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SUBMISSION:  
Overall Summerfruit Australia Ltd accepts the information and recommendations 
within the report and supports the proposed changes and congratulates APVMA on a 
comprehensive report. 

In saying that we would offer the following comments/inputs: -

1.  Applications.  

• Overall, there appears to be no change to the cover spray numbers 
per season - 4 cover sprays. This is acceptable provide that this does 
not include bait spraying which is carried out for fruit fly. 

• It would be valuable if this is clearly articulated on the label(s) 
as the points in the following sections offer no clarity. 

Section 33) a. i states that: -

“The current instructions for use of malathion on agricultural products 
can be varied to include to limit the maximum number of applications 
to 4 per season (if the number of applications is not already specified 
on the label), except for use patterns which are unlikely to result in 
residues in food (use for the control of fruit flies, and on ornamental 
plants).” 

Section 46) b. i states that: -

“DO NOT apply more than 4 applications per season” can be added 
to the instructions for all crop uses which do not have a limit on the 
number of applications with the exception of fruit fly baits where 
exposure to the actual crop is not expected due to the use pattern 
and therefore the number of applications does not need to be 
limited.” 

• The relevant 3-day WHP is acceptable. 

• The retention of the use in fruit lures is supported. 

2.  Mandatory  Buffer  Zones  

Section 23) a. iv states that: -
• The APVMA is not satisfied that the current labels include appropriate no-spray 

buffer zones for spray applications, to protect natural aquatic areas, pollinators, 

livestock and human health as outlined in the Malathion Review Technical 

Report. 

Section 43) b. ii states that: -
• The APVMA is not satisfied that the product can be used safely without 

mandatory no-spray buffer zones to prevent exceedance of the relevant RALs in 
sensitive areas. 

Within the document APVMA indicates a wide range of buffer distance for 
different chemicals, different rates and different equipment. 
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• What is the science that has been used by APVMA to establish the 
buffer distances for the various chemicals and/or equipment? 

• What is the justification of the various differences within the 
document? 

In addition, the presentation of the buffer zone material is extremely complex 
and growers will find it difficult to interpret. 

Summerfruit Australia Ltd would request that APVMA look to simplify 
the buffer zone information. 

Also there appear to be no indication as to how growers may take actions to 
reduce these buffers. 

3.  Label information  

In the sample label for Malathion 440 g/L oil-in-water emulsion – 51150 the 
following is detailed: -

Stone Black peach 140 mL/100 L Apply at first sign of pest and repeat as 
fruit aphid, Green 

peach aphid, 
European red 

necessary. Do not apply more than 4 
applications per season. 
Warning: Some Green Peach Aphid 

mite, Oriental 
fruit moth 

populations may be resistant to 
organophosphate insecticides, and therefore 
WILL NOT be controlled by Fyfanon® 440 
EW 

On what basis does APVMA make the following statement “Some Green 
Peach Aphid populations may be resistant to organophosphate insecticides, 
and therefore WILL NOT be controlled by Fyfanon® 440 EW”. 

Is  there  sound  science  that  supports  this  statement  and  if not,  then  the  
statement needs to be deleted or amended to ‘may not’.   

Summerfruit Australia Ltd is available to discuss any of these points if required. 

Trevor M Ranford B.Sc., Dip MP (AIMSA), Adv Dip Hosp (Wine Marketing), AFIML. 
Chief Executive Officer 
Summerfruit Australia Ltd 
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To: 

Chemical Review 
Australian Pesticides and Veterinary Medicines Authority 
GPO Box 3262 
Sydney NSW 2001 
Via email: chemical review@apvma.gov.au 

Date:  19 January 2023  

To  whom  it  may  concern  

I write in response to a request for comments on the reconsideration of malathion and the proposed 
changes as listed in the Malathion Draft Statement of Reasons. 

This submission is presented on behalf of the National Working Party on Grain Protection (NWPGP) 
and deals with the use of malathion on cereals, pulses and oilseeds only. 

A.  The  NWPGP:  

• Is the industry body responsible for providing management and leadership to industry in the 
areas of post-harvest storage, chemical use, market requirements and chemical regulations. 

• Is facilitated by Grain Trade Australia and the Chair is funded by Grains Australia. 
• Has members across the entire grain supply chain. 
• Hosts an annual conference providing participants with the latest research and 

developments, in the area of post-harvest storage and hygiene, chemical usage and outturn 
tolerances, international and domestic market requirements, and regulations. 

• Co-ordinates and provides government with industry views on chemicals in use on grain and 
associated products. 

• For further details, refer to http://www.graintrade.org.au/nwpgp 

B. Industry Comment 

Based on the information provided by the Australian Pesticides and Veterinary Medicines Authority 
(APVMA) in the Draft Statement of Reasons, the NWPGP provides the following comments on 
particular sections. 

a. Consideration of whether the registered agricultural chemical products can be 
varied in such a way as to meet the safety criteria. 

Section  
26 vi - The current instructions for use for malathion on broadacre crops can be varied to include the 
harvest withholding periods outlined in the Malathion Review Technical Reports: 

• a 1-day harvest withholding period should apply to cereal crops (maize, rice and 
sorghum, grain legumes and linseed) 

• a 3-day withholding period should apply for both harvest and grazing for canola 
(rapeseed), safflower and sunflower crops. 
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i) Efficacy 
Industry would question how recent the data on the efficacy of these two products that the APVMA 
refers to was produced. Malathion resistance in stored grain insects has been significant for many 
years resulting in little if any product being used by the Bulk Handling Companies since significantly 
earlier than 1990. 

For these products, if the data seen by APVMA is current and relevant, industry would support the 
continued registration of malathion for the above use based on its efficacy. 

Reference should also be made to the response by the NWPGP dated 15 July 2022 to the “Trade 
Advice Notice - On deltamethrin and piperonyl butoxide in K-Obiol EC Combi Synergised Grain 
Protectant for on-farm use in stored grains in Western Australia, APVMA product number 66921, 
June 2022”. That response also provides comment on the efficacy and use of malathion (including 
trade advice). 

ii) Label Directions 
As can be seen from the above table, there are many conflicting statements on both product labels 
relating to: 

• Commodities for use; 

• Insects to be controlled; 

• Withholding periods 

As noted previously, while usage is limited, the above indicates there may be confusion within 
industry if these two products are to be used “in the same scenario” and are thus alternatives to 
each other. In that case, the above differences have the potential to inadvertently cause errors in 
usage because of those different label directions. 

b. Consideration of whether the registered agricultural chemical products meet the 
trade criteria / Consideration of whether the registered agricultural chemical 
products can be varied in such a way as to meet the trade criteria. 

It is noted the label directions (page 73, 50110) do not have any TRADE ADVICE. Not all markets for 
WA grain commodities have an MRL for malathion, and for many markets including Codex, MRLs 
may be significantly lower than the Australian MRL for some grain commodities. A statement to the 
effect as per 51150 should be inserted: 

“EXPORT OF TREATED PROUDCE (note incorrect spelling): Treated crop commodities destined for 
export may require extra time between application and harvest to be accepted in some export 
markets. Before you use this product, you are advised to contact [FMC Australasia Pty Ltd] and/or 
your industry body about any potential trade issues and their management. 

It may be worthwhile to require this to be updated while the label is to be revised as per the 
recommendations from this review. 
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