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Attention; Enquiries  

Australian Pesticides and Veterinary Medicines Authority 

Kingston ACT 2604 

 

Re; Comment on the APVMA’s proposed approach to spray drift management. 

The Nursery and Garden Industry Queensland is the peak industry body for the state and 

represents an industry valued at over $900m pa, with over 1500 mostly small/medium sized 

businesses. Many of these businesses are located on small parcels of land (under 5Ha) and 

their growing areas can extend from boundary to boundary. Producing some thousands of 

different plant types and cultivars in an almost bewildering range of container types, we are 

a very different industry to the classic mono-cultures of large scale agriculture. 

Firstly, we need to clarify our position in this context. Whilst the report refers to Agricultural 

crops (defined as food and fibre) we presume it also applies to nursery crops including those 

more correctly known as foliage crops. Furthermore our industry is a major user of 

protected cropping structures (including greenhouses and shade houses) and we seek 

confirmation that pesticide use within these is excluded from the proposed spray drift risk 

assessment requirements. The photos below show orchid production in a shadehouse on 

the left, and on the right chrysanthemum production on outdoor growing beds with a plastic 

greenhouse in the background. 

 

In regard to pesticide use in outdoor growing areas our industry supports the move from 

mandatory buffer zones to voluntary buffers zones based on risk assessment. However 

whilst the APVMAs ‘Spray Drift Risk Assessment Manual’ is an excellent publication for the 

extensive agricultural cropping sector (where ground boom sprayers and aerial application 

dominate) it fails to deliver useful guidelines for our industry.  Our growers use an extensive 

variety of equipment for pesticide application as outlined in “Nursery Pesticide Application 

Best Practice Manual”  https://www.ngia.com.au/Category?Action=View&Category_id=694  

We are concerned that as a relatively minor user of pesticides (in volume and market terms) 

we may expected to bear the financial costs associated with developing the necessary 

https://www.ngia.com.au/Category?Action=View&Category_id=694
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“customised deposition curves from submission of spray drift data” (Section 5.2) required for 

other label uses. This could be an unintended consequence of moves to tighten the 

regulation of pesticide use to address spray drift issues in extensive agricultural crops. 

We are also very concerned with APVMAs proposed ‘mandatory buffers’ which could see 

industry denied access to new products simply because of their property sizes and locations. 

Please bear in mind that we have many businesses in peri-urban areas that have gradually 

become surrounded by houses as urban areas have grown around them.  

For instance in this satellite photo you can 

see urban development in the bottom RHS 

is gradually encroaching on the nursery in 

the top LHS. These problems are often 

compounded by a lack of effective action 

under local government planning law to 

develop effective buffer zones between 

growers and their new neighbours. The 

cost of managing increased risk due to a 

change in land use on neighbouring land 

should not be borne solely by the business 

operator. 

Growers must be given more credit for their existing active management of spray drift and 

increased support via the new tools to enhance these efforts. For instance, it is not 

uncommon for our growers to spray only when the wind will blow any excess spray droplets 

further into the property rather than over their boundary. Nationally we have a strong Best 

Practice ethos already supported by good science http://nurseryproductionfms.com.au/ , so 

help us build on this capacity by making sure your tool development meets our needs. 

This could be further supported by the implementation of interim measures as proposed by 

APVMA including the legislative 

requirements to enable off-label spray drift 

mitigation.  One specific area of drift 

minimisation we feel has real potential for 

industry is more wind breaks, either grown 

or constructed. The horticulture industries 

also need help in identifying and applying 

appropriate drift reduction technologies 

that meet regulatory approval. 

In conclusion, whilst APVMAs proposed changes may fit 80% of the pesticide use in Australia 

(and is supported by good science) they have the potential to negatively impact on the 

other 20% due to a lack of understanding of industry, and a lack of appropriate science. 

Regards 

Ian Atkinson  

CEO, NGIQ 

http://nurseryproductionfms.com.au/

