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Submission to DPIRD on proposed livestock regulations 2020 
 

(livestock.regulations@dpird.wa.gov.au) 
 

Animals’ Angels Australia (AAA) is nationally respected as a key stakeholder in the saleyard and transport 

industries. Our charter in Australia is to monitor animal congregation points for both short and long distance 

transport. We are the only non-government organisation in Australia that actively and routinely monitors 

these industries nation-wide. Over the last 16 years, we have comprehensively and professionally observed 

and reported, to the appropriate authorities and industry, non-compliance with relevant legislation and 

applicable Australian Animal Welfare Standards and Guidelines. 

Using our extensive experience we have formed the strong view that the consultation draft of the livestock 

regulations will, if implemented, fail to adequately protect the welfare of livestock in WA. 

The development of the Australian Animal Welfare Standard & Guidelines for the Land Transport of Livestock 

(LTS) has been a significant positive step forward for animal welfare in Australia. However the LTS does not 

provide appropriate practical detail for those who are responsible for handling animals. For that reason the ‘Is 

it fit to load?’ guide (FTL guide), and the revised edition ‘Is the animal fit to load?’, were developed to help 

give livestock handlers clarity when making decisions about welfare matters. It is our experience that the FTL 

guide has been well received by industry participants, and is well used. 

The consultation draft of the regulations does not include the valuable work encapsulated in the FTL guide. As 

a consequence livestock in WA will suffer unnecessary harm. 

Regulations 9, 10 and 11 require significant amendment to enable the requirements of the FTL guide to be 

supported by this legislation. To help with an understanding of our concerns we offer examples in this 

submission from our observations in saleyards, mostly from WA, that show animals identified as not fit to 

transport that would otherwise be deemed fit according to the consultation draft. 

The following comments are presented in regulation order rather than in order of importance. 
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 Regulation 3 Terms used 

 

The term emaciated is defined by reference to an external publication that does not include the relevant 

information, that being a body condition score (BCS) of 2 or less for dairy cattle. The publication entitled ‘Cow 

Body Condition Scoring Handbook’ published by Dairy Australia, 2013, does not make a reference to BCS of 

less than 3, as if such scores do not exist. To address their omission, Dairy Australia has provided a link to a 

DPI NSW BCS publication. 

 

Dairy Australia state on their website1: Welfare Scoring Nutritionally Deprived Cattle Only cows with a BCS of 3 

to 6 are shown in the Cow Body Condition Scoring Handbook as healthy, productive cows in commercial dairy 

herds should always be within this range. However, during times of drought or feed shortages the additional 

resources below may assist farmers to make the right decisions about the suitability of animals for transport 

and sale. 

Welfare scoring nutritionally deprived beef cattle, dairy cattle and their crosses, sheep and horses published 

by the DPI NSW in 2013. https://www.dpi.nsw.gov.au/ data/assets/pdf file/0012/449796/welfare-scoring-

nutritionally-deprived-cattle-sheep-horses.pdf 

 

We suggest that if a reference is to be used, the DPI NSW BCS system would be satisfactory. 

 

The term ‘humane destruction’ does not adequately confer appropriate recognition that animals are sentient 

beings rather than commodities. In our view ‘humane killing’ is more appropriate. We note that both 

‘humane destruction’ and ‘humane killing’ are used in the LTS. 

 

We want to be sure that exclusion of live export premises from the definition of ‘depot’ does not remove or 

reduce the application of the regulations at such a facility. We know from experience that breaches of animal 

welfare law can readily be found in export facilities and the operator should be subject to these regulations. 

 

The ‘operator’ is defined as a person but we hold the view that a company or organisation should likewise be 

included as a responsible party and subject to penalty for non-compliance. Penalties for companies and 

organisations should be considerably higher than for individuals. 

 

When considering the ‘risk to welfare’ of livestock we wish to check that this can apply to an individual 

farmed animal. Please ensure that the regulations apply to single animals. 

 

 

 Regulation 9 Unfit to undertake a journey 

 

Sub-regulation 1(a) it is unable to walk independently by bearing weight on all hooves; 

 

The relevant part of the LTS states: i) unable to walk on its own by bearing weight on all legs. We note two 

changes (in bold) in the sentence used in Sub-regulation 1(a) is unable to walk independently by bearing 

weight on all hooves. 

 

                                                 
1
 https://www.dairyaustralia.com.au/farm/animal-management/fertility/body-condition-

scoring?section=welfare scoring nutritionally deprived cattle#accordion-1 
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AAA acknowledges there may have been a legal reason to change ‘walk on its own’ to ‘independently’ but we 

have concerns about this as outlined below. We support the use of ‘hooves’ instead of ‘legs’. The latter should 

capture animals who knuckle over or are crippled or deformed and use a knee upon which to walk. 

 

The construct of Sub-regulation 1(a) makes it very hard to understand what it actually means, which we 

believe would make it very hard to enforce. We interpret the sentence to mean that only by bearing weight 

on all hooves is an animal able to walk without assistance and therefore be independent. However we fail to 

see the value of the word ‘independently’. We have seen, on many occasions, animals with broken legs 

walking with their mob. These animals would be categorised as walking independently but they would clearly 

not be fit to transport. We have also seen a sheep using the end of a broken leg bone to bear weight. It could 

be argued that the sheep was bearing weight on all limbs and was walking independently. We note that a 

broken leg is a prescribed condition but the point we wish to make is that even a very painful condition, such 

as a broken leg, will not stop a livestock animal from bearing weight on that limb and maintaining its ability to 

walk independently. 

 

Lameness is a significant issue for livestock in the transport and saleyard systems. Because there is a range of 

severity of lameness there can be difficulty in agreeing on what is fit, or not. For that reason considerable 

effort was invested in providing the following descriptors of lameness in the FTL guide to determine when an 

animal ‘cannot walk or stand normally’: 

 bunny hopping or head bobbing 

 knuckling over 

 carrying one leg when standing or walking 

 reluctance/refusal to stand or walk 

 

Our extensive practical experience with the application of these descriptors is that they are very effective for 

making consistent welfare decisions. To have these descriptors enshrined in the regulations, with associated 

penalty availability, would help ensure that livestock welfare is better protected in WA. 

 

 

 Regulations 7 and 8 Reasonable access to feed and water 

 

Please amend these regulations to add that access must be ‘unhindered’ and make the requirement that 

access to feed is for a minimum continuous period of 4 hours, as it is for water. 

 

 

 Regulation 10 Unfit for sale 

 

Please see our comments for Regulation 9. Our comments concerning Regulation 9 apply to Regulation 10. 

 

 

 Regulation 11 Prescribed conditions 

 

We are of the opinion that there are fundamental errors with the definitions. If adopted, these definitions will 

not ensure the protection of animal welfare in WA. Conversely, compromised animals who have potentially 

painful conditions that have not been prescribed, or are not discharging and larger than 3cm, will be sold and 

transported. Consequently we are of the view that sub-regulation 11(2)(j) must be deleted and amendments 
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made to ensure that unfit animals with any size painful condition, whether discharging or not, are not 

transported. 

 

It is important to consider that those assessing the fitness of animals are most often not qualified or 

competent to identify the cause of, or diagnosis of, a condition. Hence the need for clarity in the regulations 

that matches the text of the FTL guide. 

 

Regulation 11 must be amended to eliminate confusion with interpretation and capture animals who are 

lame, or have other painful conditions such as an abscess, cancer, sore, ulcer, infection, footrot, deformity, 

arthritis, eye infections, photosensitisation, enlarged testes, that is neither discharging or greater than 3 cms. 

Examples of unfit animals in the group described above are provided in Appendix 1. Examples are provided of 

animals we have seen in saleyards that would be considered fit under the proposed regulations. The examples 

show animals that were actually deemed not fit and most were humanely killed in the saleyard. Grass seeds 

were removed from the eye of the sheep in Photo 4 and the sheep was subsequently deemed fit. The 

regulations should be redrafted to ensure that animals such as those shown in Appendix 1 would be 

unequivocally identified as not fit for sale or transport. 

 

We wish to point out that our expectations are not inconsistent with the Department’s publications from 

recent times. 

 

In 2010 DAFWA issued a Farmnote 430 Transporting livestock: when are animals fit to load? One of the 

requirements when assessing for fitness to load was that the animal - can walk normally. See Attachment 1. 

Appropriately, the language used reflected the text in the FTL guide. 

 

On 11 February 2013, DAFWA issued a publication entitled Livestock transport - animals with cancer. See 

Attachment 2. The publication provided a table with explanations of the sizes and signs of cancers and what 

to do about them. The document was clear in that animals with cancer of any size are not accepted at 

saleyards. Cancers less than 3cm, not bleeding and discharging, can be transported but not to saleyards. 

Cancers larger than 3cm or bleeding, discharging, fly struck or foul smelling were NOT FIT FOR TRANSPORT. 

The person responsible must treat or destroy at first reasonable opportunity and must not transport except 

under veterinary advice - owner and transporter may face cruelty charges. The message was clear to readers 

that there was a risk of prosecution for cruelty if no action is taken to treat or destroy at the first reasonable 

opportunity. 

 

The message from the proposed Regulations is that lesions, not just cancers, are irrelevant if they are less 

than 3cm AND discharging. This eliminates painful abscesses that have yet to burst, lesions that are less than 

3cm and not discharging but smell foul, wounds that are infected but the infection is hidden and yet to 

discharge, scabby mouth sores that are less than 3cm but not discharging, infected testes where the infection 

has yet to break through the scrotal skin, eye infections that are not discharging but cover the entire eye. 

 

 

 Regulation 14 Method of humane destruction 

 

We do not consider that cutting the throat of a conscious animal, or administering manual blunt force trauma 

to be acceptable. Only in circumstances where there is absolutely no other option should these methods be 

used but we do not see this as being needed in commercial settings. In our view anyone who has 
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responsibility for farmed animals should have arrangements in place such that they have ready access to a 

firearm or captive bolt gun. 

 

 

 Regulation 16 General mishandling and mistreatment of livestock 

 

In relation to throwing or dropping livestock we note that the LTS prohibits both. The Australian 

Animal Welfare Standard & Guidelines for Livestock at Saleyards and Depots - Saleyard Welfare 

Standards (SWS) permits dropping of livestock if they are dropped ‘from a height which allows the 

animal to safely land standing on its feet’. We request that Regulation 16 be amended to allow 

dropping of sheep only, not cattle or pigs, and add a maximum height of a drop to be 0.5 metres. 

 

Please add that it is prohibited to drop animals who have been deemed not fit to transport. 

 

 

 Regulation 18 Lifting livestock 

 

Our interpretation of this regulation is that an animal could be secured to a mechanical lifting device by the 

neck or other part of the body and this would satisfy the requirements of the regulation. Please ensure that 

an animal must be both supported and secured at all times. 

Regulation 19 Use of electric stock prod 

 

We request that an additional requirement be inserted in this regulation to prohibit the use of a stock prod 

more than twice on the same animal on any one day. 

 

 

 Regulation 21 Duty to spell livestock 

 

Please make provision for the application of judgment as to the water requirements of animals such that 

there is not an automatic application of the quoted maximum time off water before offering water. Animals 

may need water before they have reached the quoted maximum for their class. 

 

 

 Regulation 22 Humane destruction of livestock 

 

Please ensure consistency with the LTS and FTL guide requiring at least 5 minutes absence of rhythmic 

respiratory movements. 

 

 

 Regulation 23 Records relating to journeys 

 

We recommend that a record of last access to water and food should be made for all consignments. 
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 Regulation 28 Suitability of vehicles for transporting livestock 

 

Please amend this regulation to require that the space between decks should be sufficient for livestock to 

stand in their natural position without contacting overhead structures. As currently drafted there is ambiguity 

about what is risky, or not. 

 

 

 Regulation 29 Loading and unloading livestock 

 

Please add that ramps must be used for unloading livestock. In our view jumping or throwing sheep off the 

back of vehicles, especially onto concrete surfaces, presents an unacceptable risk to the animals. 

 

 

 Regulation 33 Duty to make appropriate arrangements for livestock 

 

The term ‘at the first reasonable opportunity’ is used in this regulation and others (Regulations 39, 40, 41, 60, 

61 and 62). We request that this term be defined and include ‘without delay’ in the definition as provided in 

the LTS Glossary (page 105). 

 

 

 Regulation 35 Reasonable loading density not to be exceeded 

 

Please take the opportunity to clarify expectations for ‘reasonable loading density’ by referencing the space 

allowances detailed in the LTS and FTL guide. 

 

 

 Regulation 38 Dogs on vehicles 

 

We do not agree that a dog should be allowed to travel with farmed animals. However, at the very least there 

should be a requirement that this regulation only allows a ‘bonded guardian dog’ to travel with farmed 

animals, as per the LTS. 

 

 

 Regulation 47 Duty to protect bobby calves from heat and cold stress 

 

Please add ‘at the first reasonable opportunity’ to this regulation. 

 

 

 Regulation 56 Duty to segregate livestock at saleyards and depots 

 

Regulation 55 requires that an animal at a depot must have sufficient space to move freely, and to lie down 

and rest. Bull stalls at sale yards do not allow such freedom and they do not provide water. We do not support 

the use of bull stalls. However we acknowledge that prohibiting stalls would take time to implement. In the 

interim we recommend a requirement that the use of stalls for bulls be limited to a maximum of 4 hours and 

that no animal other than a bull is to be held in a stall. 
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 Regulation 57 Reasonable access to water and feed after unloading at saleyards and depots 

 

We note the potential for adult sheep and cattle to not be fed for many days whilst the requirements of the 

LTS and SWS could be satisfied. A journey of less than 48 hours to a saleyard will not trigger the need for a 

spell, the SWS provides a further 48 hours without feed or water, and then another journey of up 48 hours 

could take place. Conceivably this could go on ad infinitum and the animals will not be fed or watered because 

no time limit is breached. To help protect the welfare of the animals we request that the 24 hour limit in 

Regulation 57 for water also be applied to feed. 

 

 

Recommended additions 

 

Please add a requirement that farmed animals must not be held on concrete surfaces for prolonged periods 

(eg more than 10 hours) or overnight at a saleyard. 

 

Please add a requirement that lambs and calves must not be assembled at a saleyard, offered for sale, or sold, 

unless they satisfy the same criteria as apply to bobby calves as described in Division 5. 

 

Please consider including specific requirements for the welfare of working dogs travelling on vehicles such 

that they are protected from the heat, cold and dust. 

 

Please prohibit the washing of trucks when animals are still being held on board. 

 

Please add a duty that all livestock animals are protected from extreme weather conditions that could cause 

heat or cold stress. 

 

 

Infringement regime 

 

We support the introduction of infringements for animal cruelty offences but we are of the view that the proposed 

modified penalty amounts are well below what is appropriate. We propose a doubling of all the proposed penalties 

to better reflect the importance of animal welfare. 

 

In anticipation of changes being made to the consultation draft we would appreciate the opportunity to 

review and comment on the next draft of these regulations. 

 

 

Yours sincerely 

Dawn Lowe 

Animals’ Angels Australia 

21 Feb 2020 

 

Attachment 1 – DAFWA Farmnote 430 ‘Transporting livestock: when are animals fit to load?’ 

Attachment 2 – DAFWA notice ‘Livestock transport – animals with cancer’ 
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Appendix 1 - Examples of animals actually deemed unfit to transport but could be considered fit by the 

proposed regulations: 

Photo 1 Toe tipping - unable to bear full weight but using the tip of the hoof to balance when moving. 
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Photo 2 Toe tipping - unable to bear full weight but using the tip of the hoof to balance when moving.  
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Photo 3 - No discharge. 

 

 
 

Photo 4 - Seeds in the eye, watery discharge but no visible lesion. 
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Photo 5 - Eye enlarged. No discharge. 

 

 
 

Photo 6 - Eye infection. No discharge at the time but evidence of weeping. 
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Photo 7 – Cancer of vulva. No discharge at the time. 

 
 

Photo 8 – Excessive hoof growth on all 4 feet. 
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Photo 9 – Fresh wound, not discharging, but is this severe enough to make the sheep unfit to transport? The 

regulations are not clear. 
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Photo 10 – Scabby mouth lesions greater than 3 cm but not discharging. A known painful condition. 
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Photo 11 – Significant lameness with a small lesion that is not discharging. 

 
 
Photo 12 - Deformed leg with abnormal gait but could bear some weight on the hoof. 
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Photo 13 – Significant lameness and lack of weight bearing. Visible lesion is small and not discharging. 

 
 
Photo 14 - Significant lameness and lack of weight bearing. Visible lesion is small and not discharging. 

 



For more information visit www.agric.wa.gov.au

The Chief Executive Officer of the Department of Agriculture and Food and the State of Western Australia accept no liability 
whatsoever by reason of negligence or otherwise arising from the use or release of this information or any part of it.

 Important disclaimer

Department of
Agriculture and Food

In the increasingly complex world of transporting 
livestock, of licences, permits, declarations and 
journey plans, there remains one constant: the 
responsibility to look after the safety and well- 
being of the animals in your care.
There are very specific legal requirements under 
animal welfare legislation for people working 
with livestock. Each of the Australian states and 
territories has its own Act and regulations that 
deal with this area, but all are essentially similar. 
In Western Australia the Animal Welfare Act 2002 
states: 
‘a person in charge of an animal is cruel to an 
animal if the animal is transported in a way 
that causes, or is likely to cause, it 
unnecessary harm.’
‘Unnecessary harm’ includes injury, pain and 
distress.
The ‘person in charge’ has a wide definition in the 
Act. It may be:
•	the owner
•	a person who has custody
•	a person who has control
•	a staff member of any of the above
•	the owner or occupier of the place where the 

animal is
•	the owner or occupier of the vehicle where the 

animal is.
If a person loads an animal that is unfit for transport, 
the farm owner, farm manager, farm staff, livestock 
agent and/or truck driver could be held responsible.

What animals should not be loaded?
Only transport animals that are strong and healthy 
(see box). Do not load animals that are at risk 
of going down during the journey due to weakness 
or lameness, those that have existing conditions 
such as wounds or cancers that are likely to 
be aggravated during transport and those that 
cannot see.  

Animals that are not fit to load need to be kept on 
farm and either treated or humanely destroyed.
Animals in late pregnancy are also not fit to load. 
This includes sheep more than four months 
pregnant, cattle more than eight months pregnant 
and pigs over 80 days pregnant.
Owners and truck drivers can obtain a pictorial 
‘ute guide’ called ‘Is it fit to load?’ from their local 
Department of Agriculture and Food office, or 
direct from Meat and Livestock Australia (phone 
02 9463 9333, www.mla.com.au). The guide 
covers the most common conditions affecting 
livestock that make them unfit to load.
Table 1 lists common conditions which would 
make an animal unsuitable for transport. The list 
is not meant to be exhaustive, so if in doubt the 
‘person in charge’ should either leave the animal 
out or contact a veterinarian.

Note: 430
May 2010

Transporting livestock: when are 
animals fit to load?
Dr Don Moir, Senior Veterinary Officer

IS THIS ANIMAL FIT TO LOAD?
Owners and transporters are both responsible for 

only loading fit animals. Before loading any animal 

for transport, check that it:

3	can walk normally

3	can bear weight on all legs

3	is free from visible disease or injury

3	is strong enough to keep up with the mob

3	can see out of one eye (both eyes for export)

3	is not in late pregnancy

IF IN DOUBT, LEAVE IT OUT



Exemptions to the rules
Under national and state codes of practice for 
transporting livestock, in special circumstances 
weak, sick or injured animals may be transported 
short distances under veterinary advice:
•	for emergency humane slaughter if no alternative 

exists
•	to a veterinary clinic or hospital for treatment
•	after bushfires, provided transport will not result 

in more pain and suffering
•	out of drought-affected areas.
However, to avoid placing themselves at risk 
of breaching animal welfare legislation, owners 
need to ensure they have veterinary advice before 
undertaking any of these journeys.

Export
Animals destined for export need to meet extra 
standards:
•	sheep must be a minimum of 28 kilograms 

liveweight for export by sea, or 20kg for export 
by air

•	cattle must be a minimum of 200kg liveweight
•	weaned for at least 14 days before transport
•	cannot be thin, or over-fat
•	no pink eye
•	can see out of both eyes
•	no scabby mouth
•	no long horns.
The export buyer and/or agent will select the 
animals suitable to accept into the feedlot. 
Owners must not include rejected stock in the 
consignment or export owners may bill them for 
disposing of the animal.

Standards and guidelines
In 2009 the Primary Industries Ministerial Council 
endorsed the Australian Standards and Guidelines 
for the Welfare of Animals – Land Transport of 
Livestock. These nationally agreed standards and 
guidelines will replace provisions on land transport 
in the various model codes of practice that apply 
in Australia.
In this document, the ‘standards’ set out the 
minimum acceptable transport standards that 
must be met. They are intended to be written 
into each state and territory’s legislation, giving 
consistency across Australia. Each standard can 
be considered as a ‘must do’.
Guidelines will be the recommended level of 
practice for animal welfare but will not be legally 

enforced. Guidelines represent a higher level of 
welfare, and can be considered as a ‘should do’.

The full document can be seen on the internet at 
http://www.animalhealthaustralia.com.au.

Implications for farmers
With an increasing focus on welfare from the 
community and regulatory authorities, people 
transporting animals that are unfit to load are 
placing themselves at risk. Not only are they causing 
unnecessary suffering to their livestock, they:

•	will come to the attention of inspectors who 
check animals arriving at saleyards, abattoirs 
and export feedlots

•	will have animals rejected, which will result in no 
payment

•	will be billed with the cost of destruction and 
disposal of an animal that requires it

•	will get a reputation with buyers and exporters 
as a supplier of unsuitable stock

•	will damage the reputation of their industry.

More information
For more information, contact your local 
Department of Agriculture and Food veterinarian 
or visit the Meat and Livestock Australia website 
at www.mla.com.au.

Table 1 Examples of conditions that make animals unfit to load

Category Unsuitable for transport

Systemic conditions Emaciated and weak
Uncoordinated, collapsed, weak
Unwell, lethargic, dehydrated
Ill-thrift
In late pregnancy

Musculoskeletal 
system

Fractures
Lameness or abnormal gait
Unable to fully bear weight on all legs
Deformity

Gastrointestinal 
system

Dysentery or profuse diarrhoea

Nervous system Significant nervous symptoms (circling, 
incoordination)
Abnormal or aggressive behaviour/
intractable or violent (distressed)

External/skin Significant lacerations
Open or discharging wounds or abscesses
Cancers
Cutaneous myiasis (flystrike)
Ballanitis (pizzle rot in sheep)
Grossly enlarged udder
Grossly enlarged testicles
Rectal or vaginal prolapse

Head Blindness in both eyes
Respiratory distress—difficulty breathing
Cancer eye

Copyright © Western Australian Agriculture Authority, 2010

Copies of this document are available in alternative formats upon request.
3 Baron-Hay Court South Perth WA 6151
Tel: (08) 9368 3333   Email: enquiries@agric.wa.gov.au   Website: www.agric.wa.gov.au/publications

20102585-05/10-10451 ISSN 0726-934X



 

Animal Welfare is in your hands 
agric.wa.gov.au 

 

Livestock transport - animals with cancer 

Under Western Australia’s animal welfare legislation, it is not legal to transport livestock if 
the animal is showing: 

 visible signs of severe injury or distress; or  

 suffering from a condition that is likely to cause increased pain or distress during 
transport. 

An animal that is judged not fit for transport may be transported under veterinary advice. 

Cancer may occur almost anywhere on the body but the most common locations are the 
eye and udder in cattle and the nose, ear and tail area in sheep. 

Cancer often begins as a tiny growth. As the cancer progresses, bacteria often invade and 
the area may develop into a foul smelling growth. Fly strike may also occur. 

Some early stages of cancer can be treated by veterinary intervention involving surgery or 
freezing. Left untreated, most cancers will continue to grow, invading deeper tissues and 
spreading elsewhere in the body. 

Early intervention is required with all cancer cases - the animal should be sent for 
slaughter if fit for transport, or destroyed if not fit for transport. It is not acceptable to do 
nothing.  

NOTE: Animals with cancer of any size are not accepted at saleyards. 

Size of cancer Action 

Less than 3 cm (20 cent coin) 
and not bleeding or 
discharging. 

Fit for transport: 

 treat or destroy, or  

 transport direct to abattoir (at owner's risk of 
rejection/non-payment), or 

 transport direct to knackery 

 not accepted at saleyards. 

Greater than 3 cm or any of: 

 bleeding  

 discharging  

 fly strike 

 foul smelling. 

NOT FIT FOR TRANSPORT: 

 treat or destroy at first reasonable opportunity 

 do not transport except under veterinary advice - 
owner and transporter may face cruelty charges. 

Risk of prosecution for cruelty if no action is taken to treat 
or destroy at first reasonable opportunity. 

Current at 11 February 2013 Check for updates of this information at agric.wa.gov.au 
 
Important Disclaimer: The Chief Executive Officer of the Department of Agriculture and 
Food and the State of Western Australia accept no liability whatsoever by reason of 
negligence or otherwise arising from the use or release of this information or any part of it. 

http://www.agric.wa.gov.au/



