claim is to benefit either the company or 

individual person who borrowed the funds or indeed supplied personal guarantees or 

security. 

4. Because I have witnessed stock and station agents who are aware of a lender foreclosing on 

a property, even though the farmer says it was unlawful to the stock agent and the farmers 

stud and store stock were being forced to be sent to them for sale, the eventual effect was 

the stock being was undersold by the stock agents, who indeed purchased some of them for 

their own benefit. The FDMA should include a provision for damages against the Stock 

Agents who knowingly sold the stock by either underselling or by selling for the appointed 

receivers. As not all stock is secured by a lender, its action by breaching the FDMA triggers 

further losses as noted to the farmer. 

 

 

Yours Sincerely 

David Bone                                                                                               4th June 2017                                                

 


