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LOCUST CONTROL PROGRAM 

971. Hon FRANK HOUGH to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries:  
The Department of Agriculture’s locust control program for this year cost approximately $1.7 million and 
covered 90 000 hectares.  It almost entirely concentrated on the hot spots of Westonia, Mukinbudin and Yilgarn.  
That is compared with the last year’s expenditure of $9 million over an area of 490 000 hectares.  The North 
Eastern Wheatbelt Regional Organisation of Councils predicts that locusts will devastate large sections of the 
wheatbelt if the ideal conditions prevail over the next year.   

(1) Given the Department of Agriculture’s indications that it would spray beyond the hot spots, why was 
the control program suddenly and prematurely terminated after only the hot spots were sprayed?   

(2) Will the control program be extended beyond Westonia, Mukinbudin and Yilgarn in the near future?  

(3) If not, what monitoring is the department doing to ensure that the locusts will not be a problem in the 
following year?  

Hon KIM CHANCE replied: 

Was notice of the question given? 

Hon Frank Hough:  Yes, yesterday. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I regret I do not have a written answer for this question.  I will attempt to answer it, but I 
may have to provide further information tomorrow.   

(1)-(3) The program has not been terminated.  It is exactly the same as the program that operated last year.  The 
Department of Agriculture has sprayed an extensive area of 14 000 hectares.  The Department of 
Agriculture provides the spraying equipment and the chemical to knock out hot spots; that is, areas in 
which concentrations of locusts are as high as 2 000 per square metre.  The department undertakes that 
exercise at no cost to the landowner.  The object is to take out the heaviest concentrations, which are 
required to be handled in a timely manner.  Generally speaking, locust control is a landowner issue.  
The landowner is required to eradicate locust populations of a lower order.  That is exactly the same as 
the program that applied last year.   

The cost of the program is lower this year.  I believe that the reason for that is that there was a 
considerable carryover of chemical - which is the largest component of the cost of the program - from 
last year’s program into this year’s program.  Therefore, the actual cash costs of the program were 
lower.  I believe - I can confirm this tomorrow - that the value of the carryover chemical available was 
some $6 million.  Therefore, that would explain a large part of the reason for the lower cost of the 
campaign.  It was indicated to me - again, this is from recall - that the cost of the program this year 
would be in the order of $2.8 million.  However, that did not take into account the value of the chemical 
carried over from last year’s program. 

I refer to future locust outbreaks.  We are concerned that as a result of the unseasonable summer rainfall 
this year, it is likely that a large number of eggs will be laid in the areas south of the affected area, that 
there will be similar outbreaks to last year, and that, as was repeated this year, there will be a carryover 
of eggs that caused the current locust plague.  There has been more rain this summer than last summer, 
so it is possible that there will be a considerable outbreak next year.  The department is geared up for 
that. 

The Western Australian Department of Agriculture’s locust control program has been an award-
winning program.  The expected damage was in the order of $200 million last year and more than 
$100 million this year, but the economic damage as a result of the locust outbreaks has been practically 
nil in the past two years. 

 


