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Wednesday, 20 April 2011 

Australian Competition and Consumer Commission 
GPO Box 3131 
CANBERRA ACT 2601 

Dear Sirs 

AGSTEWARDSHIP AUSTRALIA LIMITED 
APPLICATION FOR MINOR VARIATION OF A NON-MERGER 
AUTHORISATION 

We act for AgStewardship Australia Limited, which holds Authorisation number 
A911 05 dated 21 January 2009 ("Authorisation"). 

Application for Minor Variation 

We enclose form FA, being an application under section 91 A of the Competition 
and Consumer Act 2010 ("Act") for a minor variation to Authorisation A911 05. 

We submit that the variation detailed on the attached form is a minor variation 
and, for the reasons set out in the attached form, it does not decrease the extent 
by which the benefits of the authorisation outweigh any potential public 
detriments. We therefore submit that it is appropriate for the Commission to make 
a determination varying the Authorisation pursuant to subsection 91A(3) of the 
Act. 

Interim Authorisation 

The Commission will note the discussion at paragraph 2(c) of the attached form 
concerning a pilot programme that has been devised by NuFarm Australia 
Limited, in conjunction with our client, for the trial of its container prototype 
("NuFarm Container"). It is proposed that the pilot will commence in June 2011 to 
coincide with the introduction of the NuFarm Container to the marketplace, 
following a publicity period commencing in mid-May 2011. 

We are therefore instructed to request that the commission exercise its power 
under section 91 of the Act, to grant an interim authorisation for the minor 
variation, allowing the pilot and associated publicity to commence in mid-May with 
the necessary immunity, pending the final decision of the Commission on the 
application. 

We submit that the Commission should consider granting an interim authorisation 
as it is necessary for the pilot to coincide with the introduction of the NuFarm 
Container to the marketplace and communications in the lead up to that, to 
ensure the efficacy of the pilot in gauging the end user response and collection 
issues for accepting the NuFarm Container into the Scheme. 
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We also submit that an interim authorisation is appropriate in this case as, should the minor variation not 
ultimately be approved, our client can take simple steps to ensure that the NuFarm Container, and any other 
prototypes that may exist at the time, are distinguished from those containers that are covered by the 
Scheme. 

Conclusion 

We submit that the application meets the requirements for approval as a minor variation under section 91 A 
of the Act 

If the Commission requires any further information, please do not hesitate to contact the writer. 

Sincerely 

NICHOLAS TEBBEY Supervising Director GERALD SANTUCCI 

Enclosures Form FA 
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Form FA j nAPR LOn 
Commonwealth of Australia 

Competition and Consumer Act 2010 -subsection 9lA (1) 

APPLICATION FOR MINOR VARIATION OF A NON-MERGER 
AUTHORISATION 

To the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission: 

Application is hereby made under subsection 91 A (1) of the Competition and 
Consumer Act 2010 for a minor variation of an authorisation. 

PLEASE FOLLOW DIRECTIONS ON BACK OF THIS FORM 

1. 	 Applicant 

(a) 	 Name of applicant: 
(Refer to direction 2) 

AgStewardship Australia Limited (ACN 133 108853) 

(b) 	 Description of business carried on by applicant: 
(Refer to direction 3) 

AgStewardship governs the Industry Waste Reduction Scheme 

("Scheme") which incorporates the drumMUSTER® and ChemClear® 

programs ("Programs"), which provide for the collection of unwanted, 

empty, agricultural and veterinary ("agvet") chemical containers and 

imposes a levy on manufacturers and suppliers of agvet chemicals. 

(c) 	 Address in Australia for service of documents on the applicant: 


C/- Snedden Hall & Gallop 


Locked Bag 3003 


Deakin West ACT 2600 


2. 	 Minor variation of authorisation 

(a) 	 Description of the contract, arrangement or understanding, or the relevant 
conduct, for which authorisation was granted, including, but not limited to, 
the registration number assigned to that authorisation (the original 
authorisation) : 

Authorisation A911 05 dated 21 January 2009 granted authorisation to 

AgStewardship Australia Limited to charge a four cent per 

litre/kilogram levy on the manufacturers and suppliers of agvet 

chemicals for a period of five years ("Authorisation"). 

The rationale for the levy was to support the Programs and the 

Scheme and, in particular, the safe collection and recycling of empty 

agvet chemical containers and disposal of obsolete or unwanted 

agvet chemicals. 
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The basis of the Programs and the Scheme, which ultimately formed 

the foundation of the Authorisation was the Memorandum of 

Understanding dated November 2008 between the parties listed in 3(a) 

below ("MOU"). 

The definition of "containers" is found in the MOU. The definition of a 

container is: 

"Container" means non-returnable rigid metal or plastic container above 
one litre/kilogram ("1UKg'') in declared content used in the packaging of 
crop protection and on-farm animal health products used for: 

(a) agricultural and on-farm animal health production; 

(b) industrial and recreational pest and weed control; 

(c) forestry; 

(d/ household pest control operations; and 

(e) similar activities conducted by local, State and Federal Government 
authorities. 

Containers of hazardous products are compulsorily included in the 

program. The inclusion of non-hazardous products by the 

supplier/manufacturer participating in the drumMUSTER program is 

voluntary and entirely at the discretion of any manufacturer/supplier 

participating in the drumMUSTER program, These include surfactants, 

wetting agents, stickers, spreaders, spray markers, dye, foam markers, 

dairy detergents, farm disinfectants, teat dip, udder wash, foliar fertiliser, 

spray oils and animal nutrition products. (Containers of 1 UKg and less 

may be accepted by a Collection Agency if they meet the Agsafe 

cleanliness standard, however, they do not attract the levy.) 

("Container") 

(b) 	 Provide a description of the goods or services that relate to the 
authorisation for which variation is sought: 

The variation relates to the collection of unwanted, empty, agvet 

chemical Containers. In particular, the variation seeks to remove the 

word "rigid" from the first line of the above definition. 
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(c) 	 Provide details of the variation for which authorisation is sought, including 
but not limited to identification of differences between the contract, 
arrangement or understanding, or the relevant conduct, that was originally 
authorised and the contract, arrangement or understanding, or the relevant 
conduct, for which a minor variation of authorisation is sought: 
(Refer to direction 4) 

The variation seeks to expand the eligibility criteria for Containers 

accepted under the Scheme. The removal of the word "rigid" from the 

first line of the above definition will enable the Programs and the 

Scheme to adapt to modern trends towards sustainable packaging 

and reduction of landfill. 

The minor variation to the Authorisation will allow AgStewardship to 

include innovative containers in the Programs. The first such 

container has already been developed by NuFarm Australia Limited 

("NuFarm Container"). 

It consists of a cardboard box containing a light density plastic bag, 

which holds the agvet chemical. The manufacturer has advised that it 

intends to use drumMUSTER® eligible chemicals In the new 

container. There may be some agvet chemicals which are not 

compatible with a container such as the NuFarm Container, and the 

existing HOPE containers will continue to be used for those 

chemicals. 

The NuFarm Container reduces the amount of packaging going to 

landfill by 20% (compared to 20 litre HOPE containers), along with 

associated reduction in energy and greenhouse gas footprint. 

When assembled, the NuFarm Container is rigid - as it needs to meet 

dangerous goods strength and durability ratings In order to be sold. 

However, to recycle the container It needs to be separated Into Its 

component parts. Cardboard is not accepted by the Program and is 

recycled in the usual course. However, the inner liner is plastiC and It 

does require cleaning and recycling in the same way as the other 

products covered by drumMUSTER®. 

It Is proposed that drumMUSTER® will collect and recycle or dispose 

of the plastic liner after it has been cleaned and removed from the 

box. The box would then be disposed of through existing cardboard 

recycling paths. If the NuFarm Container is admitted to the program, 
the current levy would be applied to its collection. If it is not Included, 

the levy would not be applied and It would be up to the manufacturer 

to establish its own collection and recycling process. 
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AgStewardship proposes to conduct a pilot in selected regions prior 

to determining whether containers such as the NuFarm Container 

should be included in the drumMUSTER® Program. The pilot would 

gauge what Impact the NuFarm Container may have on the Scheme 

from an operational and end user perspective. It Is expected that the 

pilot would run for approximately 6 to 12 monthsf to take account of 

seasonal effects on chemical purchases. AgStewardshlp requires the 

minor variation to enable It to conduct the pilot of the NuFarm 

Container. The levy would be collected on the NuFarm Containers In 

the pilot areas only to assist in funding the pilot scheme. 

Whether or not AgStewardshlp chooses to proceed with containers 

such as the NuFarm Container following the pllot f AgStewardship 

contends that the minor variation is necessary in order to ensure that 

the definition of Container is "technology neutral" and therefore to 

ensure the efficiency and effectiveness of the Scheme and the 

Programs in the long term. 

(d) 	 Facts and evidence relied upon in support of the claim that the variation is 
a minor variation: 

The variation seeks only to remove the word "rigid" from the 

definition of Container and therefore vary the eligibility criteria of 

containers covered by the Programs. In doing so, AgStewardship 

hopes to ensure that the Programs encourage the use of modernf 

environmentally conscious, technologies. 

The variation does not seek to alter the scope of the Programs or the 

Scheme. It does not seek to alter the levy authorised by the 

Authorisation. 

The minor variation does not decrease the extent to which the public 

benefits of the Scheme outweigh the public detriments as identified in 

the Authorisation. Rather, AgStewardshlp contends that the public 

benefit is increased by the minor variation (see Section 4) and there is 

no impact on the previously identified public detriment (see Section 

6). 

AgStewardship contends therefore that the variation is minor in all 

aspects. 
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3. 	 Parties to the contract, arrangement or understanding (whether 
proposed or actual), or conduct, for which variation of authorisation is 
sought 

(a) 	 Names, addresses and description of business carried on by those other 
parties to the contract. arrangement or understanding, or the relevant 
conduct: 

The parties to the MOU are: 

• 	 Croplife Australia limited (ACN 008 579 048) of Level 2, AMP 

Building, 1 Hobart Place, Canberra City ACT 2601; and 

• 	 The Veterinary Manufacturers and Distributors Association 

limited (ACN 124 689 103) of 32 Galvin Road Upper Brookfield 

Queensland 4069; and 

• 	 National Farmers' Federation limited (ACN 097140166) of 14 

Brisbane Avenue, Barton ACT 2600; and 

• 	 The Australian Local Government Association (ACN 008 613 876) 

of 8 Gells Court, Deakin ACT 2600; and 

• 	 Animal Health Alliance (Australia) Ltd (ABN 76116 948 344) of 

Level 2 AMP Building, 1 Hobart Place, Canberra ACT 2600 

(b) 	 Names, addresses and descriptions of business carried on by parties and 
other persons on whose behalf this application is made: 
(Refer to direction 5) 

Agsafe limited, a wholly owned subsidiary of Croplife Australia 

limited, has been appointed the program manager to the Scheme, but 

its performance will be in the delivery "on the ground" of the Scheme 

and not in either imposing or collection of the levy. Agsafe is therefore 

not a party to the application in a formal manner. Contact details for 

Agsafe are as follows: 

Agsafe limited (ABN 1705711 2062) 

GPO Box 816 

CANBERRA CITY ACT 2601 

(c) 	 Where those parties on whose behalf the application is made are not 
known - description of the class of business carried on by those possible 
parties to the contract or proposed contract, arrangement or understanding: 

Not Applicable 
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4. Public benefit claims 

(a) 	 Provide submissions regarding the effect of the minor variation upon the 
public benefits resulting or likely to result from the original authorisation: 

The minor variation would enable the Scheme and Programs to 

continue to benefit the public in the manner outlined in the 

Authorisation (namely, paragraphs 5.34 - 5.53). 

AgStewardship submits that the minor variation would have further 

environmental benefits beyond those articulated by the ACCC in the 

Authorisation, by: 

encouraging the use of products with a smaller environmental 

footprint (including reduction of energy consumption, greenhouse 

gas emissions and landfill); 

increasing the types of containers available for use in storing, 

manufacturing and selling agvet chemical products, thereby 

enabling the Scheme and the Programs to continue to: 

o 	 divert agvet chemical containers from the waste stream, 

and particularly landfill; 

o 	 reduce stock piles of agvet chemical waste; and 

o 	 foster the removal of unwanted, unidentifiable or 

abandoned chemicals from farm sheds and other on-farm 

storage faCilities; 

o 	 minimise the accumulation of residual agvet chemical 

waste. 

AgStewardship further contends that the minor variation will result in 

economic efficiency benefits by avoiding the need to duplicate the 

drumMUSTER program to provide a separate recycling path for new 

containers that do not fall within the current definition. It will also 

ensure that chemicals that are currently being collected under the 

ChemClear program because they are in drumMUSTER eligible 

Containers will continue to be collected even if in the future they are 

stored in containers that do not meet the current definition. The minor 
variation will thereby ensure the continued effectiveness and reach of 

the ChemClear program. 

In conclusion, AgStewardship contends that the minor variation will 

result in a continued public benefit that outweighs any public 

detriment that may result from the arrangements. 
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(b) 

5. 

Facts and evidence relied upon in support of these claims: 

The removal of the word "rigid" from the definition of "Containers" in 

the MOU will enable AgStewardshlp to accommodate the 

development of a greater variety of Containers, including containers 
that use more environmentally sustainable materials. 

For example, the NuFarm Container reduces the amount of packaging 

going to landfill by 20% (compared to 20 litre HOPE containers), along 

with associated reduction in energy and greenhouse gas footprint. 

These environmental benefits are significant. 

The track record of the Programs and the Scheme speak for 

themselves. A recent survey of agvet industry packaging conducted 

by AgStewardshlp shows that In 2009 drumMUSTER collected 42% 

(by weight) of packaging entering the system, the highest since the 

Programs began. Combined with industry packaging innovations 

such as use of bulk containers or chemical formulations to Increase 

concentrations, overall more than 75% of packaging that otherwise 
would have gone to landfill has been diverted since the programs 

began. This does not include the potential for the Nufarm Container 

(and other containers like It) to further reduce packaging waste going 
to landfill. The results of the recent survey are attached for the 

ACCC's benefit (Attachment - AgStewardship report "Voluntary 

Stewardship at Work") 

Market definition 

Provide a description of the market(s) in which the goods or services 
described at 2 (b) are supplied or acquired and other affected markets 
including: significant suppliers and acquirers; substitutes available for the 
relevant goods or services; any restriction on the supply or acquisition of 
the relevant goods or services (for example geographic or legal 
restrictions) : 

The Authorisation identifies the relevant market as being: 

the manufacture and wholesale of agvet chemicals; 

the distribution and sale of agvet chemical products in Australia; 

and 

agvet chemical container collection and processing. 

AgStewardship contends that these market definitions remain 
relevant to this minor variation application. 
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6. Public detriments 

(a) 	 Provide submissions regarding the effect of the minor variation upon the 
detriments to the public resulting or likely to result from the original 
authorisation, in particular the likely effect of the conduct on the prices of 
the goods or services described at 2 (b) above and the prices of goods or 
services in other affected markets: 

AgStewardship refers on the findings of the ACCC in its Authorisation 

(namely paragraphs 5.10 to 5.33) and submits that the minor variation 

will not increase the effect of those detriments. 

The imposition of a levy on Containers used under the Scheme may 

result in an increased cost to end users of agvet chemicals. The 

minor variation increases the definition of Containers that are covered 

by the Scheme and therefore may potentially increase the number of 

containers on which a levy is charged. 

However, AgStewardship contends that the levy of 4 cents per 

litre/kilogram is a negligible amount compared to the total price of the 

agvet chemical supplied to end users. 

AgStewardship further contends that the minor variation will enable 

producers of agvet chemicals to replace the current HDPE containers 

with new containers such as the NuFarm Container. As a result, it is 

not likely that there will be an increase in the number of containers on 

which the levy is applied but rather a shift in the type of those 

containers. 

AgStewardship contends that the minor variation should not alter the 

ACCC's findings in its Authorisation as to the small nature of any 

potential public detriments and the fact that these are greatly 

outweighed by the public benefit. 

(b) 	 Facts and evidence relied upon in support of these claims: 

AgStewardship relies on the evidence and findings used in support of 

the Authorisation, as well as the information provided with this 

application. 
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7. Further information 

(a) 	 Name, postal address and telephone contact details of the person 
authorised by the applicant to provide additional information in relation to 
this application: 

Ms Karen Gomez 

Chief Executive Officer 

AgStewardship Australia Limited 

8 Geils Court 

Deakin ACT 2600 

Ph: 02 6162 2639 

Fax: 02 6162 2641 

Email: kgomez@agstewardshipaustralia.org.au 


Dated 20 April 2011 

Signed by/on behalf of the applicant 

(Signature) 

Nicholas John Tebbey 
(Full Name) 

Snedden Hall & Gallop 
(Organisation) 

Solicitor for the Applicant 
(Position in Organisation) 
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DIRECTIONS 


1. 	 Where there is insufficient space on this form to furnish the required information, 
the information is to be shown on separate sheets, numbered consecutively and 
signed by or on behalf of the applicant. 

2. 	 Where the application is made by or on behalf of a corporation, the name of the 
corporation is to be inserted in item I (a), not the name of the person signing the 
application and the application is to be signed by a person authorised by the 
corporation to do so. 

3. 	 In item I (b), describe that part of the applicant's business relating to the subject 
matter of the contract, arrangement or understanding, or the relevant conduct, in 
respect of which the authorisation is sought. 

4. 	 In completing this form, provide details of the contract, arrangement or 
understanding (whether proposed or actual), or the relevant conduct, in respect of 
which minor variation of authorisation is sought. 

In providing these details: 

(a) 	 to the extent that the contract, arrangement or understanding, or the relevant 
conduct, has been reduced to writing - provide a true copy of the writing; 
and 

(b) 	 to the extent that the contract, arrangement or understanding, or the relevant 
conduct, has not been reduced to writing - provide a full and correct 
description of the particulars that have not been reduced to writing; and 

(c) 	 If minor variation of authorisation is sought for a contract, arrangement or 
understanding (whether proposed or actual) which may contain an 
exclusionary provision - provide details of that provision. 

5. 	 Where minor variation of an authorisation is sought on behalf of other parties 
provide details of each of those parties including names, addresses, descriptions of 
the business activities engaged in relating to the subject matter of the 
authorisation, and evidence of the party's consent to authorisation being sought on 
their behalf. 

6. 	 Provide details of the likely effect of the minor variation upon those public 
benefits considered to result or to be likely to result from the original 
authorisation, including quantification of those effects where possible. 

7. 	 Provide details of the market(s) likely to be affected by the contract, arrangement 
or understanding (whether proposed or actual), in particular having regard to 
goods or services that may be substitutes for the good or service that is the subject 
matter of the application for authorisation. 

8. 	 Provide details of the likely effect of the minor variation upon those detriments to 
the public, including those resulting from the lessening of competition, which may 
result from the original authorisation. Provide quantification of these effects 
where possible. 

Page 10 of 10 



,~ 
AgStewardship I 

AU$TRALJA 

AUSTRALIAN LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT ASSfX:tATION 

National Farmers'AnimoI Health AIIioflCe 
W11J'~r. 1M f!t! j.tJ~ rrf) l' tAl H'l:M 

AgStew<lrdsnip Au~tr.illia Limited 8 Geils Cour!, Deakin ACl2600. T (02) 6162 2639 


www.agstf.'wardsh!pausrralia.org./lu ACN 133108853 


-----------------~. 

www.agstf.'wardsh!pausrralia.org./lu


About the survey 

Every two years AgStewardship Australia undertakes a survey of 
companies participating in the drumMUSTER program, to measure 
trends in the production and collection of containers used for the 
packaging ofcrop protection and animal health products. 

These surveys provide industry and stakeholders with valuable 
data about the performance of product stewardship in Australian 
agriculture. 

The results are also used to help determine the future direction for 
stewardship policies, activities and funding arrangements. 

This document presents key findings from the most recent survey, 
conducted during 2010 for the 2009 calendar year. The results are 
divided in three sections, providing: 

II An overview of the total amount of packaging entering and leaving 
the waste stream over time, 

II A picture of the changes in the type of packaging used - this is 
particularly Important because packaging materials and container 
sizes play major roles in reducing environmental Impact, and 

IIHighlights of the performance of drumMUSTfR, nationally and by 

state. 

For more detailed information about the survey vi5it www. 
agstewardshlpaustralla.org.au 

The big picture 
Graph 1 opposite ill ustrates the overall performance the overall 
performance of the Industry Waste Reduction Scheme - a national, 
voluntary stewardship agreement between farmers, Industry and local 
government - since 1999. 

The amount of packaging waste removed from the environment 
through the industry's container collection program drumMUSTfR has 

almost doubled during the past decade, from 1,186 to 2.142 tonnes 
(5hown by the dark green line). 

At the same time, the amount ot packaging waste actually generated 
has steadily decreased {shown by the red linel from 7,783 tonnes to 
5,281. 

This ongoing reduction in the production of packaging waste is the 
result of continuous improvements made by industry over the past 10 
years. 

These include the increased concentration of liquid product (which 
reduces the amount ot packaging required), the increased use of 
bulk and returnable containers, and the Introduction of water-soluble 
packages. which leave a minimal waste footprint. 

It is important to recognise that without these critical product 
developments, the amount ofpackagIng enterIng the waste stream 
(represented by the blue Ii nel would have been significantly higher 
than current levels. 

Packaging trends 
As mentioned above. the types ofcontainer packaging used by the crop 
protection and animal health Industry playa major role in redudng the 
amount ofpotential waste generated. Graph 2 opposite illustrates the 
growing use of returnable and bulk containers. Returnable containers 
are those that have a supplier-sponsored collection system in place, 
which means manufactures take direct responsibility for removlng 
containers from the waste stream. 

Bulk containers, which are usually between 400 and 1000 IItres In size, 
require significantly less packaging per litre of chemical than standard 
20-litre drums. 

The trend towards returnable systems and bulk containers is making a 
Significant contribution to ~n overall reduction in the industry'S waste 
footprint. 
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-Actual PatkaSl!!&WlIIiI. 
nll'l!l)1/lld from etwiroMl~nt 

Single-trip containers, which require farmers 
to wash and return them to collection points 
located around Australia, are the target of the 
dromMUSTER program. 

There was a 21 per cent decrease tn the 
volume of product sold In single-trip 
containers between 2007 and 2009, meaning 
significantly fewer containers were entering 
the waste stream. 

drumMUSTER 
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proportion ofwaste collected during thE 

previous survey period. 


The graph Oil the following page illustrates ~ 


percentage of eligible waste collected through 

the drumMUSTER program in the 2007 and 

2009 survey periods, by State and Territory. 


These resurts indicate that drumMUSTER 

contlnuC$ to operate at an effective level. and 

is a critically Important part of the industry's 

overall voluntary product stewardship 

program. 


Compared with equivalent voluntary schemes 
drumMUSTER Is the Industry's national program for the collection 
and recycling of farm chemical containers not otherwise covered by 
amanufacturer's collection scheme. In 2009 the program removed 
more than 2,140 toones of this packaging from the waste stream. This 
represents more than 41 per cent of all potentially collectable waste 
generated In that year (by weight), and a substantial increase in the 

elsewhere In the world. dnnnMIlST£R ha$ been par£!cularly successful 
in terms of both the total ilnd proportional amount of eligible drums 
collected. 

Since the Inception of the program in 1999 more than 21,000 tonnes of 
recydable materials have been collected. 
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Where to now? 
The results from the 2009/2010 survey indicate that the industry's 
voluntary stewardship efforts are working. 


The overall amount of waste generated by farm chemical packaging 

continues to fall while the amount of waste removed from the 

environment continues to rise. 


Packaging improvements continue to reduce the reliance on small. 
single-trip, non returnable containers. 


Of the single-trip containers being produced, a large proportion are 

being collected and recyded through the drumMUSTER program. 


The results also indicate there is scope to reduce pad<aging waste even 
further, and industry is committed to continually Improving its product 
stewardship program and actMties. This 
means continued investment in innollations 
such as water-soluble packaging. dry 
formulatiOns and making greater use of bulk 
containers. 

It also means making sure that all agvet 
chemlcaf manufacturers and distributors 
contribute their fair share. 

Local Government plays a crucial role In 
the success ofcollection programs and the 
ongoing support of councils fOf product 
stewardship programs such as drumMUSTER 
is critical. 

And of course all efforts at reducing farm 
chemical packaging waste would falter if not 
for the ongoing participation of Australian farmers. 

The importance of industry ownership 
One of the major factors behind the success of product stewardship 
In Australian agriculture during the past decade has been Industry 
ownership of the issue. 

Graph 3. Propcrtton of .'"alble containers 
colllcted 
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AVQluntary approach has enabled and 
encouraged Industry to apply its considerable 
skills and e)(pertlse to the whole IIfe-cyde of 
their products. 

It. also means industry can apply Its 
commercial expertise to managing finanCial 
lssu~ and risks associated with operating 
complex. national stewardship programs. 

On behalf of Industry Waste Reduction 
Scheme participants, AgStewardship Australia 
supports a continuation ofa fleXible approach 
to product stewardship. 

This allows both industry and government 
to choose a system that works best for a 
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particular Industry - be It by voluntary or 
co-regulatory arrangements. 

The current voluntary arrangement has enabled industry to develop 
and implement II world·dass prodUct stewardship program in 
Australian agriculture. and also provides the most appropriate 
mechanism to facilitate continued Improvement 




