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FROM THE CHAIRMAN 

FELLOW GROWERS 

• 
The 1997 dried vine fruit crop can only be described as 

disastrous. 
Receivals of currants, sultanas and raisins represent the 

lowest crop since the 1920's. 
The damage to Australia's reputation as a consistent 

supplier of quality fruit, particularly to export markets, will be 
hard to repair. 

The domestic market will be fully serviced but major export 
markets will receive quite small allocations. 

It is extremely disappointing particularly after achieving 
strong growth in exports last year. 

It is also disappointing to have to conduct our industry 
review against a background of dismal production. 

It would be wrong to draw the conclusion that the Board of 
Management has recommended sweeping reform of industry 
structures due to the 1997 crop. 

The Board's view is that reforms have to be implemented 
for the future, not just as a reaction to short or medium term 
marketing problems. 

Paramount in the Board's considerations on this matter 
was the aim of providing a return to growers that sufficiently 
rewards them for capital investment in the industry, and their 
personal efforts and initiative. 

Some growers may be concerned that the Board will "throw 
the baby out with the bath water" in recommending the 
dismantling of time proven structures. 

I can only say that the Board has had eight months of 
deliberation and debate on this issue and have come to the 
conclusion that quite radical reform is necessary to re-establish 
the dried fruits industry as a modern progressive industry that 
has adapted to the changed social and economic environment 
that we live in. 

Obviously the recommendations of the Board are just that, 
recommendations. 

There will be a major meeting of growers and industry 
within the coming months where the issue can be further 
debated. 

The final decision will be made at Federal Council in late 
July by elected delegates of the ADFA branches, processors, 
and marketing representatives. It should be a vigorous and 
strong debate. 

I urge all committed dried fruits growers to read the 
summary in this issue of why the Board of Management has 
recommended these changes. 

Analyse the reasons and have your say when the major 
industry meeting is called. 

It is your industry, you have a responsibility to be involved. 
(A full copy of the ADFA Board of Management's Position 

Paper on the Reform of the Australian Dried Fruits Industry 
appears on page 5 of this edition). 

Peter J. Macintosh 
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EXPORT REPORT John Lester 
Chairman 
Australian Dried Fruits Board 

REFORM OF THE AUSTRALIAN DRIED FRUITS INDUSTRY 

I hope all growers are well aware of the 
recommendations proposed by the ADFA Board of 
Management to reform the Australian dried fruits 
industry. For over 90 years, the ADFA has pursued an 
orderly marketing environment that will maximise grower 
returns. 

The proposed recommendations endorse a free open 
marketing environment believing that this will provide a 
better return to growers. This is a huge change in 
marketing philosophy that growers must closely examine 
before making a decision in July at the Federal Council 
meeting. 

The issues are complex and require considerable 
debate. If there are major changes to be made, then 
they should only be made after reasonable predictable 
outcomes are known. From the time of publishing this 
report there are only two months before you must make 
a decision, whatever the decision is, absolutely critical to 
the future of the industry. 

The proposed recommendations include winding up 
the ADFB. My position on this is that the ADFB should 
continue if growers believe that it can provide a positive 
net return to growers. In this respect the ADFB has a 
fine record of achievements. Over the last six years, the 
ADFB estimates a net cash gain of around $48 million* 
has been achieved over our major competitor, Turkey. 
This year the ADFB prices were set at least $50 per 
tonne over exporters' recommendations. 

Australia produces a quality product and has backed 
it up by promoting it in export markets. This is an 
important part of obtaining premium prices. Promotion 
expenditure peaked in 1992/93 at $1.2 million and 
dropped to $271 ,000 in 1995/96. Growers pay a levy to 
the ADFB for promotion and the Government helps 
growers out by rebating part of the promotion cost to the 
ADFB. It is known as an Export Market Development 
(EMD) Grant. Under the present rules the maximum 

Grant payable to the ADFB is $200,000. The rules do 
not allow for a payment to exporters because their total 
sales revenue exceeds $50 million. If the ADFB is 
wound up, then this revenue will be lost. 

Critical to the existence of the ADFB is the level of 
exports. The industry is going through very difficult 
times and it is easy for pessimistic views to prevail. If 
the tonnage falls below a critical level, then the cost of 
retaining the ADFB will exceed the benefits. I have seen 
various predictions on future crop sizes and given our 
poor record of predicting crop sizes, this subject must be 
approached with caution. As the Government will be 
guided by the industry, it is important not to make a 
hurried decision when the crop size is low since it will be 
extremely difficult to reverse this decision if the crop size 
increases. If the decision is to close down the ADFB 
then I am certain the Government will not enact 
legislation at some future date to re-open the ADFB. In 
other words, a decision to close the ADFB is permanent 
for the foreseeable future. 

The recommendations proposed by the ADFA Board 
of Management are major and permanent. Of great 
significance is the complete removal of grower 
involvement in the determination of market prices. I 
believe some changes may take place irrespective of 
any decision of ADFA Federal Council. I believe it is 
important to manage change and have a reasonable 
prediction of the outcome. I do not agree that everything 
has to change immediately, the industry would be better 
served with a managed phased-in approach with more 
certain predicability of outcomes. 

* The net cash gain obtained over Turkey is a combination of: 
• market power provided by ADFB 
• quality 

service 
• supplyfdemand 

1997 SEASON 

Sultanas 
Export pricing and allocations to export markets for 

the 1997 dried vine fruit harvest were considered at the 
Board's annual prices meeting which this year was held 
on April 16 and 17. 

Overseas agents from Germany, Canada, New 
Zealand and Japan met with the Board and each 
presented their respective reports detailing prevailing 
market conditions and requirements for 1997. 

The Board yet again (with the exception of last year) 
was faced with a short crop with the 1997 sultana harvest 
estimated at around 23,000 tonnes, the lowest since 
1927. 

Such a small tonnage has indeed serious 
implications, none more so than for Australia 's reputation 
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as a consistent supplier of an adequate tonnage because 
many overseas buyers traditionally sourced their sultana 
requirements from Australia. 

After short crop years in 1994 and 1995, 1996 
plentiful supply was welcomed but short lived. 

Fortuitously at March 1, 1997 around 8,400 tonnes of 
1996 export orders were unshipped which together with 
the 7,000 tonnes available for export out of 1997 crop 
will allow shipments to buyers in the 1997 marketing year 
to be around the same quantities shipped in 1994 and 
1995. Unsold 1996 fruit of around 8,600 tonnes will be 
sold domestically. 

World prices in recent months have been firming in 
all markets, principally on account of a short 1996 
Turkish crop (due to rain) and also in the United States 
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where wine diversion and increased grape juice 
concentrate production have impacted on TSR supply. 

With this background and the record low 1997 
season sultana crop, the Board has determined opening 

prices at a maximum level exceeding what was 
recommended by exporters by at least $50 per tonne. 

Sultana prices are 18% above last season and 
around $400 per tonne above Turkey. 

The following table sets out shipments in the last three marketing years with projections for 1997, by major market: 

SALES BY MARKETING YEAR 
1994 1995 1996 Est. 1997'" 

Germany 5,490 4,840 10,363 2,481 
United Kingdom/France 5,073 2,816 3,208 3,310 
Other Europe 854 1,467 1,620 558 
Canada 1,549 1,530 6,113 6,234 
New Zealand 2,404 1,983 2,416 2,047 
Japan 681 641 1,059 801 
Other Markets 1,353 781 921 433 

17,404 14,047 25,700 15,864 

* Unshipped Orders at March 1, 1997 plus allocation of 1997 season fruit assuming full allocation taken up. 

Currants 
With a projected 1997 crop of 2,300 tonnes, 

exporters are free to sell in domestic/export markets as 
they wish as the Board/ADFA has an 'open ' allocation. 
Raisins 

The estimated crop for 1997 is 1 ,500 tonnes seeded 
weight and as for currants, exporters are free to offer to 
any market, as no allocations have been set by the 
ADFA/ADFB. 

Promotions 
The Board has set aside $250,000 in its preliminary 

budget for export promotion activities recognising the 
need to maintain a market presence, where sultana 
supplies are limited and at a premium price. Promotion 
programs submitted by overseas agents have to be 
approved by the Board. 

TRACTOR SAFETY -IMPORTANT FOR YOU, YOUR WORKERS 
AND YOUR FAMILY 

Statistics show that the deadliest piece of machinery 
on a farm is a tractor without rollover protection (ROP). 

A tractor can rollover at any time, doing any work, 
from tricky jobs on sloping land to routine jobs on flat 
land. 

In just the past 10 years, 44 Victorian farmers have 
died because of tractors without a ROP. 

And hundreds of other farmers lives - and those of 
their families - have been ruined by body crushing 
injuries when tractors rolled over on them. 

That's why the sooner you fit your ROP, the safer 
you, your family and your workers will be. 

The Victorian WorkCover Authority is offering 
$1 million in subsidies to Victorian farmers who have 
ROP fitted before the end of 1997. 

If you fit your tractor with a ROP between now and 
the end of the year, you can get $150 from WorkCover. 

To benefit from this special offer, you will have to 
complete a WorkCover ROP subsidy application. Your 
local WorkCover office will be able to supply a copy of 
the application. The telephone number to ring is (03) 
5021 4001. 
Do I have to fit rollover protection? 

Yes, for your own, your workers, and for your family's 
safety. And, if a WorkCover inspector believes there is 
any risk of your tractor overturning, you may not be 
permitted to use your tractor until it has (ROP). 
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Who can install a ROP? 
• A member of the VACC Farm Machinery Dealers' 

Association. 
• A qualified engineer or mechanic. 

If these options are not available, the tractor owner 
may install a ROP in accordance with the manufacturer's 
recommendations. But if a ROP is not fitted correctly, it 
may be of no use if a rollover occurs. In addition, if an 
injury results, you may not be covered by your public risk 
insurance or your personal accident insurance. Public 
risk and product liability insurance provided by the ROP 
manufacturer under warranty may also not apply. 
How do I know which is the best ROP? 

All ROPs must comply to Australian Standard 1636 
or its equivalent. This standard is marked and identified 
on the ROP frame. 
Is the subsidy available for all tractors? 

No. Only for tractors manufactured before 1981 . 
From 1981 all tractors are required by law to have a 
ROP or simi lar strength cabin installed at the time of 
manufacture. 
Who can apply for the subsidy? 

Anyone, wherever they live, who installs a ROP on a 
(pre-1981) tractor used in Victoria . 
For how long is the subsidy available? 

From April 1 to December 31 1997 - or until the 
$1 million runs out. 
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ADFA PROPOSES DRIED FRUIT REFORMS 

The Board of Management of the Australian Dried 
Fruits Association has agreed in principle to recommend 
fundamental reform of the dried fruit industry. 

Chairman of the ADFA Board of Management, Mr 
Peter Macintosh, said that the Board had reached a 
strong consensus of the benefits to growers of complete 
reform of industry arrangements and structures. 

"Equalisation of returns is the key issue, said Mr 
Macintosh. 

"The ADFA Board is of the view that equalisation is 
not sustainable and is an impediment to the development 
of alternative commercial arrangements like contracts 
between producers and processors. 

"Accordingly we propose to recommend the 
termination of equalisation of returns. 

"With the discontinuation of equalisation it is difficult 
to see any future role for the State Dried Fruits Boards 
and the Australian Dried Fruits Board, and the ADFA 
Board will recommend that they be wound-up. "Before 
confirming this view as formal recommendations to the 
ADFA Federal Council we must undertake some due 
diligence investigations. 

"It is our view that deregulation plus the huge change 
in economic forces within the dried fruit producing 
regions, particularly the highly attractive alternative uses 
for land, water and labour, will promote a competitive 
environment of greater benefit to growers than our 
structured approach of the past. 

"However we need to develop understandings with 
government and develop alternative industry structures 
to cost effectively tackle those issues which are still best 
addressed on a whole of industry basis. 

"The ADFA is not immune from the reform process 
and we are looking at a revised structure and new rules, 
along with a continuing commitment to serve dried fruit 
growers. 

"While the ADFA Board has agreed in principle upon 
its vision for the future, there is a great deal of detail to 
be worked through. 

"Accordingly, the ADFA Federal Council meeting 
scheduled for early June is to be deferred to July so as to 
allow the detail of our proposals to be properly prepared 
and presented to growers," said Mr Macintosh. 

REFORM OF THE AUSTRALIAN DRIED FRUITS INDUSTRY 
A Position Paper by the ADFA Board of Management 

Background 
The in-principle decisions reached by the Board of 

Management: 
• Are not yet final recommendations as there needs to 

be a great deal of work undertaken on detail. 
• Are provided as a basis for the direction on which 

those background investigations should proceed. 
• Will form the basis of recommendations to Federal 

Council which has the final decision on ADFA policy. 
Federal Council has been deferred to July 23 and 24 

to allow adequate consultation with all interested parties. 
Weighing heavily in the position reached by the 

Board of Management were: 
• A consensus that the production of dried sultanas 

would be significantly lower than in the past (an 
average production of 35,000 tonnes per annum), 
and the production of currants and raisins and all 
dried tree fruits would see these varieties remaining 
at or less than the level needed to meet domestic 
requirements. 

• Existing structure and arrangements had served the 
industry well in the past, but there had been 
fundamental changes which question their relevance 
to the future. 

• Growers are dissatisfied with the present level of 
return and are seeking better returns, or more will 
exit from dried fruit production. 

• Governments are also seeking reform, with the 
ADFB to be reviewed in 1998 and the State Boards 
in either the balance of this year or in 1998. 

• There is a need by industry to improve consistency 
of supply so as to maintain profitable market outlets. 

• Growers are now less concerned with total equality 
as they are experienced in dealing in other products 

May 1997 - Australian Dried Fruits Association News 

(citrus, winegrapes, tablegrapes etc.) where different 
values are returned from different outlets under 
different market conditions. As a result the majority 
of growers would prefer a more predictable 
commercially driven price for their fruit rather than a 
regulated environment which is more concerned with 
orderly marketing and equity. 

Equalisation of Returns 
The equalisation of returns is undoubtedly the key 

issue. 
Factors considered by the Board of Management 

include: 
1. Equalisation is not sustainable, due to: 

• Internal pressures. 
• External scrutiny. 

2. Equalisation is no longer essential. Equalisation was 
introduced to protect growers from market failure in 
an environment where: 
• Government induced over-production forced 

down returns to growers. 
• There was an excessive number of processors, 

each with limited market power. 
• Dried fruit was sold as a commodity with little 

direct contact between end user and processor. 
• Little scope for growers to diversify to 

alternative crops. 
• Inferior communications which allowed middle

men to take advantage of growers lack of 
knowledge of market conditions. 

3. In essence dried fruits was a production driven 
industry where it was better for growers to participate 
in a "pool", sharing good and bad returns, rather than 
operate in a competitive environment where no party 
had sufficient scale, market advantage or other 

Page 5 



influence to prevent the devastating impact of weak 
selling and exploitation by merchants. 

4. The present environment is vastly different with all of 
the above negative influences either being totally 
removed , or significantly moderated. 

5. Equalisation is an impediment to the development of 
alternative commercial arrangements between 
producers and processors. 

6. It is well known that loyalty incentives have not been 
capable of being implemented where: 
• There is a commitment to take all fruit dried. 
• There is great uncertainty as to final value, as 

arises where all proceeds from an unlimited 
tonnage is pooled. 

7. In the absence of equalisation, it would be expected 
that processors would seek to match intake to market 
demands through: 
• Contracts with processors. (Many different 

forms of contract are possible e.g. fixed 
tonnage, acreage based, minimum price plus 
margin to market, fixed price). 

• Providing better target incentives for the 
production of fruit with the characteristics 
desired either by the market generally or by 
significant large volume customers. 

8. Equalisation does not necessarily lead to an 
equilibrium of supply and demand forces: 
• Processors act as contract packers earning their 

profit on turnover rather than matching intake to 
profitable market outlets. 

• Processors do not share any of the costs of 
overproduction. 

• Production in excess of profitable market outlets 
is not identified to growers. 

9. Risks associated with the removal of equalisation are 
overstated. The conditions of the 1990's are far 
different from those of the 1920's. In particular weak 
selling is less likely to occur where: 
• Growers have alternative uses for land and 

water, and will continue to move to other crops 
if their expectations as to returns are not met. 

• There is a mature market environment 
dominated by two large sellers, with it not being 
in the best interests of any party to trigger a 
price war. 

• Future production levels will allow marketers to 
concentrate on servicing the more profitable 
market sectors, with the need to call upon 
markets of last resort being a rare occurrence. 

10. Fears that existing processors and marketers will 
move to the handling of imported fruit , to the 
exclusion of Australian production, are overstated as: 
• Processors have significant investment in 

facilities to receive and process Austral ian dried 
fruit. 

• Marketers have an advantage in dealing in 
Australian fruit. To move to imported fruit will 
place them in direct competition with other 
suppliers of imported fruit, with buyers of 
imported fruit being usually extremely price 
conscious, i.e. a cutthroat market devoid of 
loyalty and routine premiums. 

• The present regulatory structure does not 
prevent dealing in imports. 
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State Dried Fruit Boards 
Issues considered in regard to the State Boards 

include: 
1. The principle reasons for the formation of the State 

Boards no longer apply: 
• Export quotas. 
• Registration of processors to restrict the number 

of participants in this sector. 
2. Supporters of the State Boards place great reliance 

upon other functions, but these do not necessarily 
pass scrutiny: 
• Receival grades will be less important where 

there is no equalisation to distribute returns from 
a single pool. Processors will be free to 
purchase the volumes and quality of fruit that 
they require, with remuneration to include not 
only the appearance of the fruit, but possibly 
also inherent characteristics including its ease of 
processing. 

• Regulation of minimum standards for packout 
on the domestic market are significantly less 
relevant than in the past. The majority of fruit is 
destined for individual clients that have their 
own requirements, whether as an ingredient in a 
manufactured product or in a retail packet. For 
the small volumes of fruit that are sold as a 
commodity, processors will be able to develop 
their own minimum quality standards consistent 
with their QA arrangements. 

• Registration of processors to m1mmum 
operating standards are no longer relevant. 
There is evidence to suggest that the standards 
required by State Health Acts would be higher 
than those presently enforced by the State 
Boards. 

• Ancillary activities such as rack, retail, and 
dehydrator inspection are all of little value. 

3. Activities such as residue monitoring and 
management should be continued but there is no 
necessity for State Board involvement: 
• The present chemical residue management 

program has no statutory basis. 
• The present program can be continued as an 

industry code of practice under the supervision 
of either the ADFA or some other agreed 
structure. 

• With the expectation of reduced production, the 
per tonne cost of the Boards must increase. 

4. Activities such as the collection of statistics are 
worthwhile, but cannot justify the overheads 
involved. 

5. The benefits derived from State Boards have 
declined dramatically over the last few years, 
particularly with the loss of their discretion to decline 
registration of a new processor. However the cost of 
operation of the Boards has not fallen in line with the 
reduced benefits: 
• The cost of administration of the three Eastern 

State Boards has risen in each of the last three 
years (the only cost-cutting done has occurred 
in the area of projects undertaken). 

• With the expectation of reduced production, the 
per tonne cost of the Boards must increase. 

• The NSW and SA Boards have low levels of 
reserves insufficient to meet even one year's 
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cost of operation. Accordingly if these Boards 
are to remain in existence they will need to seek 
a higher level of industry contribution. 

6. The Victorian Dried Fruits Board has substantial 
reserves. Preliminary indications from the Victorian 
Government suggest that it should be possible to 
retain these reserves in some sort of trust fund for 
ongoing use for industry purposes. The strong point 
here is that the reserves solely exist as a result of 
grower contributions. 

Australian Dried Fruits Board 
Consideration of the future of the ADFB is a difficult 

issue because there is recognition of the premiums that 
Australian fruit receives over international competition, 
and the value this Board has been to the industry in the 
past. 

However any judgement about the future operations 
of the ADFB must be made against the expectation of 
lower production which is likely to see some 10,000 to 
15,000 tonnes of exports per annum. 

There is severe doubts as to whether the industry 
requires, and whether Government would support the 
retention of, a Board to supervise this low level of export 
sales. 

It is also recognised that much of the premium 
available to Australian dried fruit exports derive from the 
characteristics of the fruit, not solely from the activities of 
the ADFB. 

There is a further issue as to what functions the 
ADFB would carry out. 

The functions of export pricing, allocations to 
markets, approval of agents, single desk operations, and 
export equalisation are all seen as being inconsistent 
with the removal of equalisation. 

In some cases the exporter will be the owner of the 
fruit having purchased it for an agreed price from the 
grower. In such circumstances it would be inappropriate 
for the ADFB to determine to whom and for how much 
such fruit should be sold. 

It would also be inappropriate to force statutory 
equalisation as this would run counter to the proposition 
that processors should seek to manage their intake to 
match profitable market outlets (e.g. consider the 
injustice of an exporter with a long term profitable 
contract being forced to equalise with an opportunistic 
exporter who received additional fruit so as to reduce its 
own operating overheads but with the knowledge that 
there were no profitable outlets and relying on 
equalisation so as to receive a share of the profitable 
sectors operated by others) . 

With a reduced volume of export, targeted to niche 
markets, there will be less reliance on promotion of 
Australian fruit as a commodity, and accordingly 
promotion will be best handled by exporters. 

The collection of statistics, and the organisation and 
representation of Australia at forums such as the 
International Raisin Conference are worthwhile functions, 
but do not justify the overheads involved. 

As with the Victorian Dried Fruits Board, there would 
appear to be an opportunity to reach an arrangement 
with Government for existing reserves to be transferred 
to an appropriate trust for expenditure on agreed 
functions (including some limited promotion and 
representation of industry in international forums, etc) . 
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The recent cost of administration of the ADFB, not 
including promotional expenditure has been in the order 
of $500,000 per annum. Even with a projected $90,000 
reduction in expenditure in 1997/98, the reduced tonnage 
likely to be directed to export does not warrant the 
continuation of this cost. 
Alternative Structures 

The Board of Management has not ruled out the 
option of a single statutory board to hold reserve powers 
(e.g. in regard to minimal receival standards, receival 
appeals, minimum packout standards) and to undertake 
ancillary functions such as the collection of statistics and 
international representation. 

Such a vehicle wou ld need to be cost-effective, 
operate at minimal cost, and provide minimal 
interference with competitive commercial practices. 

While understanding the concerns that some 
statutory authority should be retained, the Board of 
Management has not identified any functions that 
warrant retention of a statutory board that do not conflict 
with the market driven environment envisaged as 
following the removal of equalisation. 

The present proposal for a peak body comprising 
representation from three or four of the State Boards 
appears to be flawed: 
• It does not appear to encompass export operations. 
• By encompassing representation from the State 

Boards it does not indicate how the cost of these 
structures is to be reduced. 

ADFA 
The ADFA to be refocussed and restructured. 
Reorganisation of the ADFA will be necessary: 

• As part of the improved cost effectiveness expected 
throughout the industry. 

• As a consequence of a reduced involvement in such 
issues as pricing, equalisation, and general market 
overview; receival and grading; and monitoring of 
the activities of the ADFB and State Boards. 
The ADFA presently has a three-tier structure 

comprising: 
• National level (Federal Council/Board of 

ManagemenUExecutive Staff). 
• State and District Councils. 
• Branches. 

Under the proposed new structure, the ADFA would 
become two-tier. The elimination of State and District 
Councils will see Branches directly interacting with the 
national level. 

The declining dried fruit production and improved 
communications should not see any loss of member 
input through the removal of the State/District Council 
tier. In particular, the Board of Management will 
convene such regional general meetings as are required 
to keep the industry informed. 

Linkages with other organisations such as the 
Mildura and District Harvest Labour Committee and the 
Riverland Horticultural Council will need to be examined. 

Other changes in the ADFA will necessarily reflect 
the scope and pace of changes in the rest of the industry. 

The ADFA will continue to take an interest in 
economic issues of general concern to the industry, farm 
management issues, and research priorities. 

The level of involvement of the ADFA on receival, 
processing, and marketing issues will depend upon the 
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level of co-operation forthcoming from the commercial 
sector. 

In the absence of a peak statutory body, the ADFA 
could be involved in a number of areas best handled on 
a whole of industry basis, including: 
• Residue management. 
• Receival and processing issues. 
• Market advisory. 
• Non-brand promotion (especially schools, media, 

and resources) . 
• Export promotion and international representation. 
• General industry representation . 
• Collection of statistics. 

Some of the above functions may be best tackled by 
industry codes of practice, whether voluntary or through 
some co-regulation mechanism. 

The ADFA may have a direct role on each of the 
above issues. Alternatively, the ADFA could act as 
sponsor and provide staffing for stand alone entities 
which would allow the commercial parties greater equity 
of input, e.g. a technical seNices arm to run agreed 
receival, processing, and residue management functions. 

The ADFA will require new rules, with the major 
departures from the existing rules being: 

• Processors will be free to receive dried fruit on such 
terms as they see fit, whether as a contract packer or 
as a purchaser. 

• Final adjustmenUequalisation will not be required. 
• Conformation with ADFA prices will not be required. 
• Terms of remuneration for agents will not be 

specified. 
• The terms and condit ions of sale will not be 

specified. 
Recommendations to Industry 

The recommendations to be considered by the ADFA 
Federal Council will include: 
• Termination of equalisation of returns to allow the 

development of alternative commercial 
arrangements between producers and processors. 

• Abolition of the Australian Dried Fruits Board. 
• Abolition of the Dried Fruit Boards of Victoria, SA 

and WA, and the removal of dried vine fruits and 
dried tree fruits from the ambit of the NSW Dried 
Fruits Board. 

• Adoption by the ADFA of a new focus, structure, and 
rules. 
The actual wording of these recommendations and 

the proposed new rules will be provided after further 
investigation and consultation . 

ADFA CROP FORECAST CONTINUES IN 1997 
Recent changes in the Australian dried vine fruits 

industry have made the task of predicting the size of a 
seasons crop more difficult. 

In particular the diversion of large quantities of fruit 
to wineries and the grubbing of sultana vines have made 
the task almost impossible. 

During 1995 the ADFA's Board of Management 
agreed to commission the development of a scientifically 
based crop forecast procedure. This model would 
provide an indication of the size of the crop to the 
industry approximately two months before the haNest 
commences. This information would assist industry 
processors plan for door and progress payments to be 
made to growers and would assist marketers in the 
development of marketing plans for the coming year. 

Research from 1964 to 1970, by the CSIRO's Peter 
May, culminated in the 1971 report titled ' Forecasting 
the Yield of Wine Grapes'. 

The model developed by Peter May was modified to 
suit the needs of the dried vine fruits industry. This 
model has been used by the ADFA to provide a dried 
sultana crop forecast to the industry for the past two 
seasons. 

The final size of a grape crop is determined by the 
number and size of berries per vine. To obtain an 
estimate of the number and size of berries per vine from 
season to season the ADFA has brought together a 
group of 20 growers from around · Sunraysia to assist the 
process. 

The forecast method employs a three step process 
which commences in the first week of October when 
growers are able to determine the number of bunches 
per vine. This is followed up in early December when 
growers obtain data relating to the number of berries per 
bunch. 

At this stage the first crop estimate is possible. 
Using data relating to the average size of sultana berries 
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at haNest, the information gathered by the growers is 
extrapolated across the industry to provide an estimate 
of the total wet sultana crop. From this an estimate of 
the intake by wineries is deducted. The remaining fruit is 
assumed to be dried, and through the use of a range of 
drying ratios, the first crop estimate is derived. 

To obtain representative samples of the fruitfulness 
of vines from throughout the district, the technologies 
used by growers to produce dried vine fruits is broken 
into three categories. A comparison between the data 
gathered from the 1996 season and the data compiled 
for the 1997 season shows a dramatic reduction in the 
fruitfulness of vines from one season to the next. 

Low Vigour/Low Trellis Vines (5 growers) 
1996 1997 % Change 

Berries per Vine 20,198 3,591 -82.2 
BerryWeight(grams) 1.52 1.77 +16.0 
Wet Tonnes per Acre 14.43 3.41 -76.4 

High Vigour/Standard T-trellis (1 0 growers) 
1996 1997 %Change 

Berries per Vine 24,601 9,972 -59.5 
Berry Weight (grams) 1.70 1.89 +11 .2 
Wet Tonnes per Acre 19.28 8.39 -56.5 

High Vigour/Tall Trellis (Hanging Cane) (5 growers) 
1996 1997 % Change 

Berries per Vine 34,239 10,963 -68.0 
Berry Weight (grams) 1.58 2.09 32.3 
Wet Tonnes per Acre 25.54 10.69 -58.1 

For each of the three grape growing categories the 
forecast technique has proven (if we didn't already know 
it) that the 1997 crop was much smaller than the 1996 
crop. When the smaller yield per vine is combined with 
information regarding the area of sultanas removed from 
production during the past year, it is no wonder that the 
industry is 'staring down the (wine?) barrel' of a crop 
more than 50% smaller than last years. 
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SULTANA IMPORTS CONTINUE TO CLIMB ... 

Sultanas 
Australian imports of dried sultanas (used in 

competition with locally produced fruit by manufacturers 
and consumers) increased by 19.6% for 1996 compared 
to 1995. 

For the 12 months to the end of February 1996 
Australia imported 7,423 tonnes of sultanas. For the 
twelve month period to the end of February 1997, 
8,874 tonnes of sultanas had entered Australia. This is 
the first time that sultana imports have exceeded 8,000 
tonnes in one year. 

The graph below depicts the result. It shows that 
Australian imports of su ltanas have increased steadily 
this year over last year. 

The main reason for the increase in imports during 
1996 has been the relatively high price of Australian fruit 
versus imported fruit, particularly for supply to 
manufacturing users. 

In the place of Australian fruit low priced Turkish and 
Iranian fruit has been used. The average landed duty 
paid prices of sultanas entering Australia during 1996 has 
been $1.44 per kilogram. Fruit from Turkey has 
averaged $1.48/kg while fruit from Iran has averaged 
$1 .28/kg. This means that Turkish sultanas presently 
reach Australian wholesalers for $1 .68/kg and Iranian 
fruit for $1 .48/kg. 

These prices also represent decreases on the landed 
duty paid prices recorded during 1995 of $1 .58/kg for 
Turkey and $1.37/kg for Iran. 

Tariffs on dried vine fru its entering Australia are 
presently 5%. The phase-down of duties applying to the 
import of dried fruits into Australia was completed on July 
1, 1996. All dried fruit regard less of variety and origin 
have a nominal rate of 5% applied against it. This level 
of duty does not provide any meaningful protection for 
the Australian industry. It is this progressive reduction in 
import duties which has encouraged higher imports and 
put downward pressure on prices in the domestic market. 

WHILE APRICOT IMPORTS FALL!! 

Apricots 
While sultana imports have increased, apricot 

imports have recorded a significant decline. In 1994, 
Australia imported 4,810 tonnes of apricots followed by 
4,833 tonnes in 1995. For the twelve months to the end 
of February 1997, Australia imported only 3,168 tonnes. 

This represents a decrease from 1995 import levels 
of 34.5%. The decreased level of imports compared to 
previous years has been brought about by a reduction in 
the price of Australian fruit which in turn was brought 

about by the competition from large amounts of cheap 
imported fruit. 

Of the 3,168 tonnes imported this year, 2, 759 tonnes 
came from Turkey. 

The graph below depicts the total apricots imported 
this year and last. 

The average landed duty paid price of the Turkish 
apricots is $2.97/kg which means that they will reach 
Australia wholesalers for about $3.17/kg . 
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FURROW IRRIGATION TO KEEP FERTILISER WHERE 
THE VINE ROOTS CAN FIND IT. 

By P.O. McClure 
A Dried Fruits Research and Development Council funded project 

This article explains how simple vineyard procedures 
can reduce the loss of nitrogen fertiliser from the grapevine 
rootzone in furrow inigated vineyards. A simple test is 
described that gives inigators an indication of whether 
nitrogen fertiliser is being lost to the drains. 

Many furrow inigators in Sunraysia lose most of their 
nitrogen fertiliser from the vine rootzone through leaching. 
This usually occurs with long inigations (greater than 1 0 -
12 hrs), when more water is applied to the vines than is 
needed. As a result perched water tables develop and often 
rise close to the surface. The high watertables saturate 
most of the rootzone and vine bank and dissolve soil 
nutrients, including nitrogen as urea or nitrate. After the 
inigation the watertable drains below the rootzone. It takes 
the soluble nitrogen out of reach of the roots and it is 
effectively lost. 
HOW YOU CAN PREVENT NITRATE FERTILISER 
LOSSES IN YOUR VINEYARD. 

The key to preventing losses of vffal soluble nutrients 
past the rootzone is to manage your irrigation water. 

Reducing fertiliser loss is simple and most furrow 
inigators can achieve this by making only minor changes to 
their current practices. 
Here are two simple procedures to prevent nitrogen 
loss. 
1. Placement of nitrogen fertiliser 

Two consequences of the lighter inigations are that you 
will probably need to inigate more frequently and there may 
be a build up of harmful salts (sodium and chloride) at the 
fringe of the wetted areas. 
• Cultivate the soil as you normally would before making 

.the furrows. 
• Spread the fertiliser (a standard fertiliser spreader will 

do). You will need to adjust your fertiliser spreader so 
that the fertiliser is confined to the broad band of soil that 
will be disturbed during furrow making (Diagram 1). 

Diagram 1. 
Fertiliser broadcast in a wide band on the soil that 
will be disturbed during furrow making. 

• Make your furrows. This will mix the fertiliser with the 
soil and move it to the sides of the newly made furrow(s) 
(Diagram 2). This reduces the loss of fertiliser in two 
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ways. Firstly, mixing the fertiliser into the soil will 
prevent it from being lost to the air (volati lisation) and 
secondly, removing the fertiliser from the furrow bed will 
remove it from a zone of high leaching. (Dale and 
McClure, 1995 ) . 

Diagram 2. 
Furrow making incorpates fertiliser with soil and moves 
it to the sides of the furrow. 

Diagram 3. 
A light irrigation wets the soil and dissolves the 
fertiliser by seepage. No fertiliser is directly below the 
furrow where it can be leached. 

2. Irrigation following fertiliser application. 
• Apply an inigation that only wets the soil in the 

rootzone. In this way any nitrogen that is moved by 
water will stay around the roots and will be readily 
available to the vines (Diagram 3). 

• Use extra care, the aim is to try to apply an even 
inigation. This is easier to say than to do. Properties 
that have long rows, steep slopes and variable soil are 
difficult to inigate evenly. Do your best. We 
recommend primary I secondary flow inigation. The 
primary flow is a high flow of water down the furrows. 
Run the water as fast as you can without causing soil 
erosion. If you can get water to the end of the furrow in 
two hours you have done well. You might have to split 
your watering shifts into smaller sections so that you will 
have enough water to achieve the high flows needed at 
the start. Once the water reaches the end of the furrow 
change to the secondary flow by reducing the flow so 
that there is just a trickle at the end of the furrow. Keep 
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this low flow running for three (for sandy soil) to eight 
hours (for clay soil). 

• You can tell how successfully you irrigated by checking 
the drain flow. A drain can have an initial fast flow but 
the flow should reduce to no more than a trickle within a 
few hours. The drain can however trickle for as long as 
a week. After using this irrigation method, 
measurements showed that only 1 to 2% of the water 
applied was lost to the drains. 

WHAT HAPPENS TO THE NITROGEN FERTILISER? 
The irrigation procedure described, applies less water 

than traditional furrow irrigation and if you get it right, the 
fertiliser will move through the soil toward the vine bank by 
seepage instead of being leached into the drain. The vine 
bank may not get wet and certainly does not become 
saturated. This is a good sign. This form of efficient 
irrigation needs to be maintained for as long as possible so 
that easily leached nutrients (nitrate, urea) remain in the 
rootzone. Experiments in Sunraysia vineyards indicate that 
the nitrogen fertiliser can be retained in the rootzone for a 
long time if you follow the procedures described above (eg. 
196 ppm nitrate was recorded shortly after application of 
fertiliser. Seven weeks later 61 ppm still remained in the 
rootzone). 

Two consequences of the lighter irrigations are that you 
will probably need to irrigate more frequently and there may 
be a build up of harmful salts (sodium and chloride) at the 
fringe of the wetted areas. 

To remove accumulated salts carry out at least one 
leaching irrigation per year. Choosing the time for this 
heavy irrigation is a compromise between losing valuable 
nutrients, (nitrate, if any remains) and the possibility of 
inducing chlorosis through waterlogging the soil. As an 
interim recommendation, irrigate lightly until just before 
veraison (berry softening) then apply heavier leaching 
irrigations until harvest. 

A number of factors affect nitrate retention in the soil 
such as heavy rain, how well you irrigate and how much 
fertiliser is applied. A single yearly application of 60 kg of 
nitrogen per hectare to trials in Sunraysia has so far resulted 
in good retention of nitrogen in the rootzone. 

A SIMPLE TEST TO INDICATE NITRATE LOSS IN 
DRAIN WATER. 

Nitrate loss can be monitored by taking samples from 
your drain throughout the season and testing the water with 
inexpensive (50 ¢ a test) and simple-to-use, nitrate test 
strips. These test strips change colour in proportion to the 
nitrate concentration in the water. So if you have a high 
drain flow (above 1/4 drain pipe) and a high nitrate reading 
(above 100 ppm) you are losing valuable fertiliser. If the 
flow in the drain is low then irrespective of nitrate 
concentration your losses will be low. 

If soil fertility is good then expect to always find some 
nitrate in your drainage water because nitrate is easily 
leached. Often nitrate levels in the drains will be higher 
after fertiliser application, especially if nitrate forms of 
fertiliser are used. Over time, all nitrogenous fertilisers 
(ammonium, urea) will be converted to nitrate but until this 
occurs, nitrate from these fertilisers will not be detected in 
the drain. 

It is important to note that nitrate concentration on its 
own does not determine the level of loss. Loss is the 
product of drain flow, its duration and nitrate concentration. 
Methods for estimating the amount of nitrate loss will be the 
subject explained in a future article of ADFA News. 

Some growers have tried this new fertiliser placement 
and irrigation approach over the last two seasons and have 
had encouraging results. The water used each year has 
been reduced, nitrogen fertiliser loss was drastically reduced 
and they were very satisfied with yields. These results were 
from sultana vines on both own roots and on Ramsey 
rootstock. 

REMEMBER: Look after your irrigation and your 
nitrogen fertiliser will look after itself. 

If you wish to know more about the issues discussed in 
this article contact: Paul McClure at the Sunraysia 
Horticultural Centre. Phone: (03) 5051 4500. 

REFERENCES 
Dale M.O. and McClure P.D.; 1995, "Monitoring nitrate in 
the soil solution of irrigated Mallee soils." In "Nutrient 
Management in Irrigated Agriculture." Workshop 
proceedings 6/95. Echuca, Victoria. 

IRRIGATION MANAGEMENT COURSES CONTINUE 

The Sunraysia Salinity Management Plan is now 
seeking registrations for 1997 Irrigation Management 
Courses. 

The two day course is sponsored by the Sunraysia 
Salinity Management Plan and is run by the Sunraysia 
Institute of TAFE. Attendance is free of charge to 
irrigators in the pumped irrigation districts of Robinvale, 
Red Cliffs, the First Mildura Irrigation Trust, and Merbein. 

Over 900 irrigators have attended the course in the 
past four years. The Sunraysia Salinity Management 
Plan expects the Course's 1 ,OOOth participant to enrol in 
the July 21 Course. The irrigator who is lucky enough to 
be the 1 ,OOOth participant will receive a free Property 
Management Plan and soil survey for their property. The 
Property Management Plan also includes an aerial 
photograph of the irrigator's property. 

The first Course commenced on May 8, with other 
dates planned for the rest of the year. Irrigators 
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interested in obtaining more information about the 
Course, or to enrol , should contact Sue Lucas or Ann 
Holden at the Sunraysia Horticultural Centre on (03) 
5051 4500 to reserve a place. 
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VITICULTURE STATISTICS - SEASON 1996 

The ADFA recently received a copy of the Australian 
Bureau of Statistics (ABS) Viticulture Survey. The 1996 
survey provides information on 13 red grape varieties 
and 20 white grape varieties for the 1996 harvest. 

All of the graphs presented below have been 
prepared using ABS data and ADFA/ADFB data where 
necessary. The statistical data available, accompanied 
by a brief analysis, is presented by variety. 
Currants 

The ADFA again sought the division of the Currant 
(including Carina) category to allow the industry to gain a 
better understanding of the area of Carinas planted 
versus the area of Zante vines planted. 

The two tables below show that Carina currants 
represent one quarter of total currant plantings, with total 
plantings of 326 hectares. Other varieties of currants 
have plantings of 935 hectares. 

Not surprisingly, the majority of currant plantings are 
in the Sunraysia region (61 0 hectares}, while significant 
plantings are also in the Riverland (398 hectares) and in 
the Swan/Chittering region of Western Australia (197 
hectares) . 

While there may be total plantings of Carina currants 
of 326 hectares, only 262 hectares were bearing fruit in 
1996. A total of 64 hectares were not bearing at the 
1996 harvest. 

A summary of the information gathered is as follows: 
Table 1 

Carina - Area of Vines at 1996 Harvest 

DISTRICT BEARING NOT YET TOTAL 
BEARING 

(hectares) (hectares) (hectares) 
Wentworth (NSW) 25 8 33 
Mildura (Vic) 142 32 174 
Swan Hill (Vic) 20 9 29 
Barmera (SA) 16 4 20 
Berri (SA) 9 2 11 
Loxton (SA) 11 5 16 
Renmark (SA) 15 15 
Swan (WA) 4 4 
Chittering (WA) _1 _1 ___2 
Total Carina # 262 64 326 

# Is not equal to the sum of the districts because some districts have 
been excluded. 
Table 2 

Other Currants - Area of Vines at 1996 Harvest 

DISTRICT BEARING NOT YET TOTAL 
BEARING 

(hectares) (hectares) (hectares) 
Wentworth (NSW) 68 3 71 
Mildura (Vic) 325 7 332 
Barmera (SA) 64 3 67 
Berri (SA) 43 2 45 
Loxton (SA) 43 3 46 
Renmark (SA) 65 65 
Swan (WA) 69 69 
Chittering (WA) 1.1§ _§ 122 
Total Other Currants 847 27 874 

# Is not equal to the sum of the districts because some districts have 
been excluded. 
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Area Planted 
The points to note from the data gathered on bearing 

area planted includes: 
• there was 1,109 bearing hectares of Currant 

producing varieties at the 1996 harvest; 
• this consisted of 262 hectares of Carinas; and 
• 84 7 hectares of Other Currants. 

Data related to the area of vines not yet bearing 
revealed the following : 
• 91 hectares of Currants are yet to come into 

production. 
• this was made up of 64 hectares of Carinas and 27 

hectares of Other Currant varieties. 
Total planted area of these two varieties is as follows: 
• 326 hectares is planted to Carinas, comprising 

27.2% of total plantings; 
• 874 hectares is planted to Other Currant varieties, or 

72.8% of total plantings. 
• total planted area of the two categories combined is 

1 ,200 hectares. 

Fruit Destination 
In terms of the uses for the fruit, the survey provided 

the following information from the 1996 harvest. 
• 3,631 tonnes of fru it was delivered for winemaking , 

comprising 19% of total production; 
• 15,734 tonnes was used for the production of dried 

fruit (representing 81 % of total production). 

Production Potential 
Production potential has been measured by 

multiplying the total area of plantings of grapes for the 
production of currants by an estimated yield per hectare. 
This will provide the industry with an estimate of a 
Currant crop given good growing conditions and no fruit 
diversion to wineries. 

Maximum and Minimum Scenarios 

Variety Area 
(ha) 

Carina 325 
Other Currants 897 
Total Estimated Production 

Yield per Hectare 
(tonnes dried) 

Max. Min. 

7.4 4.9 
4.9 1.2 

Production 
(tonnes) 

Max. Min. 

2,405 1,593 
4,395 1,076 
6,800 2,669 

The maximum crop is 6,800 tonnes, given yields of 
7.4 tonnes per hectare (3 tonnes per acre) for Carinas 
and 4.9 tonnes per hectare (2 tonnes per acre) for Other 
Currants. 

To provide an estimate of the size of a smaller crop, 
total plantings were multiplied by an estimate of yields 
per hectare (assumed to be 4.9 tonnes for Carina and 
1.2 tonnes for Other Currants) . This produced a crop 
estimate of 2,669 tonnes. Neither estimate makes an 
allowance for fruit diverted to wineries (3 ,691 wet tonnes 
in 1996). 

Plantings 
Graph 1 below shows how plantings of currants have 

increased in the last three years. 
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Graph 1 
Currants 
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Plantings of currants decreased in 1996 by 203 acres 
compared to 1995. Plantings decreased by 24 7 acres in 
the previous year. The variability that the Australian 
industry experiences in tonnes produced of this variety 
continued into 1996. 

Graph 2 shows clearly that of the currants produced 
in Australia the majority of them are used for drying. As 
can be seen however an increased proportion is being 
diverted to the wine industry. 
Graph 2 

Currant (incl. Carina) Usage 
25,000 

20,000 

1\ ~: 
' 

w , 
15,000 

~ 10,000 -

'·""' 
- - ------d -----==~ ~ -~-· 

199l 1994 199~ 1996 

Sultanas 
Graph 3 provides a summary of the total Australia

wide production of Sultanas (wet tonnes) and the bearing 
area that provided for this production. 
Graph 3 
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Bearing area fell by 1,228 acres compared to 1995. 
1996 production rose dramatically from 242,773 wet 
tonnes in 1995 to 389,685 wet tonnes in 1996. This 
represents an increase of 61%. 

Graph 4 provides more industry specific information, 
as it contrasts the bearing area of Sultanas with the dried 
tonnage of this variety. 

The decrease in the area of bearing Sultanas was 
not reflected in the size of the Sultana crop in 1996, as 
the dried fruit industry's intake rose from 32,000 dried 
tonnes in 1995 to 61,855 dried tonnes in 1996. 
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Graph 5 provides data of the three categories the 
ABS survey divides the usage of Sultanas into: wine 
making, drying, and table and other. It shows that the 
quantity of Sultanas committed to drying in 1996 season 
was greater than 1995, when the lowest quantity of fruit 
by percentage ever was committed to the drying 
industry. 
Graph 5 
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On the other hand the quantity committed to the wine 
industry was the largest it has ever been at 145,111 
tonnes delivered. 93,813 tonnes of Sultanas were 
delivered to wineries during the 1995 season throughout 
Australia. 126,904 tonnes were delivered during 1994. 

Graph 6 shows a similar picture for the bearing area 
and total production of Sultanas in Sunraysia (excluding 
Robinvale) . 
Graph 6 
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As can be seen the bearing area peaked in 1994 at 
28,085 acres and has fallen to 24,928 acres in 1996. In 
that time production of wet Sultanas peaked in 1992 at 
310,485 tonnes and fell to 173,803 tonnes in 1995. 
288,633 tonnes were produced in 1996. According to 
this information the average yield of Sultanas in 
Sunraysia for 1992 was 11 .85 wet tonnes per acre while 
in 1995 it was 6. 72 wet tonnes to the acre. 1996 yielded 
11.58 wet tonnes to the acre. 
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Raisins 
Because the ABS compiles detailed varietal statistics 

it is possible to present bearing area data for both 
Muscat Gordo Blanco and Waltham Cross grape 
varieties. This can in turn be compared to the ADFA's 
production figures for dried raisins. 
Graph 7 Muscat Gordo Blanco and Waltham Cross 
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Graph 7 shows that both Walthams and Gordos have 
experienced a decline in plantings over the period 1987 
to 1996. 1996 witnessed a 240 acre decrease in 
plantings of Gordos and a decrease of 119 acres in 
Walthams. The level of plantings seem unrelated to the 
level of raisin production, which varies widely from 
season to season for a myriad of reasons. 
Graph 8 Muscat Gordo Blanco Usage 
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This graph shows that the vast majority of Gordos 
harvested are directed to wine making. The quantity of 
this variety committed to drying increased to 67,120 
t<:mnes in 1996 from 60,445 tonnes in 1995. 

Graph 9 below shows the uses to which Waltham 
Cross grapes are put. 
Graph 9 Waltham Cross Usage 
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The quantity of Walthams committed to drying in the 
1996 season fell slightly compared to 1995. The wine 
industry's intake of this variety increased to 4,569 
tonnes, from 3,100 tonnes in 1995. 
New Plantings 

The ABS Viticulture Survey also provides 
information on the area of vines planted, but which are 
not yet bearing fruit, i.e. new plantings. 
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Graph 10 Area of Vines Not Yet Bearing 
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The 1996 survey confirmed what most grape growers 
and those involved in the Viticulture industry are already 
fully aware of. New plantings of Chardonnay, and wine 
grapes in general, are occurring in great quantities. The 
area of Chardonnay vines not yet bearing increased 
from 2, 775 acres in 1993 to 4, 7 44 in 1994 to 8,256 acres 
in 1995 and to 10,156 acres in 1996. This area 
represents an enormous potential increase in the 
production of this variety. 

The area of Shiraz vines not yet bearing also 
increased dramatically, although not to the same degree 
as Chardonnay, moving from 2, 701 acres in 1994, to 
5,748 acres in 1995, and finally to 8,641 acres in 1996. 

The area of Sultanas not yet bearing decreased by 
101 acres from 1,475 acres to 1,374 acres and it still 
remains the fourth most favoured variety for new 
plantings. 

In terms of new plantings of other drying varieties 
graph 11 shows that, as detailed earlier, the area of 
Currants not yet bearing is increasing slightly. 
Graph 11 Area of Vines for Drying Not Yet Bearing 
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The graph also shows that there has been a 
significant increase in the area of Sultana vines not yet 
bearing along with a continued increase in the area of 
Gordo vines not yet bearing. 

Against this the area of currants not yet bearing has 
started to decline after three seasons of increases while 
the area of Waltham cross vines not yet bearing remains 
fairly static. 
Australia's Five Major Grape Varieties 

This analysis was carried over from 1983 where it 
was undertaken to determine if Sultana is still Australia's 
leading grape variety in terms of production. Graph 12 
clearly confirms that it still is. 

The statistics regarding the other varieties surveyed 
does provide some interesting data. In 1984 the five 
most significant Australian grape varieties were: 1. 
Sultana, 2. Muscat Gordo Blanco, 3. Shiraz, 4. Riesling, 
and 5. Grenache. 
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In 1988 the top five were: 1. Sultana, 2. Muscat 
Gordo Blanco, 3. Shiraz, 4. Semillon, and 5. Riesling. 

Chardonnay output, although more than double its 
1984 output was still only 11th. 
Graph 12 Australia's Major Grape Varieties 
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Graph 12 presents data from the 1996 Viticulture 
Survey. It shows that Sultana clearly remains Australia's 
largest grape variety by tonnes produced. 

Chardonnay jumped from fourth in 1995 to second in 
1996. 

To make clearer the enormous increase in output 
experienced by Chardonnay from 1987 to 1996 it is 
presented as Graph 13. 
Graph 13 Chardonnay for Winery 
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The dramatic increase in the quantity of Chardonnay 
continued in 1996 after a downturn in 1995. In 1989 
production was 28,425, in 1994 it was 67,088 tonnes, in 
1996 it was 92,328 tonnes. 

In the space of five years production has doubled. 
Since 1984 production has increased ten fold. 

An examination of the intake by wineries of all grape 
varieties reveals that Sultana has been the largest 
variety used for the production of wine in the last four 
seasons. 

Prior to that Muscat Gordo Blanco had been the wine 
industry's most used variety for seven years from 1986 
to 1992. 

As can be seen in graph 14 the volume of Sultanas 
taken in by the wine industry increased dramatically in 
1994 when it moved to 126,904 tonnes. 

In 1993 the wine industry took in 76,010 tonnes and 
in 1995 93,813 tonnes. The 1995 intake may have been 
much larger except for the dramatically reduced crop 
experienced by this variety . 
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Graph 14 Australia's Major Wine Varieties 
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In 1984 the five leading varieties were: 1. Sultana, 
2. Gordo , 3. Shiraz, 4. Riesling and 5. Semillon. 

In 1989 the order had changed with : 1. Gordo, 
2. Sultana, 3. Shiraz, 4. Riesling , 5. Semillon. 

In 1996 the order was: 1. Sultana, 2. Chardonnay, 
3. Shiraz, 4. Cabernet Sauvignon, and 5. Muscat Gordo 
Blanco. 

Graph 15 shows the total quantity of white grapes 
harvested in Australia from 1987 to 1996. The 1996 
harvest reversed the downward trend in the total quantity 
harvested of white grapes. 
Graph 15 Total White Grapes Harvested 
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While the wine industry has increased its share of 
total tonnes used, the dried fruits industry lost a lot of 
fruit from the years 1993, 1994 and 1995. Part of this 
loss was recovered in 1996. 

The table grape industry seems to have maintained 
fairly stable tonnages. 

Graph 16 shows the total quantity of red grapes 
harvested by the industry and shows an increasing trend. 
As can be seen the majority of grapes are used for 
winemaking with a fairly constant proportion used for 
table grape production and the production of drying 
grapes. 
Graph 16 Total Red Grapes Harvested 
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OTHER BRANDS 9 MAY GET YOU IN. 
BUT THIS ONE ~· WILL SEE YOU OUT. 

' - ·-- ·' . ""--4< <1. · ... '1 ... ·.: It comes down lo endurance 
'bu get what you pay for And when 
you deCide on Waratah, you get full 
measure. 

Our golvontsing end ware drmvtng 
technology has been oworded the 
coveted AS3902 cerllf.cate That's your 
ossuron~e ol quoltly 

Add the BHP nome and Austraf•a
w•de bock-up and supply. 

Plus a commtlment to research ond 
development that focuses on local 
conddtons 

Foro hundred years, we've stood 
by you and del•vered the best there •s 

And we stand by you now, w1th 
fenc•ng mode to lost 

And lost 
Who knows, •t m•ght see you out 
Why toke o nsk on anyth•ng else? 

IRYMPLE PACKING PTY. LTD. 
& VINELEAF STORES 

Incorporating: Sarnia Packing, Aurora Packing, Coomealla Packers 
- DRIED FRUIT & CITRUS PACKERS -

Personal Service For All Your Agricultural and Household Needs 
General Insurance Agents 

IRYMPLE 
Phone (03) 5024 5704 

Facsimile (03) 5024 6550 
SARNIA PACKING 

Phone (03) 5023 0017 
Fax (03) 5021 2649 

MERBEIN 
Phone (03) 5025 2304 

Store (03) 5025 2427 Fax (03) 5025 3594 
AURORA PACKING 

Red Cliffs: 
Phone (03)5024 2102 

Fax (03) 5024 2004 

Merbein: 
(03) 5025 2402 
(03) 5025 2874 

ROBINVALE 
Phone (03) 5026 3804 

Facsimile (03) 5026 4425 
COOMEALLA PACKERS 

Phone (03) 5027 4606 
Fax (03) 5027 4254 
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