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Mr. R. F. TROTT ANNOUNCES RETIREMENT
It is with regret that the Board has received advice that Mr R. F . Trott will not seek re-election at 

Federal Council 1967, as he has ceased to be a fruit grower.
Mr Trott has given long and valued service to the Industry and his particular knowledge of Tree 

Fruits and Prunes will be missed by the Board.
Mr Trott has regularly attended Federal Council for some 30 years, and has also been President 

of the S.A. Prune-Growers’ Association for about the same time. He was elected to the Tree Fruits 
Committee in 1951 and on the formation of the Prunes Committee in 1955 he was appointed a member. 
He has served on both Committees without break.

Mr Trott was also a member of the Commonwealth Marketing Enquiry during its investigations 
into Commonwealth Marketing.

Regret at his retirement will be shared by all the Industry. While the Board has placed on record 
its appreciation of Mr Trott’s services as a member, recognition will also be made at the forthcoming 
Federal Council.

A CONFUSING REPORT
We have been reading the Report of the Federal 

Vine Fruit Committee at page 72 of the 18th Annual 
Federal Conference 1967 of The A.P.P.U. and are 
rather confused. In essence the report seems to relate 
to grapes used for wine but here and there references 
to Dried Vine Fruit are tucked in and as a result the 
factual market position for drying varieties is distorted.

For example we read in the first paragraph . . . 
the market both for wine and dried fruit was satis
factory. The whole crop was disposed of without diffi
culty.” This statement is, unfortunately, not true in 
respect to Dried Vine Fruits.

The position is that of the Dried Vine Fruit crop for 
the 1966-1967 Season (1967 harvest), there were 
37,352 tons of fruit unsold at 25-9-1967. Of this 
quantity there were approximately 175 tons of Cur
rants and 8190 tons of Sultanas unsold in the United 
Kingdom on 20-10-1967. The need to maintain satis
factory price levels in the face of foreign competition 
has had its effect on selling and it is not true (no 
matter how much we wish it was) to say that the whole 
crop has been disposed of and “without difficulty.”

Again in the same first paragraph it is stated that 
“The extension of the price fixing Act in South Aus
tralia undoubtedly had a very stabilising effect on the 
whole industry.” It is (inaccurate) news to The 
A.D.F.A. that the Act embraces Dried Vine Fruits. 
Through the equalisation formula practised by The 
A.D.F.A., growers receive the average net sales realisa
tions from all markets. These realisations are dictated 
by the prices obtained in all markets and are not (and 
cannot) be controlled by a price-fixing Act.

In the ninth paragraph we read, in reference to a 
statutory Board, that a single board “will increase the 
returns to growers by a considerable amount”, but the 
report does not give any details. If this statement is 
true then growers are entitled to receive supporting 
details which, of course, must have a realistically com
mercial basis. We have heard that $30 per ton can be 
saved on distribution costs but try as we might we 
can get no information.

Lastly, the report predicts a 14,000 ton diversion of 
Sultanas from wine to drying. The figure is so high 
that it must surely mean fresh tons but the report 
doesn’t say so. Dried Fruit growers receive their 
realisations on “dried” tons and so when the production 
of wine grapes and Dried Vine Fruits are intermingled 
in a report clarity is essential otherwise incorrect con
clusions can be reached. As it is, we don’t know what 
the report means, but if it means 14,000 dried tons 
then let us hope it doesn’t occur in a year of a 
Stabilization bounty payment, for with a ceiling of 
75,000 tons on which a bounty would be paid growers 
would be getting something less than the bounty rate 
over the whole pack. Based on the 1967 pack of 87,000 
tons plus 14,000 extra tons the bounty would be spread 
over 100,000 tons. The following example shows the 
position —

Bounty at, say, $1.00 per ton on 75,000 tons
=  $75,000

Bounty spread over a pack of 87,000 tons
=  86 cents

Bounty spread over a pack of 101,000 tons
=  74 cents



MECHANICAL HARVESTING
The Board of Management, being fully aware of the 

difficulties experienced by growers in obtaining 
suitable labour and of the high labour content of the 
annual cost of production, have agreed that a full- 
scale investigation into mechanical harvesting is an 
urgent necessity. The following submission has, there
fore, been presented to Senator J. G. Gorton, who is 
Minister in charge of C.S.I.R.O.:—

“One of the major problems facing this Industry 
is the annual harvest. A rough estimate would place 
the annual expenditure on hired harvest labour at 
three million dollars and this, together with the 
acute shortage of suitable and experienced labour, 
makes an intensive study of mechanical harvesting 
a priority project.

“Recent research at C.S.I.R.O., Merbein, has 
specifically been directed at developing a system of 
harvesting for Dried Sultanas of the dipped type. 
This work is in its early stages but looks promising.

“Research in the U.S.A. over the last ten years 
has led to the development of machines which allow 
mechanical harvesting of Sultana vines both for 
wine making and for drying. Three different types 
of machines exist and it is believed that any one 
of these is capable of harvesting any type of grape, 
with the exception of table grapes, if an appropriate 
system of vine training is adopted. The cost of the 
machines varies between $U.S.8,000 and $U.S. 
30,000.

“There is also a wide range of machines becoming 
available for harvesting tree crops for drying such 
as Prunes and Apricots. Experimental machines for 
citrus harvest are also being constructed.

“To introduce mechanical harvesting into Austra
lian fruit-growing an intensive research programme 
would have to be initiated. It is imperative that this 
programme be attached to an active research group 
with experience in growing the crops to be har
vested. While there is no reason to suspeet that 
American-type machines will not work in Australia, 
research is needed to adapt them for Australian 
conditions. As several producing States are involved 
this work should preferably be carried out by a re
search establishment with a national outlook, and 
with a wide experience in the husbandry of the 
crop. The C.S.I.R.O. Laboratory, Merbein, fulfills 
both requirements.

“To proceed with this new line of research rela
tively large test areas of plantings would need to 
be developed, trained and trellised so that they will 
be capable of being mechanically harvested. As well, 
existing plantings would need to be retrained.

“A substantial equipment grant of approximately 
$100,000 would be required for the purchase of a 
range of prototype American machines for evalua
tion. This fund would provide monies for modify
ing the machines to suit Australian conditions. It is 
envisaged that these modifications may be done in 
collaboration with consultant engineers.”
Subsequently a formal request was made to the 

Government for a grant of $100,000, spread over three 
years, to be made to C.S.I.R.O. Research Station, Mer
bein, for the specific purpose of investigating and 
evaluating the mechanical harvesting of Dried Fruits.

As a preliminary to this work, the Association has 
agreed to make an immediate grant of $3,000 to 
C.S.I.R.O. to cover the cost of trellising and the em
ployment of a Technical Assistant for one year. This 
will allow C.S.I.R.O. to take full advantage of the 
experience of Professor N. Shaulis of Cornell Univer
sity, U.S.A., who is in Australia for the next nine 
months. Professor Shaulis is widely experienced in 
U.S.A. investigations into mechanical harvesting.

REPORT ON COMMONWEALTH 
MARKETING

In the last report, we presented final delivery 
statistics for Season 1966. This report deals with act
ivities and results to date in the effort to dispose of 
the 1967 crop — Commonwealth quota.

VINE FRUITS
Having passed the halfway mark in the Season 

delivery statistics for the six months indicate that, after 
allowing for a carryover of stock in the hands of 
Manufacturers and Distributors at season start, the 
improved rate of sale achieved in 1966 is continuing. 
The carryover was 1200 tons more than at the end of 
1965 Season, and had a significant effect on deliveries 
early in Season 1967.

The figures below compare deliveries in the two 
quarters with the same period a year ago.

1966 1967 Variation
1st Quarter 4,295 tons 3,203 tons — 1092 =  — 25.4%  
2nd ” 4,990 ” 4.957 ” -  33 =  -  0.6%
Total to
Date . . . 0285  ” 0 6 0  ” -  1125 = -  12.1%

Deliveries to Manufacturers were down 19% , and 
it was here that most of the carryover was held. De
liveries to the retail trade were down 5.75%.

PRUNES
Prunes faced the season without an incentive dis

count, and with a price increase; a handicap sufficient 
to inhibit the sale of most products. Delivery figures 
show that this handicap has been overcome to an 
appreciable extent, and at the end of six months are 
behind 1966 deliveries by only 96 tons.

1966 1967 Variation
1st Quarter 694 tons 529 tons — 165 =  — 23.8%  
2nd ” 647 ” 716 ” +  69 =  +  10.6%
Total to
Date . .. 1,341 ” 1.245 ” -  96 = -  7.1%

TREE FRUITS
At the start of the season there appeared to be 

ample Tree Fruits available to satisfy all demands in 
the Commonwealth Market. In the case of Apricots, 
the quota was such that a renewal of promotional 
activity was considered necessary. By the end of the 
first quarter it became apparent that the market’s 
capacity to absorb the fruits was such that stocks 
available would not last much beyond September. 
Promotional activity ceased accordingly. Our compara
tive delivery table shows the picture.

Deliveries to
27-8-66 28-8-67

Apricots tons 723 806
Peaches tons 88 99
Pears tons 25 28
Nectarines tons 22 18

The Commonwealth Market for Tree Fruits is ex
panding due to introduction of new products and new 
market areas.

PROMOTION ACTIVITIES
For the current budget year, a Promotional Calendar 

has been prepared, providing for four campaigns, Each 
campaign is self contained, having its own theme and 
individual point of sale material. The whole is support
ed by regular media advertising. These four campaigns 
are named Sunshine Crop (July — September); Christ



mas Eating” (October—December); “Cool Ideas” (Janu
ary — February); “Cook Hearty” (March — June). New 
material designed for these campaigns has been readily 
accepted by the retail trade resulting in better and 
bigger showings of Dried Fruit in all States.

To encourage and advise Manufacturers to produce 
more products using Dried Fruits a special represen
tative joined our staff on October 23rd. He will service 
these important users exclusively, and a marked in
crease in usage of fruit is expected as a result of this 
move.

A full page colour advertisement has appeared in 
the daily press in Victoria and New South Wales to sup
port introduction of the new “Sunbeam” packs. Many 
in-store promotions were arranged to coincide with 
the advertisement, and reports of success are beginning 
to come in.

The A.D.F.A. Marketing Plan has received an 
Award of Merit from the Hoover Marketing Award 
Committee. These people try to pick the best Market
ing Plan submitted each year. We were runner-up to 
the outright winner.

STABILIZATION
COST OF PRODUCTION 

Increase of $25.39 per ton for Season 1967.
The Minister for Primary Industry has declared an increase of $25.39 per ton in the estimated cost of 

production for Season 196/. This makes a total increase of $41.95 per ton over the Season 1964 costs established 
at the beginning of the present Stabilization Plan. Annual increases have been, 1965 up $12.28 per ton; 1966 up 
$4.28 per ton, and 1967 up $25.39 per ton.

Movements within the estimated cost of production schedule during the period of the Plan are shown in 
detail in the following tables taken from the Bureau of Agricultural Economics Report issued in June, 1967":—

Assessed costs in 1964, 1965, 1966 and 1967. Cost per ton.
Assessed Costs Change between

Cost Item per ton 1966 and 1967
1964 1965 1966 1967 $ %

$ $ $ $
1. Hired L a b o u r..................... 37.34 39.88 40.50 48.67 8.17 20.17
2. Irrigation Charges . . . 12.26 13.04 13.25 13.84 0,59 4.453. R ep airs.................................. 12,38 13.50 13.93 14.68 0.75 5.384. Fertilizer and Seed . . 5.60 5.96 6.30 5.83 -0 .47 -7 .465. Petroleum Products . . . 7.40 7,34 7,34 7.08 -0 .26 -3 .54
6. Chem icals............................ 3.38 3.54 3.29 3.62 0.33 10.037. Harvesting Materials . . . 6.22 6.38 6,57 6,57
8. Dehydration Charges . . . 1,34 1.40 1.42 1.54 0.12 8.459. C artag e ........................... 2,34 2.34 2,34 2,34

10. Insurance ........................ 2.16 2.28 2.93 3.60 0.67 22 8711. Rates and T a x e s ................. 2.80 2.88 3.12 3.43 0,31 9.9412. Motor Registration and Third Party . . 0.94 0.94 1 22 1.34 0.12 9 8413. M iscellaneous..................... 3.52 3.66 3.79 3.89 0.10 2.64
Total Cash Cost . . . . 97.68 103.14 106.00 116.43 10.43 9.84

14. Owner-Operator’s A llow ance................. 61.68 64,56 65.28 76,30 11.02 16.8815. Family L ab o u r............. 9.14 9.76 9.91 11.91 2.00 20.1816. D epreciation................. 24.44 25.72 26.11 27.43 1,32 5.0617. Interest on Farm Capital . 22,38 24.28 24.35 24.69 0,34 1 4018. Interest on Working Capital . . 2.68 2.82 2.91 3.19 0.28 9.62

218.00 230.28 234.56 259.95 25.39 10.82

Calculation of varietal costs 1967 Season cost per ton.

Variety Assessed Cost of 
Production per ton 

o f Dried Vine Fruits 
in 1967 Season 

(average)

Varietal Differences 
in costs per ton in 

base year 
(1964 Season)

Assessed Cost of 
Production per 
ton o f Varieties 
in 1967 Season

Currants
Sultanas
Raisins

$ $
+ 9.00 268.95
+ 0.50 260.45
-16.00 243.95



SALINITY
Consultants Appointed

Advice has been received from the Minister for 
National Development that two companies have been 
appointed as Consultants to the River Murray Com
mission.

The principal consultant will be the Australian 
engineering firm of Gutteridge, Hoskins & Davey, who 
will have associated with them Hunting Technical 
Services Ltd., land use and agricultural consultants 
from the United Kingdom.

The latter company has been responsible for de
tailed studies concerned with salinity, irrigation and 
drainage problems over extensive areas in Iraq and 
Pakistan, and been closely associated with develop
ment in the Tigris, Nile and Indus river systems.

The consultants will have access to all available data 
and will be free to consult with other authorities and 
irrigationists or any others who may be able to offer 
useful comments.

The Minister stated that he believed the steps al
ready taken by the River Murray Commission could 
adequately cover the objectives contained in the 
Association’s request.

The request by Federal Council 1966 for the ap
pointment of a committee of “engineers, plant growth 
specialists and practical irrigationists,” or the later 
request by the Board of Management for a joint com
mittee of representatives from the Commonwealth, New 
South Wales, South Australia, and Victorian Parlia
ments, may not now be agreed to.

The consultants have commenced their investigations.
The Salinity Committee has stated its belief that 

an investigation into plant tolerances to salinity should 
be an essential part of the Consultants’ investigations.

KENNEDY ROUND TARIFF ADJUSTMENTS
Big Loss to Dried

The Australian Dried Fruits Control Board has 
estimated that when fully implemented the reductions 
in tariff granted under the Kennedy Round will mean 
an average annual loss of export income to Dried 
Fruits growers of $855,000.

Our industry at present enjoys substantial prefer
ences on the United Kingdom, Canadian, and New 
Zealand markets and these will all be reduced under 
the Kennedy Round.

The United Kingdom is the largest importer of Aus
tralian Dried Fruits, and on this market the loss of 
preference will be $A11.25 per ton. In Canada, which 
annually buys from 16,000 to 21,000 tons of Austra
lian Dried Vine Fruits, the reduction of preference will 
be $C38.60 per ton on Currants and $C44.80 per ton 
on Sultanas, and in New Zealand, where the present 
preference is jjd. per ton, has been reduced by 50%, 
the net loss will be $A4.76 per ton. The only gain to 
the Industry under the Kennedy Round is the reduc
tion of tariff in E.E.C. countries from 8% to 6%.

Vine Fruits Industry
The United Kingdom change of preference will be 

phased over four years commencing 1-7-1968, and it 
is hoped that the Canadian and New Zealand Govern
ments will also agree to phase in the change of 
preference.

The average annual loss of export income, as 
summarised by the Australian Dried Fruits Control 
Board, is made up as follows:—

CANADA
Currants...........................................  $A. 75,000
Sultanas and R a is in s..................  $A. 450,000

NEW ZEALAND
Sultanas and R aisins..................  $A 52,500

UNITED KINGDOM
Sultanas and R aisin s..................  $A. 337,500

$A. 915,000
Less estimated gain in E.E.C. countries $A. 60,000
Net loss to Australian Producers from

Kennedy Round of Tariff Negotiations $A. 855,000

IN BRIEF
The General Secretary-Manager has returned from 

his long service leave and is already hard at work. 
During his travels Mr Curtis visited many countries 
in Europe and Asia and included an extensive tour 
of the United Kingdom and Ireland. He returned home

by way of Expo 1967 and a brief stay in San Fran
cisco. Mr Curtis has made sure he will long remember 
this trip — he came home accompanied by over 1,000 
colour slides.
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