
QUESTION ON NOTICE 
No. 369 

Asked on Wednesday, 12 March 2008 
 
MR HORAN asked the Minister for Primary Industries and Fisheries 
(MR MULHERIN)- 
 
QUESTION: 
 
With reference to the loss of 600 acres of chickpeas at Westmar in 2007, 500 acres 
of cotton at Mungindi in 2008 and 3,000 acres of cotton at Condamine in 2005 due to 
spray drift—  
 
(1) Has his department investigated these three incidents as required under the Act 

and were there any prosecutions as a result?  
 
(2) Did his department refer these incidents to the Federal Agency APVMA?  
 
ANSWER: 
 
(1) and (2) 
 
Biosecurity Queensland officers investigate incidents where off target movement of 
herbicides or pesticides are alleged to have caused loss or damage to crops or 
stock.  These investigations are undertaken to determine if the spray application is in 
accordance with requirements and that the agricultural chemicals alleged to have 
caused the damage have been used in accordance with approved label instructions.  
 
In relation to the December 2005 incident at Condamine, this was not reported to 
Department of Primary Industries and Fisheries (DPI&F), Biosecurity Queensland 
inspectors until February 2006. The delay in reporting meant evidence such as early 
sampling of the alleged damaged crop and the capacity to locate and view empty 
chemical containers to support a clear identification of the actual chemical involved 
was not obtained.  Although a full investigation was completed insufficient evidence 
was available to initiate action against any person involved in the incident. DPI&F 
officers assisted the Australian Pesticides and Veterinary Medicines Authority 
(APVMA) with associated investigations into this incident.   
 
In relation to the September 2007 incident at Westmar, DPI&F officers initiated 
investigations into this incident and the investigations are ongoing.  I am unable to 
comment further on this incident while those investigations are still in progress.  
However, if the investigations were to reveal offences associated with the supply of 
the chemical products or unintended effects from a product used in accordance with 
label directions, this incident would be referred to the APVMA for additional 
assessment. 
 
In the case of the 2008 incident at Mungindi, the producer alleging the damage 
specifically asked that no investigation proceed.  However, on the advice of DPI&F 
officers an Adverse Experience report has been lodged with the APVMA.   
 


