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Our Ref 139559/8 

Your Ref A91382 

Wednesday, 18 December 2013 

Australian Competition and Consumer Commission 

360 Elizabeth Street  

Melbourne VICTORIA 3000 

Attention: Megan Cunningham  

Dear Ms Cunningham 

AGSTEWARDSHIP AUSTRALIA LTD  
APPLICATION FOR REVOCATION OF AUTHORISATION A91105  
SUBSTITUTION OF NEW AUTHORISATION A91382 

We refer to your email of 16 December 2013 which enclosed the submission by The Weed’s Network 

(TWN) in response to the ACCC’s draft determination concerning the above Application.  

We are instructed to respond to the submission on behalf of our client. 

TWN suggests the introduction of a multi-level levy, designed to attach varying prices to containers of 

chemicals depending on the toxicity of the chemicals contained. 

AgStewardship Australia acknowledges the desire of TWN to eradicate the use of toxic chemicals. 

However, as previously submitted to the ACCC, AgStewardship Australia feels that the TWN proposal 

is outside of the scope of the application for authorisation, and is a matter that could only be achieved 

through government regulation.  

AgStewardship Australia has a clear mandate to avoid and reduce waste, rather than the eradication 

of toxic chemicals. The Programs rely on voluntary participation and, as such, represent willingness 

by the industry to take responsibility for the safe disposal of containers and chemicals. To alter the 

scope of the Levy in the way suggested by TWN would jeopardise that voluntary participation. 

The matters raised by TWN concerning the eradication of AgVet chemicals are therefore matters for 

government. 

The Programs do not serve to legitimise the use of hazardous pollutants, but rather to ensure that an 

industry which relies on the use of AgVet chemicals is able to do so in a safe and environmentally 

responsible manner. 

In the circumstances, AgStewardship Australia submits that it would not be viable for the ACCC to 

adopt the TWN proposal as part of its determination, as it would render the Programs unworkable and 

put at risk the widespread industry support that has, to date, been a cornerstone of the Programs. 
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If you require any further information please do not hesitate to contact us. 

Sincerely 

 

NICHOLAS TEBBEY Supervising Director  GERALD SANTUCCI 


