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FROM THE CHAIRMAN 
Fellow Growers, 

The 64th meeting of the A.D.F.A.'s Federal 
Council will be held in Mildura from July 9 to 11, 
1986. 

The past year's activities and results are detail
ed in the Board of Management report in this 
issue. The report highlights a substantial upturn 
in the DVF Industry during 1985. The recovery 
is fragile, and the reasons for this insecurity are 
largely beyond the control of our Industry. 

While not a complete list, the following factors 
will bear heavily on returns in the year ahead. 
The World Supply of Dried Fruits 

A very large surplus of Thompson Seedless 
Raisins remain in the U.S.A. in spite of ag
gressive marketing and efforts to reduce pro
duction. 

There is presently a full suppiy of Sultana's to 
world markets, following large crops in Greece 
and Turkey in 1985, followed by near record 
crops in Australia and South Africa in 1986. 

The size of the approaching Northern 
Hemisphere Sultana harvests will re-determine 
the market price and additional demand for our 
fruit. 

crop of 87,000 tonnes is the third largest in the 1naustry's history. 
The pre-harvest estimates have been exceeded by more than 12,000 dried tonnes. The crop 

size has continued to grow with very late deliveries from growers unable to make their accustomed 
deliveries to winemakers. This additional volume of dried Sultanas is directly due to reduced intake by 
wineries. 

There is no immediate profitable market for this fruit and should Northern Hemisphere countries 
produce average yields, this diverted tonnage will be slow to sell and depress the good returns which 
were achievable for the initially estimated 75,000 tonnes. 

Season 1986 highlights the vulnerability of dried fruit producers when other outlets for dual pur
pose grapes are restricted. The equalised returns for dried fruits become the market of last resort. 

This safety net disguises the real value of surplus tonnage. Regular suppliers of Sultanas and 
Gordo to wineries have been able to shift to the Dried Fruits Industry the adjustment pressure that 
should accompany a reduced market prospect in the wine sector. 

This highlights the third factor of insecurity. 
The Downward Pressure on Wine Grape Prices: This is the inevitable result of differing pricing 

regimes in Australia coupled with surplus production. 
South Australian prices for wine grapes are "negotiated" above a base price for all varieties. 

Prices in the M.LA. are determined by a Statutory Board. In Sunraysia and Mid-Murray, prices for 
Sultana and Gordo only are determined by a Negotiating Committee or an Arbitrator. If the prices for 
Sultana and Gordo are set high in relation to other cheaper options from interstate, the crush of these 
multi-purpose varieties will be reduced and more will be dried. 

On the other hand, if the winery price for Sultanas and Gordo is low against prevailing returns for 
DVF, there is an increased incentive to dry more. 

Winegrape growers are working to strengthen the national representation of their Industry. 
However, it seems unlikely that a national approach to pricing will be achieved for 1987. 

The attempt by regions to relieve their over-supply position at the expense of producers in other 
areas avoids the real problem of over production. Over-supply will only be addressed when individual 
producers are aware of the value to them of producing the last, or an additional tonne of grapes. 

This is the logic behind the A.D.F.A Market Entitlement Scheme - rejected by the Federal 
Government, partly out of a misplaced concern for its potential to reduce prices paid for winegrapes. 
There was no matching concern for the effect of diversion from winemaking to drying. 

The effect of market entitlements would be to progressively adjust DVF production to match pro· 
fitable markets. Stability in the Dried Fruits Industry which uses nearly half the grapes grown in 
Australia would do much alongside Wine Industry initiatives to stabilise the grape industries. 

Cheap Imports are the fourth element in our insecurity. Our inability to safeguard our home 
market from very low priced imports from Turkey threatens to erode Australian volume and prices in 
our domestic market These imports cannot be excluded even though the standard of fruit 
cleanliness often falls short of that applied to Australian fruit 

Unless the Federal Government reverses its present policies, there will be no further assistance 
to combat these imports, and the result will be reduced earnings from the Australian maket. 

To provide some balance to the negative influences discussed, the depreciated Australian dollar 
has been of great assistance to Sultana producers in remaining competitive on export markets. 

The purpose of this summary is not to predict gloom but to highlight the volatile nature of our In
dustry, and the difficulty of attempting to maintain incomes in an environment we do not controL The 
unjustified optimism that grew out of the 1980 boom and caused such heartache in the following 
downturn, is a recent reminder of the need to allow for the bumps in making management decision 
and planning new investment. 
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EXPORT PROMOTION 
ERNEST W. BARR, 

Chairman, 
Australian Dried Fruits Corporation. 

Dried Vine Fruit Producers throughout the world have different strategies to marketing their crop. Some Pro
ducers rely on selling at the lowest price and have virtually nil promotion expenditure. Other Producers who want to 
emphasize their excellent quality and sell at a premium price, usually promote their product. 

Australia's strategy is to promote quality and reliability and seek a premium price. Over the last few years the Cor
poration expenditure on promotion has been:-

1985/86 . . . . . . . A$ 365,000 estimated 
1984/85 . . . . . . . A$ 305,000 estimated 

(Note -actual cost is less after Government rebates). 

1983/84 
1982/83 

A$ 351 ,000 estimated 
A$ 35 7, 000 estimated 

While the above amounts are large, when they are spread throughout the world, the level of promotional support 
in some countries is minimal. 

Careful consideration is given to the expenditure of promotion money to ensure optimum benefit to the DVF In
dustry. A typical profile of expenditure is -
Co-operative advertising with -
Supermarkets, etc. . . . . . . . . .. 45% 
Advertising- "Australian Quality" . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .......... 36% 
Leaflets, Posters, Videos, etc. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 11% 
Buyers' visits to Australia . . . . . . . . . . . . 3% 
Trade Fairs, Exhibitions, etc. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5% 

Total Expenditure . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 00% 
Over the last three years U.S.A. has drastically increased promotion. The U.S.A. has had a large carryover of 

raisins which is currently estimated at 130,000 tonnes. Probably due to the large carryover the U.S.A. is aggressive
ly promoting raisins to stimulate export sales. In 1984, the U.S.A. export promotion budget was US$7. 7 million which 
included US$5 million provided by the U.S.A. government. 

The U.S.A. Government provided a further US$5 million for 1985 and it is reported that the U.S.A. Government 
will provide up to US$9.6 million for 1986. This money has been allocated as follows:-
US$4.5 million Europe 
US$1.6 million - Taiwan 
US$2.3 million - Korea 

In addition to the above the U.S.A. Raisin Industry provides funds for export promotion. We estimate the Industry 
funds will be US$2.5 million, giving a total export promotion budget of US$12.1 million (A17 million). U.S.A. exports 
of raisins are approximately 60,000 tonnes compared to Australia's 53,000 tonnes in 1985. 

The Australian Industry is unable to match the U.S.A. level of promotion dollars, nor does the Corporation suggest 
that it should. However, the Corporation believes that it is necessary to maintain promotion in real terms to increase 
promotion in some countries. 

Over the last 18 months some countries' currencies have significantly appreciated against the Australian dollar. 
The appreciation of other currencies has contributed to improved export sales revenue and grower returns. The con
tra entry to this is our Australian dollar buys less promotion in overseas markets. Some examples of how foreign cur
rency in some countries has appreciated against the Australian dollar is as follows:--

Exchange Rate 
Appreciation of 

Dec 84 June 86 Foreign Currency 
F. R. Germany. 2.62 1.53 - 71% 
England . . . . 0.713 0.453 -57% 
Japan ...... 208.8 115.1 -81% 
Norway . . . . . . . 7.53 5.25 - 43% 

The above example means that in Germany, Australian dollars must be increased by 71% to buy the same promo
tion package in December 1984. This excludes any cost increases that have occurred due to inflation etc. 

The promotion budget has for 86/87 been increased to A$804,000. 
This year competition is very strong and the Corporation believes the above budget to be minimal. The Corpora

tion expects that rebates from Austrade (Government Corporation) will reduce the Corporation's actual cost of promo
tion to A$500,000. In terms of cost to the Industry this represents about 0.6% of total export sales revenue. 

Because of the increased level of promotion the Corporation sought an increase in the export charge from A$1 0 
to A$15 per tonne. The Minister for Primary Industry consulted with the A.D.F.A. and the $15 charge was approved 
and regulations to collect the A$1 5 per tonne charge came into operation on July 1 , 1 986. (The A$1 5 per tonne 
charge on exports pays for the running costs of the Corporation and for export promotion costs). 

The Corporation also recommended that the Export Charges Act 1924 be changed to allow the maximum rate of 
charge to be increased from A$15 to A$30 per tonne. The Minister for Primary Industry has also consulted with 
A.D.F.A. and this matter has been referred to Federal Council for a decision. 
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Assuming the Act is changed to allow a maximum export charge of A$30 per tonne, it does not allow the Corpora
tion to automatically increase the export charge. The procedure would be lor the Corporation to submit a recommen
dation to the Minister, the Minister to consult A.O.F.A. and the Minister to seek and amendment to the regulations. 
The reason for seeking a change to the Act at this time is because of timing. The time required to obtain a change to a 
regulation is far less than the time required to change an Act of Parliament. 

In summary, the value of the Australian dollar has fallen and this means that we must spend more to maintain the 
same level of promotion, also because of very strong competition, it is necessary for us to increase promotion in 
some. countries .. Promotion is an integral part . of the ni"!rketing programme and we must continue to ·promote 
"Australian Quality" to ensure a premium price and the sale of the crop. 

A.D.F.A. 1986 SEASON STOCKS AND SALES 
from 1·3-86 to 31·5·86 

(Packed Tonnes) 

VINE FRUITS TREE FRUITS 
Committed Orders Currants Sultanas Naturals Raisins Apricots Peaches Pears 

Australia ... 4302 21,824 366 2966 554 17 27 
New Zealand 577 2221 283 37 
U.K., Ireland 2777 694 14 5 
Continent . 10,730 3 151 
Canada 878 10,840 244 
Japan . 17 647 115 6 
Other . 132 2348 4 

TOTAL 5906 51,387 366 4309 748 31 32 

Delivered 1334 9178 33 685 499 18 28 
Committed, undelivered 4572 42,209 333 3624 249 13 4 
Uncommitted . 818 28,743 1584 700 91 75 

TOTAL A.D.F.A. PACK*. 6724 80,130 424 5893 1448 122 107 

*Includes carry-in 

The Dried Fruits Research Council 
Mr Jim McColl, a Commissioner with the In

dustries Assistance Commission based in Can
berra, has been appointed Chairman of the new 
Dried Fruits Research Council. Mr McColl was 
formerly Director General of Agriculture in South 
Australia. 

The new research council commenced opera
tions from 1 April 1986. It takes over all the 
functions of the Dried Fruits Research Commit
tee but has been given an expanded role and re
sponsibilities in the Industry by the Federal 
Government. 

Other members of the Council include: 
Mr Brendan Gledhill, Grower, Dareton, 
NSW. 
Mr Keith Hyde, Principal Executive Of
ficer (Research and Services}, Depart
ment of Primary Industry, Canberra 
(Government Member). 
Mr Dick Johnstone, Grower, lrymple, Vic· 
to ria. 
Mr Jack Meagher, Chief, Division of Plan 
Research and Development, Department 
of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Mel
bourne, Victoria. 
Dr Don Plowman, Regional Officer (Re
search), Department of Agriculture, 
Adelaide, SA. 
Dr John Possingham, Chief, CSIRO Divi
sion of Horticultural Research, Adelaide, 
SA. 
Mr Colin Roy, Grower, Renmark, SA. 

Another member, expected to be fi'om ·the.pro
cessing sector of the industry, is yet to be ap
pointed by the Minister for Primary Industry. 

The Minister selects and appoints the Chair-
4-July. 1986 

man and the Government Member under the 
new arrangements. Other members were 
selected by a special selection committee which 
included Industry representatives Henry 
Tankard, Bob Horsburgh and Max Sauer. Mem
bers are appointed by the Minister for a three 
year term. 

Mr McColl met recently with ADF A Board of 
Management Chairman Henry Tankard and 
General Manager lan Thorn to discuss a draft of 
the Research Council's strategic plan for the 
next five years. 

In summary, the priorities established in the 
strategic plan place greater research and 
development emphasis on: 

improving product quality and competitive
ness in existing markets; 
developing alternative products and new 
markets; 
reducing costs, in particular, on-farm costs; 
improved methods of drying, storage and 
handling; and 
increasing the adoption of new technology 
and facilitating structural adjustment. 

Mr McColl emphasised that the new Research 
Council wanted to further review its priorities 
over the next year in close consultation with the 
ADFA and·research agencies, and indicated that 
individual comments from growers or others 
associated with the industry would be welcomed 
(letters to Mr McColl can be directed through the 
ADFA office in Mildura or direct to: Industries 
Assistance Commission, PO Box 80, Belcon
nen. ACT 2616). 

In deciding on its priorities, the Council wishes 
to ensure that the research and development 
program addressed key industry problems 
where significant returns could be achieved. In· 
creasing emphasis has been given to process
ing, marketing and socio-economic problems. 
This will provide opportunities for research 
groups other than those traditionally used by the 
industry, and wilt also encourage the traditional 
research agencies to widen their research capa
bilities. 

The 1986-87 program to be funded by the 
Council includes most of the projects continuing 
from the former Research Committee, and a 
limited number of new projects. For 1986-87 
the program has been constrained by the funds 
available to the Council. 

The dried vine fruits reserve account has been 
severely depleted in recent years by increased 
costs and the necessity to address the musti· 
ness problem as a matter of urgency. The 
reserve account is now in a critical state which 
calls for tough action by the new Council. 

Funding arrangements for the Research Coun
cil's program will be on the agenda for the ADFA 
Federal Council meeting in July. Mr McColl will 
be opening the meeting and can be expected to 
address delegates on the Research Council's 
objectives and intended program of research 
and development for the industry. 

The Industry can expect to see more of Mr 
McColl and the Council as its regular meetings 
will be held in the Sunraysia/Riverland region 
and it will report annually to the ADF A Board of 
Management and Federal Council on its ac
tivities. 
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A.D.F.A>I:.eads on Financial 
Counselling Assistance 

The Sunraysia Growers' Advisory Group's 
Financial CouriSelling and Advisory Service, a 
joint Initiative of_ the A.D.F.A. and the Victorian 
Dept. of AgricultUre and Rural Affairs, has been 
officially recognised by the Federal Government 
as an appropriate model for assisting farmers 
and their families suffering financial stress. 

The Governrtleht announced during the Rural 
Policy Speech .i~. would make available $.9M to 
fund S.G.A.G. 8nd similar projects. 

To assist In the establishment of other Local 
Advisory Groups, and their Financial Counselling 
Projects, a workshop was held by the Rural 
Development Centre, University of Armidale, to 
develop a "How To" manual. 

The provision of Financial Counselling through 
the S.G.A.G. project has proven to be very ef· 
fective and has been able to help many growers 
and their families facing financial crisis. 

The role of the Counsellor, Mr. Russell Wit· 
combe, has developed over a 2 year period and 
since grower returns have improved temporarily 
this has enabled the provision of advice to "at 
risk growers" which is aimed at securing their 
pOsition during the next Industry downturn. 

Mr. Witcombe can be contacted at the 
A.D.F.A. Head Office, 23 5174 or after hours 
25 2806. 

N.F.F. Fighting Fund 
The N.F.F. fund raising campaign is in full 

swing and appears set to meet the $1 OM target 
set by the organisers to provide an effective 
fighting fund. 

The N.F.F.'s president, Mr. lan Mclachlan, 
said the Fund will be used to pursue 5 major ob· 
jectives. 

- To campaign for lower interest rates. 
-To promote a new industrial relations policy 

with more flexible wage fixing agreements. 
-To oppose the proposed new national super· 

annuation policy with its planned compulsory 
employers contributions. 

- To lobby against the anti business sections 
of the tax package. 

- To campaign for the removal of all taxes on 
Inputs into agriculture. 

The two week appeal, commencing early July, 
will conclude the fund faising which was launch· 
ed at the Australian Farm Rally July 1 , 1985. 

National Farmer Achievement 
in Agriculture Award- 1986 

Nominations are being sought for Ronald 
Anderson Memorial Award, which recognises 
outstanding individual contributions to Australian 
Agriculture. The winner could be a farmer, a 
scientist, a marketer, etc. 

The award is open to anyone involved in agri· 
culture not just prominent people. 

The closing date is August 1st, 1986, and 
nomination forms are available from the A.D.F.A. 
Head Office. 
DRIED FRUIT NEWS 

Victoria Gets Partial Pull 
The Victorian Rural Finance Commission has 

broadened the Vine Pull Scheme to include all 
grapes, however prioi"ity has been given to the 
removal of sultanas. 

The scheme has operated in Victoria on a 
"clear fell" basis for oVer a year but the ·reStric· 
tive nature of the scheme has resulted in little in· 
quiry. 

The A.D.F.A. has sought the introduciton of 
"partial pull" since the clear fell criteria was an· 
nounced and the changes to the scheme now 
bring to Victorian grapegrowers this· option 
which has proven so popular in South Australia. 

Clear Fell $3700/Hectare max. 
Partial Pull $2500/Hectare max. 
Younger and poorly maintained vines will at· 

tract lower assistance. 

The Minister for Primary Industry, Mr. Kerin, 
has merged the funds available for the Dried 
Vine Fruits and Wine Grape Removal Schemes 
($7.5M), which are provided on a $2 from 
Federal Government $1 from State Government 
basis. 

Victorian growers interested in applying for 
Vine Pull assistance should contact the Rural 
Finance Commission, Swan Hill 32 4097, or 
Mildura 23 3025. 

In South Australia the scheme is being ad· 
ministered by Rural Assistance Branch however 
funds have been exhausted. 

No scheme is available for W.A. or N.S.W. 
growers. 

Winegrape Unity 
The Federal Wine Grape Growers' Council 

has been recommended as the National Wine 
Grape Growers' body at the recent U".F.S. Wine 
Grape Section Annual Meeting. 

The need to provide a national forum and a 
representative body for the Australian Wine 
Grape Industry has been widely recognised. 

The A.D.F.A. is looking forward to a close 
working relationship on issues of mutual interest. 

Sunraysia Gadget Days 
The thirty fourth annual Gadget and Machinery 

Field Days held this year on June 3, 4 at the 
TAFE College Farm at Cardross was a great suc· 
cess. 

The days organised by the Mildura District 
Dried Fruits Association attracted a record 
number of commercial exhibits and the quality of 
the winning gadgets in gadget alley was again 
excellent. 

The winning gadget was designed by Angie 
Panaglotoras, for the second successive year. 
His winning entry this year was a volume spray· 
ing aid for rack spraying, tank filling and agi· 
tating. The aid can deliver in excess of 270 litres 
per minute and requires no priming, 
maintenance or fuel. The estimated cost of the 
aid is less than $30. 

The ideal weather on the Tuesday ensured the 
opening day was well attended. 

Exhibitors were pleased with the interest dis· 
played by district horticulturists in their products 
and this has been reflected in their indications 
that they will be returning next year. 

A large number of growers and visitors viewed the many excellent displays at the Mildura Field 
and Gadget Days. 
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Federal Council 1986 
Board of Management Report 

Introduction 
1 .1 Since Federal Council 1 985 the Board has met formally on the 

following occasions: 
1 x 3 day meetings 
5 x 2 day meetings 
3 x 1 day meetings 

In addition, the Board was involved in many general Industry 
meetings convened by the A.D.F.A., and many informal meetings 
and discussions were held. 

1 .2 Members of the Board were also involved in formal sub-committee 
meetings. 

Tree Fruits Committee 2 x 1 day meetings 
Prunes Committee 2 x 1 day meetings 

1.3 In addition to the formal meetings listed above, members of the 
Board were involved in many other activities, meetings, and 
representations for the A.D.F .A. These include representations to 
Government; attendance at Branch, District Council, and State 
Conferences; committees and public meetings in regard to irriga
tion, salinity, dried fruit inspection services, area re-development, 
social welfare, dried fruits research etc. 

1.4 The Chairman of the Board of Management continues to be under 
a heavy work load. The commitment of Henry Tanl~ard makes him 
in demand for a large number of A.D.F.A. and Industry functions, 
as well as related industries and activities. 

1.5 Mr. Byrnes has continued in the role as Deputy Chairman and has 
ably assisted Henry in undertaking the numerous fields in which 
the A.D.F.A. is involved. 

1 . 6 In addition to the general affairs of the Board and the formal sub
committees noted above, Board Members have been involved in, 
or have stimulated and considered the reports of, the following 
committees: 
Advisory Committee of the Sunraysia Horticultural Research In-

stitute 
A.D.F.A. Sales Centre Management Committee 
Bunch Stalks Working Committee 
C.S.I.R.O. Vine Improvement Research 
Dried Fruits Research Selection Committee 
Dried Fruits Research Council 
Dried Vine Fruit Processing Research Committee 
Fruit Variety Improvement Committee 
Hail Insurance Committee 
Sunraysia Export Development Committee 
Wine and Grape Industry Advisory Committee 
Management Committee for Phylloxera Research in Victoria 
Market Research and Development Unit 
National Farmers' Federation 
Peak Irrigation Advisory Committee (Vic) 
Production Problems Committee 
River Council, South Australia 
Riverland Grape Industry Council 
S.A. Vine Improvement Comrnittee 
Sunraysia District Council 
Sunraysia Growers' Advisory Group 
Sunraysia and Riverland Committee on Salinity 
Viticultural Nursery Committee 

1986 HARVEST 
2. f The 1986 harvest continued the recent run of excellent drying 

conditions and the low incidence of weather and pest related crop 
losses. 

2.2 Dried Sultanas: The production of Dried Sultanas was expanded 
by the limited uptake by wineries of Sultanas in their fresh form. 
This action by wineries has led to a significant increase in the 
quantity of Dried Sultanas produced. This additional 9-10,000 
tonnes of Sultanas will provide a headache to our marketers as the 
total tonnage now far exceeds the usual quantities to be mar
keted. Fortunately, quality continued to be generally of an ex
cellent standard. 

2.3 Currants: The 1986 harvest brought a large crop of good quality 
Currants. Western Australian growers were not as fortunate as 
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their Eastern counterparts, with unfavourable weather reducing 
their production from their usual 1 ,000 tonnes to approximately 
800 tonnes. 
Raisins: The volatility of Raisin production was demonstrated yet 
again with production more than two and a half times that of. the 
previous season, which in turn was double that of the 1984 har
vest. The level of production was no doubt brought about, at least 
in part, by the recent high returns for this variety; a lesser require
ment by wineries; and production from new plantings. 
Dried Apricots: The intake of Dried Apricots was not dissimilar 
from that of the previous season and remains a manageable quan
tity. The fruit is of good quality and acceptable to both Australian 
and Export buyers. The increased intake was achieved despite 
heavy crop losses due to hail in the Loxton-Waikerie region. 
Dried Peaches: The 1 986 harvest achieved an average produc
tion of good quality Dried Peaches. 
Dried Pears: 1986 saw a very light crop of Pears with the result 
that extremely limited quantities were dried. 
Prunes: In contrast to recent years an excellent Prune crop was 
harvested in the Young district while Jess fruit was available from 
Murrumbidgee Irrigation Area. The fruit is of good quality, and 
although grading was not completed at the time of writinq, no 
problem was foreseen in regard to the availability of a SUitable 
range of grades. 

Production 
Estimated production of Season 1986 fruit of grade quality, as at 
30.4.1986, compared with the previous 3 seasons is: 

A.D.F.A. 
Total 
Ind. 

(Tonnes) 1983 1984 1985 1986* 1986* 
Currants 4,426 4,385 6,161 6,610 7,160 
Sultanas 70,183 75,306 63,898 79,386 85,486 
Natural Sultanas 171 298 166 446 905 
Raisins 3,899 947 2,157 4,630 5,130 
Apricots 1 ,370 928 1,195 1,428 2,928 
Peaches 122 65 113 109 399 
Pears 81 55 129 72 312 
Prunes (P/Weight) 2,841 1,939 2,440 2,520 3,300 
* Note: Estimates only for Season 1 986. 
Except in the case of Prunes, the actual A.D.F.A. availability is 
reoresented by the above figures, as there was a negligible carry
over in the other varieties. The carry-in of A.D.F .A. Prunes was an 
estimated packed weight of 2, 752 tonnes. 
The following 3 graphs show total A.D.F.A. production and the 
amount sold on both Australian and Export markets. Please note 
that these graphs are on the basis of sales from a season of pro
duction and should not be confused with annual deliveries, which 
are shown in paragraph 4.2. 
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MARKETING 
Sales 

4.1 A.D.F.A. sales on the Australian market calculated on a seasonal 
basis and as admitted into final adjustment or equalisation have 
been: 

A.D.F.A. Seasonal Sales 
(Tonnes) 

1982 1983 1984 1985" 
Currants 4,220 3,395 3,838 3,406 
Sultanas + 19,605 23,319 18,481 14,860 
Raisins 4,462 3,140 945 1,981 

28,287 29,855 23,264 20,247 

+ Including 40 gram packs 
" Estimates as at30.4.1986 

These figures relate to total sales from a season's production 
which may extend over 18 months or more, and may not give a 
true indication of a year's sales. 

4.2 For a period of 12 months to the end of February each year, 
A.D.F.A. Dried Vine Fruit deliveries In Australia are as follows. 
Unfortunately the figures shown for the year ending February 
1986 are not strictly comparable to the other years shown due to 
a change in data collection procedures. For the marketing year 
1985/86 Australian Dried Fruits Sales Pty. Ltd. treated fruit trans
ferred to its lrymple Packing plant as a delivery. In previous years 
fruit was not treated as being delivered until it was shipped to the 
ultimate buyer. This change in procedure makes A.D.F.S. consis
tent with the practice of G. Wood Son in accounting for its 
deliveries to Anchor Foods. 
It is difficult to estimate the level of variance that is introduced by 
this procedural change but it is approximated at 119 tonnes of 
Currants, 1201 tonnes of Sultanas and 79 tonnes of Raisins. 
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4.3 

4.4 

Currants 
Sultanas " 
Raisins 

A.D.F.A. Australian Deliveries 

28.2.1983 
4,341 

18,807 
3,152 

26,300 

{Tonnes) 
29.2.1984 28.2.1965 

4,101 3,137 
19,965 18,806 

3,134 2,653 

27,200 24,596 

28.2.1986 
3,981 

23,714 
1,995 

29,690 

* Includes 40 gram packs 

For a period of 12 months to the end of February each year, com
parative A.D.F.A. Vine Fruit deliveries on export are: 

Currants 
Sultanas * 
Raisins 

A.D.F.A. Export Deliveries 
(Tonnes) 

28.2.1983 
2,416 

47,834 
2,100 

52,350 

29.2.1984 28.2.1985 
918 529 

48,975 48,852 
2,078 20 

51,971 49,401 

26.2.1986 
2,591 

45,699 
176 

48,466 

* Includes 40 gram packs 

The deliveries in paragraph 4.2 and 4.3 include Sultanas in 40 
gram packs as follows: 

Australian 
Export 

Total 

28.2.1983 
677 

34 

711 

A.D.F.A. 40 Gram Pack 
(Tonnes) 

Year Ended 
29.2.1964 28.2.1985 

722 724 
__ ___.2:"02 96 

744 820 

28.2.1966 
838 

40 

878 

4.5 Natural Sultanas are recorded separately, and are not included in 
any previous reference to Sultanas. 

4.6 

4.7 

A.D.F.A. Natural Sultana Deliveries 
{Tonnes) 

26.2.1983 29.2.1984 26.2.1985 26.2.1986 
Australian 142 165 90 356 
Export 70 17 18 

212 182 90 374 

Vine Fruits: Season 1984 Vine Fruits were finalised in the past 
year with the following A.D.F.A. sates tonnages. Also shown is 
the commitments for Season 1985 Vine Fruits as at 28.2.1986. 

1984 1985 
A.O.F.A. Final Sales A.O.F.A. Estimated Sales 

(Tonnes) Currants Sultanas Raisins Currants Sultanas Raisins 
Australia 3,838 18,481 945 3,406 14,860 1,979 
United Kingdom 5,227 t8,954 
Continent 1 20,914 4,691 61 
Canada 196 15,559 1,584 14,271 36 
New Zealand 296 4,994 773 4,951 36 

J""'" 1,916 92 2,091 39 
other 42 8,219 306 4,080 

Total 4,377 75,310 946 6,161 63,898 2,155 

Allocations from total Australian production for Season 1986 Vine 
Fruits have been set by the A.D.F.A. and the Australian Dried 
Fruits Corporation as: 

(Tonnes) 
Australia 
U.K. & Ireland 
Continent (Malta 

& Israel) 
Canada 
New Zealand 
Japan 
Other 
Rese!Ve 

Total 

Season 1986lndustry Allocations 
Currants Sultanas Raisins 

4, 700 28,500 3,330 
6,000 700 

22,000 
1 '100 14,000 300 

900 5,500 500 
150 2,000 200 
250 5,000 100 

96 2,717 

7,196 85,717 5,130 
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4.8 Tree Fruits: Sales of Tree Fruits during 1985/86 recovered 
strongly from the disappointing position of the previous year which 
had been characterised by a high level of competitive imports. The 
A.D.F.A. final adjustment for Dried Apricots was delayed due to 
the problem of one packer in finalising sales. The Tree Fruits Com· 
mittee has moved to introduce measures that will see completion 
of the final adjustment procedures for Dried Apricots in the 
December immediately following production. 
The following graph shows the disposal of A.D.F.A. Apricots on 
the basis of the Season of production. 
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4.9 Prunes: Sales of A.D.F.A. Prunes within Australia have not been 
as strong in recent months as for the same period in previous 
years. Competition from imports has continued to grow and is now 
approximately 1 ,000 tonnes per annum. Most of this fruit is 
believed to be pitted, and it is expected that the announcement by 
Griffith Producers' Co-op. Co. Ltd., to introduce a pitting machine 
for Australian fruit will enable Australian suppliers to meet this ex
panding section of the market. 

4.10 Australian sales by the A.D.F.A. for the last four seasons have 
been: 

A.D.F.A. Seasonal Sales 
Season Season Season Season 

(Tonnes) 1982 1983 1984 1985 
Apricots 875 1,126 862 1,031 
Peaches 54 58 48 7 5 
Pears 23 34 42 113 
Prunes 1,004 2,470 1,783 1,508 

4.11 The above figures relate to the sales from a season's production, 
and tor Tree Fruits, give a good indication of the year's sales. 
However, substantial amounts of Prunes may be carried over from 
season to season. 
Sales and deliveries of A.D.F.A. Prunes within a 12 month period 
have been: 

Year Ended 
February 28 

1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 

A.D.F.A. Australian 
Deliveries 
(Tonnes) 

2.446 
2.227 
2.458 
1.857 

4.12 The relationship between Prune production and sales on a 
seasonal basis is depicted in the following graph: 
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4.13 

4.14 

Allocations of A.D.F.A. Dried Apricots of the 1986 Season to ex
port markets are: 
New Zealand 60 tonnes, U.K. and Continent 190 tonnes, and 
Japan 1 0 tonnes. No allocations apply to Dried Peaches or Dried 
Pears. 
An initial allocation for the export of A.D.F.A. Prunes has been set 
at 1 0% of pack availability, this is subject to review and may be in
creased to 15% at a later date. The preferred markets for the ex
port of Prunes continue to be New Zealand, Pacific region, and 
the West Indies. 
Realisation 1964 Season: F.O.B. realisations·to. packing com
panies per packed tonne on Season 1984 production are as 
follows: (these are average before deduction of packers' costs 
and charges, and conversion to sweatbox weights) 
(Per Tonne) Base Grade Australia Export Average 
Currants 1 crown $1,472.84 $ 747.80 $1,383.55 
Sultanas 4 crown $1,482.73 $ 686.27 $ 881.56 
Raisins 4 crown $1,246.71 $1,583.79 $1,247.07 
Apricots Fancy Large $5,954.48 $5,496.96 $5,922.08 
Peaches Standard $2,273.50 $1,753.97 $2,135.60 
Pears Fancy Large $3,566.52 $2,740.50 $3,349.92 
Prunes* Fancy Medium $1,964.01 $1,601.26 $1,937.94 

"' Estimate only 

4.15 Realisations 1985 Season: Realisations to packing conipanles for 
Season 1985 production or have been finalised or are estimated 
as: 
(Per Tonne) Base Grade Australia Export Average 
Currants* 4 crown $1,595.37 $ 749.49 $1,239.78 
Sultanas* 5 crown $1,656.09 $1,080.94 $1,221.55 
Raisins• 4 crown $1,568.05 $1,825.70 $1,587.03 
Apricots Fancy Large $5,935.44 $5,813.35 $5,918.97 
Peaches* Standard $2,275.00 $1,754.00 $2,140.00 
Pears• Fancy large $3,570.00 $2,740.00 $3,350.00 
Prunes* Fancy Medium $2,047.12 $1,623.07 $2,006.21 

"' Estimates only 

Prices - Australia 
5.1 Dried Grapes: The 1 985/86 marketing year remained relatively 

free of the pricing pressures which had dominated the previous 
year. This relief was largely due to the continuing application of a 
countervailing duty to the import of Dried Vine Fruits from Greece, 
a general uplift in the world price for dried fruit, and a change in 
the value of the Australian dollar which made imports more expen
sive while at the same time favoured our exports. 
The Board maintained its policy of taking, where possible, a once 
a year increase In the price of Dried Vine Fruits in line with the 
consumer price index. Adoption of this policy to Season 1986 
fruit led to a price increase of 7.5% on both Currants and Sultanas 
sold in Australia from March 1, 1986. Due to the negligible quan
tities of carry-in fruit this price increase was also applied to any 
carry-over stock remaining. 
The price for Natural Sultanas continued to be aligned with 3, 4 
and 5 crown Sultanas but the Board discontinued its previous 
practice of setting a separate price for Tunnel Dried Natural Sul
tanas. This was believed necessary due to the difficulty in fixing 
any single price because of the competition from American 
Thompson Seedless Raisins, but at the same time having a 
recognition that Tunnel Dried Natural Sultanas required a premium 
over other types of Naturals. Accordingly, the Board indicated that 
Tunnel Dried Fruit may be sold at a premium where this could be 
achieved. 
The price for Seeded Raisins was not increased due to the sub
stantial increases taken in the previous year and the now increas
ed supply of this product. 

5.2 40 gram Sultana Packets: The A.D.F.A. continues to offer a con
cessional price for Sultanas packed into 40 gram packets. How
ever the Board has decided to phase-out this concessional price 
over a 3 year period. The full impact of the removal of this conces
sional price is approximately one cent per 40 gram packet. The 
Board was not presented with any evidence that suggested that 
this price increase would have any impact on the effectiveness of 
the 40 gram packet as a promotional tool especially as the in
crease would be spread over a 3 year period. 

5.3 Tree Fruits: The general world shortage of Dried Tree Fruits 
allowed the Tree Fruits Committee to take a 6% increase on the 
price of Dried Apricots, Peaches and Pears sold in Australia. 

5.4 Prunes: An unfavourable marketing environment forced the 5% 
price increase planned for November 1985 to be deferred until 
February 1986. 
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Prices - Export 
6.1 Dried Vine Fruit: The world situation of over-supply continues 

and this has slightly increased over the previous year by reason of 
larger than usual crops In some Northern Hemisphere producing 
countries, particularly Turkey and California. 
The production in California should have peaked. Total bearing 
acres have reached an all time high of 283,450 acres, but new 
plantings of 602 acres are the lowest on record. Total bearing and 
non-bearing acreage has declined by 3,569 acres since 1984 
and growers are reported to plan the removal of a further 8,150 
acres by September. The Raisin Diversion Scheme continues with 
a planned 100,000 tonnes diversion this year. 
The temporary shortage of sultana type experienced last year 
ended with last year's Northern Hemisphere harvest, and the 
huge 86,000 tonne crop produced by Australia, has not helped 
this situation. There is now a small surplus in world markets. 
The Australian product is under intense market competition from 
Turkey and California in all markets, and Greek fruit in the E. C. 
Turkish fruit is being offered at very low prices, and the Californian 
product is supported by a huge promotion program and packetted 
fruit is being offered in some markets at the same price as bulk 
fruit. Greek fruit is of course protected by the Minimum Import 
Price in the E. C. The market value of fruit in the E. C. has dropped 
in buyers' currency. 
However, because of the extreme devaluation of the Australian 
dollar, particularly against European currency and the Japanese 
Yen, opening prices for our fruit in Australian currency is slightly 
better than last year in most markets. 
The problem is not the ability to obtain a reasonable price for our 
fruit but the inability to sell 60,000 tonnes in export markets. 
Unless there is a downturn in Northern Hemisphere production 
this coming harvest, there will be a substantial carry-in of Sultanas 
next year. 
Raisin and Currant production have been adequate without being 
excessive for the domestic and export markets, and no problems 
are forseen in these products in this marketing year. Any increase 
In production would lessen grower return. The extra production of 
Raisins has allowed Australia to offer increased supplies to export 
markets, while still maintaining reasonable prices. The return for 
Currants on overseas market is effected by the surplus of Greek 
production and subsidised exports from that country. 
In summary, there are two reasons that are allowing the Australian 
Dried Vine Fruit Industry to survive at present. They are quality of 
the product and the value of the Australian dollar. The Importance 
of both cannot be over emphasised. 

6.2 Dried Tree Fruits: The A.D.F.A. Tree Fruits Committee has im
plemented a general policy that the prices achieved for all Tree 
Fruits on export markets should achieve the same return to packer 
as fruit sold on the domestic market. It is recognised that this 
policy will be difficult to maintain during periods of over-supply on 
the world market and would require close monitoring. However 
the policy was Implemented for all A.D.F.A. Dried Tree Fruits of 
the 1986 Season. 

6.3 Prunes: Prices for the export of Prunes to New Zealand were in
creased by 7% effective from September 1985. Prices for 
Prunes for export to other m8.rkets have continued to be aligned to 
the equivalent return as achieved by sales to New Zealand. 

General 

7.1 A.D.F.A. Adjustments: Since the last meeting of Federal Council 
the A.D.F.A. has conducted the final adjustment of Season 1985 
Dried Apricots, Peaches and Pears. This procedure provides for 
all A.D.F.A. marketers to receive an average return for all sales of 
each variety, regardless of the quantity and price for each market. 
Differences will still occur in the return to grower offered by the 
various packers due to the differing processing and interest 
charges incurred by the various packers. 
The adjustment _of Season 1983 Prunes was also completed 
under the new adjustment procedure for Prunes which treats all 
sales within Australia as being made at a single price, but com
pares the difference, in each adjustment period, between the 
Australian and Export return. This system is proving to be par
ticularly suitable for the Prunes variety. 
Adjustment of Dried Vine Fruit varieties via Statutory Equalisation 
is included in this report under the heading "Industry Economy". 
However, since Federal Council last year the A.D.F.A. has com-
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7.2 

7.3 

8.1 

8.2 

8.3 

pleted the final adjustment tOr Season 1 984 Currants, which was 
not subject to Statutory Equalisation due to an Industry agreement 
to rely on the A.D.F.A. system. The A.D.F.A. has also conducted 
a Supplementary adjustment for Season 1984 Sultanas, with all 
packers, including Angas Park, being a participant. This adjust
ment was necessary due to the inflexible nature of Statutory 
Equalisation, and the need to drop the Australian price for 
Sultanas while 1984 Season fruit was being sold. 
Imports: The import of all varieties of dried fruits into Australia has 
again remained a major concern over the past year. The compara
tive summary of imports is: 

Imports 

12 months 12 months 12 months 12 months 12months 
1981/82 1982/83 1983/84 1984/85 1985/86 

Vine Fruits 
Greece 896.320 1976.486 307.200 
Turkey 328.366 467.016 
U.S.A. 14.929 1436.197 1248.219 
Other .210 .083 .034 55.243 0.060 

.210 .083 911.283 3798.292 2022.495 

Apricots 
South Africa 16.750 61.500 181.420 46.396 
Turkey 19.286 93.025 480.466 726.114 147.262 
U.S.A. 0.030 119.112 30.972 16.886 
Other .514 8.928 60.516 393.525 274.005 

19.830 118.703 721.594 1334.031 484.549 

Prunes 
U.S.A. 308.061 482.761 594.420 612.962 694.425 
Other 13.308 30.968 19.790 38.168 28.047 

321.369 513.729 614.210 651.150 922.472 

The statistical year commences March 1st. 
Further details on the import of fruit into Australia and the actions 
of the A.D.F.A. are attached as Appendix 2. 
Duties on the import of dried fruits into Australia remain unchang
ed at 

Vine Fruits 
Tree Fruits 
Prunes 

20 cents per kilogram 
10% ad valoren 
1 0% ad valorem 

Processing 
Inspection System: The revision of the dried fruit inspection 
system has certainly been a drawn out affair with the Industry still 
awaiting the finalisation of the Dried Fruits Orders by the Export In
spection Service of the qepartment of Primary Industry. 
Consideration of the Draft Orders has been the subject of further 
A.D.F.A. convened meetings of packers throughout the year. 
As reported last year the new Orders do not contain any substan
tive changes in regard to produce standards. However, there are 
a number of refinements such as for dried vine fruits, the introduc
tion of a new tolerance to govern leaf adhering, and the exclusion 
of all vegetable matter less than 1 mm In diameter from the defini
tion of "pieces of stalk". 
Introduction of the new systems of inspection control, leading to 
greater reliance on Industry quality assurance, is part of the new 
inspection arrangements. Trialling of these arrangements led to 
some initial problems for some tree fruit packers, but these have 
been largely resolved following discussions with the Export In
spection Service. 
Inspection Costs: Discussions have continued with other person
nel in the Department of Primary Industry in an attempt to develop 
ways and means of reducing the cost to the Industry of the in
spection service. The Federal Government has continued its prac
tice of collecting from the Industry one half of the estimated cost 
of providing the inspection service. 
Options for cost cutting include consideration of ways of making 
the Industry more aware of the direct costs involved, including 
charges being based on a fee-for-service criteria. 
Alternatively, charges may continue on the basis of the present 
flat rate per tonne but in a tiered system where packers with a pro· 
ven quality assurance program will receive less inspection and ac
cordingly incur a lesser cost. 
Bunch Stalks: Following the endorsement of Federal Council 
1985, a range of penalties was introduced In Season 1986 for 
dried vine fruits delivered with an excessive quantity of bunch 
stalk. 
The penalties successfully led to the delivery of fruit with less 
troublesome levels of stalk. Penalties on the receival of bulk quan-
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titles of stalk led to the availability of more bins for the receival of 
fruit - a much needed requirement during this year's large 
harvest. 
It is believed that the lessening of costs to the packers arising 
from the bunch stalk penalties will contribute to maintaining pack
ing costs at the lowest possible level. 

8.4 Standardised Classing System: Another measure considered at 
i 985 Federal Council was introduced for the 1986 dried vine fruit 
harvest. 
Standardised classing was achieved within Victoria by classers for 
the various receival sheds being appointed by the Victorian Dried 
Fruits Board, and not, as is the usual case, by individual packers. 
These independent classers were then rotated on a weekly basis 
amongst the various receival points. 
It is believed that the independence of the classers and their rota
tion between the various sheds led to a more uniform application 
of receival practices, grades and penalties. 
The proposal for standardised classing was developed very quick
ly by the close co-ordination of the Sunraysia District Council 
A.D.F.A. and the Victorian Dried Fruits Board. Unfortunately the 
speed of its development left little time tor the N.S.W. Dried Fruits 
Board to participate for the 1986 dried vine fruit harvest. 
It is hoped that the N.S. W. Dried Fruits Board will adopt standar
dised classing for the 1987 Season so that a single pool of 
classers can be rotated between the Victorian and N.S.W. 
receival points. 

8.5 Quality: The packers have a decisive part and in the final role in 
determining the quality of the dried fruit that is presented to 
buyers. 
1985/86 saw the packers take on greater responsibilities in an ef
fort to achieve dried fruit of the highest possible quality. An im
proved system of inspection, minimisation of bunch stalks, and 
the standardised classing system will assist in this endeavour. 
However there are still problems to be overcome. 
In the vine fruits arena there is an increasing level of complaints in 
regard to foreign objects. These complaints arise not because 
there is any increase in their occurrence (on the contrary, new 
measures have led to even better quality fruit), but because of in
creased buyer awareness of their rights and ability to complain. 
Every effort is being made to minimise the level of complaints, in
cluding improved hand sorting procedures. Unfortunately there is 
no mechanical means presently available that will identify and 
remove the most troublesome of the foreign objects. 
The Board believes the Industry must accept the development of 
this equipment as a major initiative. This will no doubt be an expen
sive project, probably requiring a combination of sophisticated 
detection devices. However the use of dried fruits research funds 
should offset the direct cost to the Industry. 
In the tree fruits area, perceptions of quality are largely dependent 
on colour and other aspects of appearance. Due to the extensive 
hand picking of tree fruits, foreign objects are much less of a pro
blem. However, there is a growing campaign to minimise the level 
of food additives, including sulphur. 
In the not too distant future it is possible that there will be stricter 
requirements on sulphur levels for fruit sold in Australia. Stricter 
levels already apply in some export markets, and make the supply 
of fruit extremely difficult. 
Growers and processors alike will need to become more aware of 
the levels of sulphur in dried fruit and develop better means of 
control. 
The LoxtOn Research Centre is presently examining factors 
relating to the uptake of sulphur in fruit and is making encouraging 
progress. 

Farm Management 
9.1 Quality: Growers, more than anyone else in the Dried Fruits In

dustry, determine the ultimate quality of fruit. It is recognised that 
seasonal conditions play a major role in shaping the character and 
appearance. 
This is not the case with other defects such as foreign objects, 
grit, leaf adhering, stalks, etc. The origin of all these problems is 
the fruit bloclt Processing can have only a limited role in attemp· 
ting to remove these defects. 
Clearly, the best solution is to minimise the incidence in the first 
place. 
The livelihood of all growers is dependent upon the Australian In
dustry being able to present its product as the world's finest quali
ty. 
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In this regard the Board commends the work of the Victorian and 
N.S.W. Dried Fruits Boards in their inspection of drying greens to 
ensure that these come up to acceptable standards. However, 
there is still a heavy onus on every grower to ensure that fruit is of 
the highest quality possible, with a minimum of defects. 

9.2 Production Problems: The A.D.F.A. Production Problems Com
mittee has continued to meet throughout the year and deal with a 
range of problems and production developments. The report of 
this Committee is attached as Appendix 4. 

9.3 Irrigation and Salinity: The A.O.F.A. has also continued its 
strong interest in the irrigation and salinity issues. 
Mr. Vin Byrnes, Deputy Chairman of the Board, has continued as 
Chairman of the Sunraysia and Riverland Committee on Salinity -
a most respected body in regard to salinity and irrigation matters. 
His report is attached as Appendix 5. 

9.4 Hail Insurance: Extensive negotiations with insurers led to the 
A.D.F.A. offering an improved hail insurance scheme for the 
1986 Season. 
Improved features of the scheme were the $5 million aggregate 
policy which would provide greater cover in the event of a wipe
out storm extending over a wide area, and an increased value for 
compensation from $1,400 to $1,600 per acre. These Improve· 
ments had been achieved at an increased cost of only 30 cents 
per acre, bringing the growers premium to $12.80 per acre 
($13.80 for payment after August 23, 1985). 
As growers continued to be liable for the 15% of any damage, the 
maximum recovery was $1,360 per acre- an increase of $170 
per acre over the previous year. 
Requests for assessment were received from Loxton, Waikerie, 
Loveday, Koorlong, Karadoc, Colignan and Robinvale, in all, a 
total of 75 assessments. A total of $9,136.96 was paid on ac
count of 4 of these assessments- 2 of the payments exceeding 
$3,000 each. 
The 1986 Season also saw administrative refinements to the 
scheme with greater use being made of the A.D.F.A.'s computer. 
Not only did this improve and speed the processing of allocations, 
but it allowed the first indepth analysis of the coverage of the 
scheme: 

A.D.F.A Hail Insurance Scheme 
Season 1986 

District 

Mildura 
Colignan-Red Cliffs 
Merbein-S.A. Border 
Boundary Bend·Wemen 
Mid-Murray 
NSW Sunraysia 

South Australia 

Total 

Total 
District 

Acres 
(Grapes) 

15,237 
15,035 

8,888 
7,690 

NIA 
5,630 

(approx) 
NIA 

Total 
Acres 

Insured 

8,145.02 
10,639.97 

6,003.74 
2,506.45 

456.50 
3,475.66 

767.00 

31,994.34 

%acres 
Insured 

53.46 
70.77 
67.55 
32.59 

61.73 

The total area insured for the 1986 Season was 921 acres less 
than in the previous year. 
The Board acknowledges that the continuing success of the hail 
insurance scheme is dependent upon the invaluable assistance 
provided at short notice by grower assessors. 
The Board also acknowledges the contribution of the Hail In
surance Committee, which for Season 1986 comprised Messrs 
V. Dolenec (Chairman), A. Milne (Assessment Co-ordinator), J. 
Arnold, R. Johnstone and R. Stevens. 

9.5 Fruitgrowers Insurance Pack: The Board's investigations into in· 
traducing an A.D. F. A. scheme to provide a low cost cover for the 
insurance needs of all growers has not been successful to date. 
The Board is prepared to endorse an insurance scheme only if it 
provides real benefits to growers, and unfortunately the schemes 
investigated so far differed little from those otherwise available. 

9.6 Compulsory Superannuation: The Board has opposed the pro· 
posed Government/Union application for compulsory superannua
tion of all workers. 
This opposition is based upon the knowledge that there has been 
no productivity within the Dried Fruits Industry which warranted an 
additional 3% employment cost; that 3% was inadequate to 
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finance a retirement and thus would be subject to further claims, 
and additional cost to growers; and that control of union operated 
superannuation funds would significantly increase the economic 
and financial powers of the unions. 
However, the Board has recognised that this opposition may not 
be successful and has at the same time investigated the feasibility 
of the A.D.F.A. offering a group superannuation insurance pro
gram for growers. 
In the event that superannuation did become compulsory, it was 
believed that the bulk buying position of the A.D.F.A. may be able 
to provide a better scheme than growers would be able to in· 
dependently purchase. It was also noted that operation of the 
scheme may generate a modest amount of non-levy income for 
the A.D.F.A. 

9. 7 Currant Survey: As a result of a resolution from the 1985 Federal 
Council, the Board has sought to assess the extent of the level of 
plantings of the Currant variety. 
The Board is aware that there is a delicate balance between full 
and over-supply of this variety. This balance is more delicate than 
for the other dried vine fruit varieties due to the limited oppor
tunities on export markets arising from the predominance of Greek 
Currants on the export market, and the high Greek government 
and E.E.O. subsidies provided. Fortunately, unlike the Sultana 
and Raisin varieties, there is some potential to monitor the flow of 
Currants to drying, as there is extremely limited application of this 
variety in uses other than drying. 
Analysis of the various official statistics on Currant plantings and 
production have indicated that the growth in Currants has not 
been as high as would be otherwise expected. Statistical informa
tion and some limited analysis of this information is contained in 
Appendix9. 

Research 
10.1 Dried Fruits Research Council: As foreshadowed in last year's 

report, the Dried Fruits Research Committee has been replaced 
by the Dried Fruits Research Council. 
The Dried Fruits Research Council is only one of the. research 
bodies now established under the Rural Industry Research Funds 
Act. This Act provides that most rural industry research programs 
will be governed by this single Act. 

1 0.2 Selection of the members for the Dried Fruits Research Council 
was conducted by the Dried Fruits Research Selection Commit· 
tee. The Selection Committee comprised a core group of four 
members who were involved in the selection of members for all 
research councils, plus three Industry representatives. The core 
group comprised three Government appointees plus a representa
tive of the National Farmers' Federation. The Industry representa· 
tives were all nominated by the A.D. F. A. and were Messrs. Henry 
Tankard, Bob Horsburgh and Max Sauer. 

1 0.3 The Board of Management suggested that the Dried Fruits 
Research Council should comprise in addition to the independent 
Chairman, and Government representative; three dried fruit 
growers, two members drawn from the State Departments of Agri· 
culture, one member from the C.S.I.R.O., and one packer/mar· 
keter experienced in the Dried Fruits Industry. 
This proposed representation was accepted by the Selection 
Committee, with the appointments being: 

Chairman Mr. J. McColl (formerly Director· 
General of Agriculture in South 
Australia, and now an I.A. C. Com· 
missioner) 

Government Mr. K. Hyde 
Growers Mr. B. J. Gledhill 

Departments 
of Agriculture 
C.S.I.R.O. 
Packer/Marketer 

Mr. A. B. Johnstone 
Mr. C. L. Roy 
Dr. J. Meagher 
Dr. D. Plowman 
Dr. J. Posslngham 
To be appointed. 

1 0.4 The accumulated funds standing to the credit of the now defunct 
Dried Fruits Research Committee have been transferred to the 
new Council. 
The Research Council has held its first meetings with its obligation 
being the formation of a 5 year corporate plan for the initial con
duct of dried fruits research. It is expected that the corporate plan 
will be available for the examination of Federal Council. 
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1 0.5 In addition to the changed structure for the administration of dried 
fruits research, the Government has seen fit to apply the 'user 
pays principle' to the activities of the Dried Fruits Research Coun· 
cil. lf cOnducted by the Department of Primary Industry,· the cost 
of this service in a full year is in excess of $50,000. 
Under the terms of the Rural Industry Research Act the ad
ministration of Research Councils can now be divested from the 
Department of Primary Industry. The Dried Fruits Research Coun· 
cil has accepted a proposal by the Board of Management for the 
A.D.F.A. to undertake all secretarial and administrative services 
for the Research Council. The Board is confident that the 
A.D.F.A. can provide this service at a lesser cost while at the 
same time providing greater liaison within the Industry. 
As dried fruit research funds are derived from a statutory levy, the 
A.D.F.A. is unable to take financial control of the research trust 
accounts and the control of these funds will remain within the 
Department of Primary Industry. 

10.6 The research funds administered by the Dried Fruits Research 
Council are provided by levy on all dried fruit produced. At the 
time of expenditure a matching contribution is made by the 
Federal Government on a dollar-for-dollar basis. 
The Government is willing to provide this matching finance up to a 
maximum of. 5% of the gross value of production. Thus the maxi· 
mum rates of levy for which matching expenditure Is available are: 
Dried Vine Fruits $5.00 per tonne 
Dried Tree Fruits $30.00 per tonne 
Prunes $30.00 per tonne 
The operative rates for research levy for Season 1985 were: 
Dried Vine Fruits $1.50 per tonne 
Dried Tree Fruits $5.00 per tonne 
Prunes $7.50 per tonne 
The Minister for Primary Industry has sought advice in regard to 
the program of research levies proposed by the Industry for the 
next 5 years. The Board indicated that it was unable to provide 
that advice until the corporate plan of the Research Council was 
available and had been considered by Federal CounciL However, 
the Board did recognise that there was a need to maintain existing 
research programs and has recommended to the Minister that 
levy rates for Season 1986 be: 
Dried Vine Fruits $2.00 per tonne 
Dried Tree Fruits $7.00 per tonne 
Prunes $10.00 per tonne 

1 0. 7 Reserves in the Dried Fruits Research Trust Account as at June 
30, 1986, were estimated at: 
Dried Vine Fruits . . . ............. $139.737 
Dried Tree Fruits . . ........... $141 ,658 
Prunes ... $ 31,356 

Estimated Total Funds. . .......... $312,751 

1 0. 8 The Dried Fruits Research Council has prepared a research and 
development plan for the years 1 986 to 1992, and this has been 
submitted to the Minister for Primary Industry. The Research 
Council has also examined new and ongoing research projects for 
funding in the 1986/8 7 financial year, however, details of the ap
proved projects were not to hand at the time of writing. 

10.9 Dried Vine Fruit Processing Research Unit: This Unit has con· 
tinued its work in developing improved processing techniques for 
dried vine fruits. The Board specially commends the leadership 
and commitment of its Chairman, Dick Johnstone. 
One major project undertaken by the Unit was a world·wide litera
ture search of defect detection devices pfesently in use. This 
search has led to the conclusion that the Industry will have to 
develop its own detection equipment to ensure the complete 
elimination of weed seeds from the final pack of dried vine fruits. 
Mr. Robert Hayes has continued as the principal research worker 
carrying out the functions of the Unit, and during the year he 
visited South Africa to learn more about their techniques for drying 
Natural Sultanas, and their application to Australian conditions. 
The costs associated with this visit, including travel and accom
modation were borne directly by the A.D.F.A. 

Industry Economy 
11 .1 Vine Pull: The only positive element in the Federal Government's 

plan for dried vine fr.uits arising from the Industries Assistance 
Commission Inquiry into the Industry, was the provision of a $5 
million adjustment fund to reduce surplus production and assist 
growers out of the Industry. This fund was primarily intended to 
finance vine pull compensation. 
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Victoria was the first State to reach agreement with the Common
wealth on the introduction of a vine pull scheme. 
The Victorian scheme applies to vines inspected and removed 
after June 1, 1985; requires a grower to be primarily dependent 
upon dried vine fruit for his income; provides assistance at a max
imum rate of $3,700 per hectare up to 8 hectares, then $2,000 
per additional hectare; is available only for the clear fell of vines; 
and provides maximum assistance to any one grower of $50,000. 
As is usual with vine/tree pull schemes, the assistance is Initially 
provided as a loan which is not required to be repaid provided no 
further vines are planted within 5 years. A mortgage is executed 
over the property concerned and the loan plus interest is repay
able if vines are replanted. 
From the inception of the Victorian scheme the A.D.F.A. was con
cerned that there would be only limited uptake, and thus only 
marginal adjustment within the Industry, because of the failure to 
provide compensation to growers wishing to remove only part of 
their vines (partial pull). 
South Australia also entered into agreement with the Common
wealth Government to provide vine pull compensation. Provisions 
for the vine pull in South Australia differed from those in Victoria. 
In South Australia compensation was available for pulling vines 
used for winemaking as well as drying, reflecting the recom
mendations of the inquiry into the Grape and Wine industries. 
Compensation for clear f~'>ll was a maximum of $3,250 per hectare 
and $2,250 for partial pull. Like Victoria, compensation would be 
subject to a maximum payment of $50,000 and an agreement that 
growers not increase within 5 years the area planted to grapes. 
Neither New South Wales or Western Australia has made any ar
rangements for vine pull compensation. 
There was a significantly greater interest and uptake in vine pull 
within South Australia. This is believed to be due to the provision 
for partial pull and the lesser dependence within that State on 
grapes by many producers. 
Whatever the reason, South Australia quickly exhausted the 
moneys made available to it for vine pull, and sought re-nego
tiation of the allocation of vine pull moneys amongst the States. 
The A.D.F.A. indicated to Government that the uptake of vine pull 
by dried fruit producers had been limited because of the presently 
favourable conditions for export sales and the phase-in of the 
newly imposed restraints on equalisation. It was stressed that vine 
pull was only part of an adjustment package for the Dried Fruits In
dustry, with the harsh adjustment through amendments to 
equalisation forcing greater exposure to overseas market forces, 
yet to be felt by the Industry. 
The A.D.F.A. specifically requested that partial pull be introduced 
for growers within Victoria. It was believed that partial pull would 
allow maximum opportunity for adjustment by allowing growers to 
ease themselves into new opportunities, thus promoting a wider 
spread of economic reliance. 
The A.D.F.A. also requested the establishment of a priority for the 
removal of multi-purpose grapes so as to achieve the original ob· 
jectives of the vine pull scheme in relnoving grapes in over
supply, and for an equitable distribution of vine pull funds amongst 
the participating States. 

11.2 Statutory Equalisation: As reported to Federal Council last year, 
the Government has amended the Dried Vine Fruits Equalisation 
Act so as to make domestic prices more closely reflect the inter
national price. Maximum limits have been set for equalisation 
levies for the years 1 986·1990 so that average returns in 1990 
will be no more than 15% above export returns. 
These arbitrary restraints prevent Statutory Equalisation from 
achieving its objective of equalising the returns from the various 
markets. However, the harshness of these restraints is yet to be 
felt because of the phase-in of these restrictions, and the present 
generally favourable returns from export markets. 
The Board remains opposed to the use of Statutory Equalisation 
as a back door method to governing the Australian price, and re
mains committed to having these restraints removed. 
Statutory Equalisation was successfully applied to both Currants 
and Sultanas of the 1985 Season. Statutory Equalisation did not 
apply to Season 1985 Raisins as production did not reach the 
threshold tonnage of 3,000 tonnes. 
During the year the Board of Management and the Australian Dried 
Fruits Corporation have worked to refine the administrative ar
rangements of Statutory Equalisation in an attempt to minimise the 
cost to the Industry and minimise delays in cash flow. 
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In addition to the refinements, some of which will require amend
ments to the Act, the Board has requested the Government to 
amend the Equalisation Act to allow any further separate equalisa
tion accounts that may be required In the future to be declared by 
regulation.· 
In this regard the Board has Natural Sultanas specifically in mind. 
This technique of allowing equalisation pools to be declared by 
regulation would remove the need for any future amendment to 
the Act and would allow timely implementation of a separate 
equalisation account for Natural Sultanas should this be agreed to 
be desirable. 
It is believed that the increasing interest in the production of 
Naturals will quickly see the annual production exceeding the Aus
tralian requirement. While there are limited opportunities for Aus
tralian Natural Sultanas to compliment our golden type Sultanas on 
export markets, these opportunities would usually be at a return 
less than the Australian return, and therefore should be equalised 
in the same manner as the f!lajor varieties but in a separate pool. 
Statutory Equalisation will not apply to Season 1 986 Raisins due 
to technical difficulties which require equalisation payments to be 
made to the de-seeder, who cannot effectively make the payment 
to growers. This is one area of the Act for which an amendment is 
being pursued. In the meantime the Industry has agreed to 
equalise Raisins by way of a Voluntary Industry Agreement. 

11.3 Voluntary Progressive Adjustments: The inability of Statutory 
Equalisation to cater for Season 1986 Raisins has forced the In
dustry to confront the need for a voluntary scheme of ad· 
justments. 
It has been agreed as desirable to extend voluntary adjustments to 
Currants and Sultanas due to the need to cater for a more flexible 
Australian price, and the cost savings available from a voluntary 
system. 
At a meeting in early May of dried vine fruit agents and packers, In
cluding Angas Park, it was agreed that the Industry could conduct 
a voluntary adjustment of dried vine fruit returns at a cost very sig
nificantly lower than Statutory Equalisation. The major saving 
would be in the area of cash flow and a reduction in the interest 
burden as a voluntary adjustment would utilise the transfer of net 
cash balances rather than the cumbersome and expensive 
levy/repayment mechanism of Statutory Equalisation. 
However, flexibility of price Is the main concern. This is an Issue 
because Statutory Equalisation is based on the premise that a 
single price regime will apply in Australia for the whole period of a 
Season's sales. The experience during the flood of Greek Imports 
Indicates that this is not always the case. The recent build up of 
imports of Turkish fruit may make it necessary to adjust the Aus
tralian price within the 1986 Season. No assistance to prevent 
this course of action will be forthcoming from the Government, so 
the Industry will be forced to act If it wishes to protect its Austra
lian market. 
However, Statutory Equalisation sets the equalisation levy accor
ding to the Australian price at the commencement of the season 
and does not take into account any later adjustment in the 
Australian price. In Season 1984 this made it necessary for the In
dustry to conduct a supplementary voluntary adjustment tor 
Sultanas to account for the changes in the Australian price. The 
prospect of having a Statutory Equalisation accompanied by a 
supplementary voluntary adjustment mal~es it prudent to conduct 
a single scheme with flexibility to meet all conditions, that is, a 
voluntary adjustment. 
Complete Industry agreement has been reached on the form of 
the voluntary adjustment. Unlike previous A.D.F.A. adjustments, it 
will be progressive, and not merely an end of season affair. 
The proposed voluntary adjustment will be carried out after an in
itial six month period, followed by two adjustment periods, each of 
three months duration, and then such further adjustments as may 
be required to complete the Season's sales. 
It is planned that the voluntary adjustment will be conducted by the 
A.D.F.A. but subject to appeal to an independent arbitrator. The 
data collection procedures established by the Corporation for 
Statutory Equalisation will be utilised to prevent a duplication of 
this effort. 
Despite the strong initiatives taken so far, there is no certainty that 
the voluntary adjustment will apply to all varieties for Season 
1986. While the Corporation has agreed In principal to support an 
A.D.F.A. operated voluntary adjustment in lieu of Statutory 
Equalisation, it must still convince the Government that Statutory 
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Equalisation levies should not be applied. These levies have been 
set for Currants and Sultanas and will require a positive effort by 
the Government to reverse these regulations. The Industry must 
also confirm its agreement in principal by accepting a final docu
mented form of the agreement. Drafts of the proposed formal legal 
contract are presently under review by all parties involved. 

11.4 The Australian Dried Fruits Corporation: The Federal Govern
ment has released a policy statement on the reform of Common
wealth Primary Industry Statutory Marketing authorities. These 
Statutory Marl<eting Authorities include the Australian Dried Fruits 
Corporation. 
The Board is extremely concerned that this policy has been 
formulated·without consultation with the Dried Fruits Industry, and 
that if implemented may have a detrimental impact on the structure 
and operation of the Australian Dried Fruits Corporation. Any such 
impact may have an important depressing effect on future returns 
to growers. 
The Corporation was formed at the request of the A.D.F.A., and 
its structure and operations were amended in 1978 at the request 
of the A.D.F.A. in consultation with the Government of the day. 
Any further amendments should also be negotiated between 
Government and the Industry. 
In addition to the general concern in regard to the lack of consulta
tion, the Board is concerned that no specific guidelines have been 
indicated for appointment of members to the Corporation. Of par
ticular concern are the number of members who are to be dried 
vine fruit growers; dried vine fruit processors or marketers; and 
other members with special qualifications. 
The Board also queries the proposed Selection Committee pro· 
cedure and how this will inter-relate with the A.D.F.A. and its 
recommendations. At the present time A.D.F.A. Federal Council 
elects a panel of candidates tor consideration of the Minister for 
appointment of grower members. 
Another major area of concern to the Board is the limited options 
presented in regard to the holding of a separate annual general 
meeting of the Corporation, or having a report presented via a 
representative Industry organisation such as the A.D.F.A. 
A separate annual general meeting entails unjustified additional 
expense and increased work load on the Corporation by virtue of 
the creation and maintenance of a register of Industry members; 
the provision of an annual report to all growers; and the conduct of 
a special meeting. On the other hand, the alternative of a report via 
an Industry body lnvovles an excessive restriction on the appoint
ment of Corporation members as executive members of the 
representing Industry body would be barred from appointment; 
and the foregoing of specific Industry powers, such as the obliga
tion of the Minister to act on a motion of no confidence passed by 
the Industry. 
It is believed that the Federal Government will wish to review the 
Australian Dried Fruits Corporation Act prior to the appointment of 
the next Corporation. The term of appointment ofthe present Cor· 
poration ends in February 1988. This timetable indicates that the 
Government will wish to pursue amending legislation in the budget 
session of 198 7. The Board has commenced negotiations with 
the Government in an attempt to resolve any difficulties before any 
amending legislation is introduced. 

11 .5 Imports: The import of dried fruit into Australia continues to be a 
major concern to the Industry. 
It Is clear that the Government will not act to prevent Imports into 
Australia. Therefore imports will continue to shape the marketing 
environment within Australia, and returns for Australian growers. 
The features of price suppression and the impact of the poor quali· 
ty of much of the fruit imported is discussed in Appendix 2. 

11 .6 Underwriting: The Dried Sultana Production Underwriting Act 
provides a guaranteed minimum return for Dried Sultanas pro· 
duced In each season. ~ 
Underwriting of Sultanas of ~e~ 1984 and 1985 Seasons is 
governed by the formula 9f providing a minimum guaranteed 
return of 90% of the three year average of all returns. Under this 
formula there will be no unde!Writing payment for either season. 
For Season 1986 to 1990 Unde!Writing will be based upon a new 
formula of 80% of the export returns for the previous three 
seasons. Due to the present favourable conditions on export 
markets there will be no underwriting payment for Season 1986 
Sultanas. 
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11.7 Dried Vine Fruits Market Entitlements: The introduction of 
market entitlements for dried vine fruits remains a priority issue for 
the Board. 
The Chairman and General Manager recently re-introduced this 
topic with the Minister for Primary Industry, Mr. Kerin. That these 
discussions were in response to an earlier statement by Mr. Kerin 
that his Government would be willing to re-examine the dried vine 
fruit entitlement issue should changing circumstances warrant this 
course. 
The A.D.F.A. has stressed to the Minister that the greatest long 
term adjustment to the commercial realities of grape production 
{not just for drying) will be achieved by the introduction of market 
entitlements for dried vine fruits. The cut-back in intake by 
wineries in the latest harvest has reinforced yet again that the 
Dried Fruits Industry operates as the market of last resort for 
grape producers. Growers with little or no history of dried fruit pro· 
duction have diverted significant tonnages of fruit to drying, and 
are sharing, on equal footing, with the traditional dried fruit pro
ducers, the markets which those traditional growers have built and 
promoted over a long period of time. 
In a recent interview, the Minister indicated that changes in winery 
demand for grapes and Improved circumstances for the marketing 
of dried vine fruits had caused the reverse situation to that which 
had originally led to his rejection of the scheme. That is, Instead of 
diversions from dried fruit placing pressure on the winegrape in
dustry, the limited uptake by wineries in Season 1986 created a 
substantial, unchecked diversion to drying, which would signifi
cantly reduce returns to dried fruit growers. It is largely because 
there was an impact opposite to that anticipated, that the Minister 
has agreed to a review of dried vine fruit entitlements. 
It is because all grape growers need to be aware of th(~ benefits 
and costs of producing an additional tonnage of grapes that the 
majority of dried fruit growers and sections of the Wine Industry 
support the move to market entitlements for dried vine fruits. 
Clearly market entitlements would indicate to growers the margi· 
nal value of additional grape prodtJL.:>.,, but without locking up the 
Industry and introducing the economic restraints of a strict quota 
system. 
The Board remains committed to the concept of market entitle· 
ments by means of the legislative secure mechanism originally 
proposed. However, given the reluctance of Government to sup· 
port this Industry initiative the Board has given some consideration 
to how the Industry could conduct a voluntary scheme of entitle· 
ments for dried fruit. However it must be recognised that this 
course, without the use of Statutory powers, is fraught with dif
ficulties. 

11.8 Sunraysia Growers' Advisory Group: The Board has continued 
to support the operations of the Sunraysia Growers' Advisory 
Group. 
This Group has effectively tackled the counselling and welfare 
problems brought upon growers by the recent financial crisis 
within the Dried Vine Fruits Industry. 
The Board remains aware of the lack of welfare support for 
growers and other farmers, who are all considered to be self
employed and therefore ineligible for unemployment benefits. 
However, the Board believes that the A.D.F.A. must resolve 
whether it should accept the provision of welfare services as an 
Industry responsibility in lieu of the appropriat~ action. 
Accordingly, the Board has requested S.G.A.G. to prepare a 
statement on its continuing need, its view of its future role, and the 
basis of its future operations. In addition to assisting the A.D.F.A. 
in determining the level of its commitment to S.G.A.G., it is believ
ed that a statement of this type will be of great assistance to 
S.G.A.G. in shaping its own future operations and staff require
ments. 
The A.D.F.A. makes a significant contribution to the running of 
S.G.A.G. as there is substantial costs involved in the services 
provided. These services include the provision of typing, photo· 
copying, telephone, reception service, electricity, etc. In addition, 
the A.D.F.A. Administrative Officer, Mr. Ross Sl<inner, acts as 
Secretary to the Group, and until recently was also their treasurer. 

Administration 
12.1 National Farmers' Federation: The A.D.F.A. has continued as a 

Full Commodity Member of the National Farmers' Federation. 
Although this membership is still only on a trial basis it is apparent 
that the A.D.F.A. is gaining respect within the N.F.F. This respect 
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is generated by the quality and content of A.D.F.A. representa
tions, plus the recognition that in representing dried fruits, the 
A.D.F.A. is the only horticultural commodity group within the 
N.F.F. 
The N.F.F. is becoming increasingly recognised by the Govern
ment and others as the representative of all Australian farmers. 
The Board believes it is important that it continues with its efforts 
of participating in the shaping of the N.F.F. views which are 
receiving so much attention. 

12.2 Branch Representation: In accordance with the resolution of 
Federal Council1975, Branch tonnages on a five year average up 
to and including Season 1984, have been calculated and used as 
the basis for Federal Council representation. Branches with more 
than one representative remain unchanged from last year. 
A full statement of tonnages over the Seasons 1981 to 1985 and 
Branch representation is included as Appendix 1 0. 

12.3 Retirement of A. Packer: Mr. Arthur Packer has decided to retire 
from the production of dried fruit, from being Chairman of Direc
tors of the Barmera Co-operative Packing Co. Ltd., and also from 
the Board of Management. 
Arthur's period on the Board of Managem~nt has capped a long 
career of service to the Dried Fruits lridustry through many 
forums. The Board thanks Arthur for his commitment and contribu
tion throughout his 3 years on the Board. 

12.4 Liaison and Media: The Board has continued in its efforts to main
tain and improve its contact with all parties interested in the con
duct of the Dried Fruits Industry. In particular, the Board has con
centrated on providing timely information to growers, and other in
terested parties. The Board recofds its appreciation for the 
assistance provided in the field of public relations and the dissemi
nation of information by many members of the media. 

In addition to the news despatched by the media the Board has 
overseen the improvement in the appearance and content of "The 
Australian Dried Fruits News", and the continuation of a series of 
articles on the operations and structure of the Australian Dried 
Fruits Industry. 
In addition to these efforts the Board has developed a Growers' 
Kit, which will be of particular assistance to new or intending 
growers. Although it does not tackle the problems of growing and 
drying fruit, it does provide much ancillary information, and impor
tantly, the means to go about obtaining even further information. 

1 2. 5 Staff: Once again the Board commends the professional and dedi
cated efforts of its executive and secretarial staff. Special mention 
must also be made of the friendly and efficient service provided by 
the Shop staff, who truly act as ambassadors for the Industry. The 
Board also extends its congratulations to the Manageress of the 
Sales Centre, Mrs. Kath Zanoni, on winning the VIctorian Retailer 
of the Year Award from the National Nutritional Foods Association. 

12.6 Auditor: The accountancy firm of G. R. Rowse and Co., has con
tinued its work as auditors to the A. D. F .A. and A. D. F. A. affiliates. 

12.7 Government: Close liaison has been maintained with Government 
members; members of Parliament; the officers of various Govern
ment departments including the Department of Primary Industry, 
and the State Departments of Agriculture; C.S.I.R.O.; the Austra
lian Dried Fruits Corporation; and the various State Boards and the 
Consultative Committee. 
The Board records its sincere appreciation to all who have 
assisted the Industry throughout the past year. 

For and on behalf of the Board, 
H. M. TANKARD, 

Chairman. 

II Happy Birthday Mzuri===== 

'Mzuri, Melbourne Zoo's baby gorilla, 
celebrated his second birthday on Saturday, 
June 7. As his sponsors, Sunbeam were on 
hand to receive some strong publicity support 
froill the days activities. 

A 'Great Australian Birthday Cake', like those 
in popular magazine advertising for Sunbeam 
Dried Fruits was presented to Mzuri by Brian 
Watson, National Sales Manager of A.D.F .S. The 
winner of the prize to have their photo taken with 
Mzuri was Nicole King (see photo), who donned 
a size 6 Sunbeam Dried Fruits Windcheater for 
the occasion. 

Sunbeam was acknowledged for its sponsor· 
ship in a variety of media, including a mention ac
companying a colour photo of Mzuri on the front 
of the Melbourne Sun newspaper. 

Sunbeam Sultana 40g packs were offered as 
prizes on the day, for the best colouring of a 
drawing of Mzuri in the Sun's Corinella children's 
page. 

All in all it was a very successful day. The Zoo 
takings were double that of the usual Saturday, 
as many thousands watched the presentation of 
Mzuri's Aussie cake. Of course Sunbeam 
publicity was made even greater, as television 
coverage of lhEl event was extensive. 

Chris Payne, 
A.D.F.S. Marketing Department. 
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Irrigated Crop Management Service 
By K. A. Watson 

Senior Irrigation Adviser, Loxton Research Centre 
In 1979, the South Australian Department of 

Agriculture began a research and investigation 
programme called the River Murray Irrigation and 
Salinity Investigating Programme (RMISIP}. Its 
purpose was to identify ways and means of im
proving Irrigation efficiency and to investigate 
the effects of salinity of crops irrigated by water 
from the Murray. 

RMISIP was very successful In a number of 
areas. 

It showed conclusively that over a wide 
range of irrigation systems, the efficiency 
with which water is used depends on the 
ability of the irrigator to match water applica
tion to the storage capacity of the soil. 
It showed that salinity of irrigation water and 
salinity in the soil caused loss of yield in 
citrus and it produced some numbers relating 
salinity to actual kilograms of fruit lost. 

• It generated evidence about the performance 
of small sprinklers and created a lot of in
terest in testing Irrigation equipment prior to 
sale and usage on-farm. 
It proved beyond reasonable doubt what 
everyone in the irrigation industries had been 
saying that adoption of new technology by ir
rigators was largely limited by lack of finance. 
It produce a climatic database for scheduling 
irrigations in the Riverland. 
It provided an accurate database of horticul
tural plantings in the Riverland which in
dicated trends in irrigation practices and 
plantings over the previous six years. 

Most importantly, RMISIP showed that 
strategies could be devised and Implemented by 
Irrigators to combat the effects of salinity, use 
water efficiently and minimise drainage. 
Because it has been recognised that an irrigator 
needs a wide range of technical services in 
order to devise the proper strategies and make 
them work, an integrated service called the Ir
rigated Crop Management Service (ICMS) has 
been established In the Rlverland of South 
Australia. 

There are a couple of basic ideas embodied in 
the ICMS concept which need some discussion. 

Firstly, although proper management of an ir
rigation system is vital for improving irrigation ef
ficiency and in the process of converting from 
one system to another, alone, it will not 
necessarily lead to increased productivity -
more $$$ or easler $$$ - which after all should 
be the name of the game. An emphasis placed 
on better irrigation management may be mis
placed! It could be that attention to several other 
practices associated with the culture of a crop 
would lead to more$$$. So, we say, put Irriga
tion management in context with other cultural 
and management practices to get the best 
result. And the way that we can help in this 
respect is to offer a range of services which are 
integrated at some predetermined level. 

Secondly, and this departs from a lot of cur
rent agricultural extension practice, the ICMS 
recognises the specific needs of irrigators. It is 
a 'single client' oriented service which seeks to 
Involve the Individual irrigator in a whole-farm ap
proach to his problems and solutions. The deci
sion to depart from generalised education pro
grammes for Irrigators, for which there Is still a 
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place, was a pragmatic one based on the reality 
of having to provide site specific information to 
the farmer to get the maximum effect. 

So what does all that mean? 
Simply that our ICMS seeks to Identify the 

problem(s}, find the cause and develop a range 
of solutions for a particular client (irrigator}. 

How do we do it? 
At the present time, we have established four 

Services although the original concept involved 
six Services within the ICMS together with two 
additional facilities located in the Region. 

The four Services currently operating are as 
follows: 

Land Utilisstlon Service which carries out 
detailed or reconnaissance soil description 
for land use and scheduling purposes. A 
charge is levied for this Service at a rate 
dependent upon the detail provided. For ex
ample, a detailed soil survey which provides 
a description of the soli, its water holding 
capacity, potential drainage capability, need 
for soil amendments, recommendation for 
land use etc. is charged at a rate of $120.00 
per hectare. A simple reconnaissance survey 
is charged on an hourly rate which at the mo
ment is $60.00 per hour. 
Field Investigation Service which measures 
and assesses flows, pressures and the ap
plication efficiency of irrigation systems, 
checks pumps and hydraulic designs, and 
makes recommendations to bring low effi· 
ciency systems up to scratch. No charge! 
Equipment Evaluation Service which deter
mines the performance of Irrigation equip
ment (mostly sprinklers). Much of the recent 
activity by this Service has been In the pro
vision of test facilities to manufacturers and 
distributors of irrigation equipment. The Ser
vice also provides information to assist ir
rigators select sprinklers to suit their pur
poses and. their properties. There are some 
charges for this Service. 

Irrigation Scheduling Service which is be
ing developed to offer a site-specific ad
visory service on the frequency and amount 
of irrigation water needed in any situation. 
Again, It is intended to charge for this Ser
vice. 

The two Services which have not been incor
porated in the ICMS are the Crop Management 
Service and the Irrigation and Drainage De
sign/Design Check Service. The first of these is 
provided by District Horticultural Advisers in the 
Riverland, and the second is provided by the 
Engineering and Water Supply Department 
through its Irrigator Advisory Service at Berri. 

The two other facilities which are required to 
round out the ICMS inclUde one to provide eco
nomic advice on the cost of the ICMS options, 
and a Regional Analytical Facility to measure 
salinity and nutrient levels in plants and soils and 
so provide a basis for decision-making. 

The ICMS, which operates from the Loxton 
Research Centre, is staffed by seven officers. It 
was established in early 1966, and has 
generated enough interest and work to keep the 
seven officers occupied for some time to come! 
A procedure is being established to ensure that 
the District Horticultural Adviser is involved at all 
relevant stages. He can usually help to deter
mine the technical priorities for the irrigator, and 
he operates from a district "overview" position 
which maintains continuity between what is 
basically Irrigation management advice and all 
other management needs. 

The benefits of the ICMS will be documented 
as we formally identify them in order to convince 
other irrigators that they exceed the costs. Ulti
mately, the ICMS will be supported by, and sup· 
port external horticultural Consultants who wish 
to provide their own services, and this 
mechanism is catered for in the development 
pathway of the ICMS. 

Improved irrigation practice - using tensiometers to measure soli-water. 
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Sprinkler Testing By K. A. Watson 
Senior Irrigation Adviser, Loxton Research Centre 

Over the last ten years or so, irrigators have 
been besieged by a rapidly increasing range of 
sprinklers, microsprinklers, mlcrojets and drip· 
pers becoming available on the market, all claim· 
ing to be the "U-beaut", "all singing, all danc
ing", "leading edge of technology" version. In a 
competitive world, that's the way the game is 
played. However, the sheer weight of all this 
new technology usually leaves the irrigator 
open-mouthed! 

Not only is It a problem for the irrigation farmer: 
it is also bad news for the irrigation technologist, 
who is supposed to be able to steer the farmer 
towards the best options. The fact of the matter 
is that there just aren't any standards or even 
enough data, on performance, to make the task 
a bit easier. The best information comes from ir
rigators who have installed a particular sprinkler 
and have operated it for two to four years. They 
can tell you all the good points and all the bad 
points. The problem is, of course, that in the 
case of some equipment, the information comes 
too late! 

This isn't the only problem. Prior to Installation 
in the field, little evaluation of performance is 
made, but just as importantly, many of the 
systems and equipment need new or different 
management techniques, the development of 
which has lagged behind the technology. As a 
result, the benefits claimed tor the new systems 
etc. often fail to appear In the field. 

The South Australian Department of Agricul
ture has attempted to firstly redress the im
balance of insufficient relevant information and 
secondly, encourage a different attitude towards 
testing irrigation equipment and then using that 
information to help in the selection process. As 
part of the River Murray Irrigation and Salinity In
vestigation Programme (RMISIP), a project to 
measure the performance of small, low-level 
sprinklers used in commercial orchards, was 
established in 1 981 . RMISIP set out to broadly 
investigate irrigation and salinity management 
problems in horticultural areas of the Riverland. 
Equipment evaluation was seen as an essential 
tool needed to solve some of the problems ir
rigators had in choosing between irrigation 
equipment with unknown performance charac
teristics. 

Our project, which has since become known 
as the Equipment Evaluation Service and 
operates within the Irrigated Crop Management 
Service, has had some success. 

We have published one Manual (April 1984} 
which provides detailed information on the 
performance of 11 small sprinklers and has 
been used by systems designers. We have 
had our work reviewed and approved by an 
international expert from Israel in 1983, and 
we have offered a contract testing facility to 
manufacturers, designers and end-users of 
irrigation equipment since late 1984. 
We have established that the conversion to 
an "Improved irrigation system" does not of 
itself, guarantee an Improvement In yield or 
quality, or a reduction in annual operating 
costs. The proper selection of a sprinkler 
should be based on detailed information 
about its performance and an understanding 
of the management requirements of the new 
system. Any additional information derived 
from someone else's field experience is a 
bonus. 
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By the end of 1985, the contract part of the 
service had completed 50 contracts worth 
$32,000. The fact that there Is a fee for this 
testing service has obviously not turned 
manufacturers and designers away. 

The project has not however, achieved all of 
its aims. 
* We set out to proVIde updates to the Manual 

following testing· of-other sprinklers and drip· 
pers. We have not yet done so, and we have 
been unable to even commence testing drip
pers. Part of the reason for this Is that the 
emphasis changed from testing· equipment 
basically for Our research and extension ·pur
poses, to offering under Contract, confiden
tial testing facilities to manufacturers. Pro
vided sufficient samples have bee·n tested, 
we do intend to recommence publication of 
data for inclusion In the original manual. We 
have accumulated a lot of additional informa
tion, particularly on bigger overcanopy 
sprinklers which would be of use to 
designers and endusers. 

* In 1985, we sought help from the Common
wealth Government in setting up what we 
called an "Australian Irrigation Equipment 
Testing Facility" (AIETF). Its aims were to 
develop Standards for performance of irriga
tion equipment and to provide a facility for 
measuring performance using those Stan
dards. The Commonwealth failed to buy the 
idea. This Is a pity since, apart from helping 
improve water use efficiency within Australia, 
such a facility would help Australian manufac
turers penetrate overseas markets and so im
prove our balance of trade. Many countries 
which export here, have independent testing 
facilities for irrigation equipment, and this 

must have something to do with their ability to 
put products on our dom·estic market. 

Although we have failed to c~nvince the Com· 
monwealth of the benefits likely to be achieved 
by AIETF, the Irrigation Association of Australia 
(IAA) has recognised them a,n~ has shown sup
port for both the facility and the Standards. The 
possible role of the IAA in settlng up AIETF· has 
been canvassed and with any luck, something 
will be made to happen in the- near future. 

The release of irrigation products onto the 
market without the benefit of a full evaluation ac
cording to predetermined· Standards is due sole
ly to the absence of Standards and an indepen
dent testing authority. Such·'an authority would 
set out standards for construction and manufac
ture of equipment and could provide means of 
establishing quality control iii the manufacturing 
process. The evaluation part of the exercise 
would cover all factors asSOciated with perfor
mance: for example, discharge/pressure rela
tionships, stream trajectory ·and height, dura
bility, and some measure ·of the application effi
ciency or distribution uniformity of the equip
ment, if relevant. 

One of the most important factors leading to 
proper use of irrigation equipment is con· 
fidence. The development of confidence starts 
with an understanding and appreciation of the 
advantaQes ·and limitations of the equipment. 
Without data which is ·relevant to Important per
formance characteristics, it is difficult to develop 
such confidence. This works against the best in
terests of all of us who are involved in the Irriga
tion industries, at whatever level. The establish
ment of an independent Australia-wide testing 
facility is one way of generating irrigator confi
dence, at least in the equipment we use. 

""'""'"a'n eqllilpnlerot evaluation - testing sprinklers for water distribution uniformity. 
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Report on the Investigation into the Difference between 
Packer returns for Prunes 

It was resolved at the 1 985 Prunes Industry Conference: 

That the Prune.s Committee investigate the discrepancy in Prune payments between packers lor the same grade and 
quality of fruit and report back to growers. That if necessary steps be taken to reclily the discrepancies in regard to 
payments on future crops. · 

It was agreed by the Prunes Committee that 
the A.D.F.A. administration should pursue tl:le 
matter of identifying. reasons for variation In 
returns to Prune growers for a particular 
Season's fruit. It was also agreed that the 
A.D.F.A. administration should seek relevant In· 
formation from each packer following finallsation 
of Season 1983 Prunes pack to assist with this 
investigation. 

Most A.D.F.A. packers have finalised the 
Season 1983 pack. and issued final account 
sales to growers. A comparison of these ac
count sales confirms· that returns to growers for 
the same grade and quality of fruit do vary con
siderably between packers. 

In addition to collecting this information dis
cussions on this topic have also been held with 
several packers and as a result the following 
reasons for the difference in returns have been 
identified. 
Different Financing Arrangements 

Growers' returnS; are affected by the terms 
of borrowing negotiated. by the packer, the level 
of advances made by the packer and by the 
sales performance of each Packer/ Agent. 
A.D.F.A. packers do not purchase the fruit from 
the growers but make advances on the fruit 
received. The advances paid are determined by 
the anticipated returns from sales, after taking in
to consideration processing and se11ing costs. 
All proceeds and payments are put through a 
fruit pool account. 

Packers borrow funds required for making 
advances to growers and therefore must incur 
an interest cost on these funds. The interest 
cost is charged (debited) to the fruit pool ac
count. Sales proceeds received by the packer 
are credited to the pool account. 

In simple terms, the higher the rate of in· 
terest a packer borrows funds at and the longer 
a pool stays in debit, the lower the return to the 
grower will be. This situation can be further com
pounded by the level of advances a packer 
makes and by the type of fruit received. 

Fruit quality and size can have a significant 
affect upon the sales pertormance of a packer
and therefore on the balance of a fruit pool. 

It is recognised that the fruit produced in the 
M.I.A. region is generally of a larger size than 
that yielded in the Young District, principally due 
to the use of irrigation in the Griffith region. 

It is also recognised that the extra large fruit 
is harder to sell on the Australian market. There
fore because sales of this type of fruit are pro
tracted the interest burden and associated 
holding costs are higher whilst at the same time 
the returns to growers are lower. 

In a big crop season, like 1983, this situa
tion is aggravated as fruit is carried over into the 
next season and the longer the fruit is held the 
greater the costs are. 

Griffith Producers' Co-op. was one such 
packer with a large carry-over of Season 1983 
fruit and as a means of reducing these costs 
endeavoured to quit its stock by selling quan
tities to other packers. 
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Different Receival Metho(l~ Employed by the 
Prune Packers and Blending of the Fruit 
Received 

A uniform receival method was not 
employed by A. D. F .A._ Prune packers for 
Seasons up to and including 19a3. Whilst sOme 
packers pooled their fresh fruit receivals. and 
made payments on all fruit r_eceived - including 
small and/or unpackable fruit; other packers paid 
on specific grades oniY.-This a~ected returns to 
growers. and resulted in the payments being 
receiyed on grade fruit varying from one packer 
to another. It is understood that a more uniform 
approach to the receival . of fresh fruit now 
operates amongst A.D.F.A. packers. 

However, because different packers 
receive a different range of fruit - some with a 
majority of the larger type, others with more of 
the smaller fruit - each packer must also 
engage in a blending process so as to achieve a: 
satisfactory range. of grades. For example, a 
packer with an abundance of smaller fruit must 
utilise this type to the best advantage, by blen
ding it with larger fruit. A packer with a majority of 
larger fruit, must do the opposite. Therefore in 
these situations - and this can change each 
season- fruit that is of a.specific grade may be 
upgraded or downgraded according to the range 
of fruit size the packer receives. That is, large 
fruit may be downgraded to medium by one 
packer or upgraded by another, as blending of 
the available fruit takes place. As a result of this, 
packers' returns to growers will vary according
ly. 
Different Fruit Size and Quality 

The size and quality of Prunes produced in a 
season can vary markedly within the producing 
areas, and growers' returns also vary according
ly. Different fruits react differently to the pro
cessing required, which includes dehydration, 
storage, grading and rehydration. 

Although all dehydrated fruit received by 
packers is required to have a moisture content of 
less than 19%, fruit is delivered with varying 
levels of moisture and may require further 
dehydration. This can complicate processing, 
particularly with regard to re-packing the fruit 
and the risk of mould is also Increased. The con
dition of the fresh fruit delivered also determines 
the level of dehydration required to bring the fruit 
to the required moisture content. Different fruit 
has varying sugar levels and this affects the 
degree of dehydration required. 

These factors in turn determine the level of 
dehydration costs that will be charged to the fruit 
pool by the packer. Dehydration costs will also 
be determined by the method of dehydration 
employed by the packer. There are a variety of 
dehydration methods currently being used by 
the packers, ranging from the more modern 
dehydrators that utilise gas, to older dehydrators 
which use more expensive fuels such as 
distillate. 

Following the dehydration process, which 
usually takes between 18 and 24 hours depen
ding on the Prunes being dehydrated, the 

Prunes are stored in bull< bins prior to grading. 
In the early stage of storage an equalisation 

process takes place distributing the· moisture 
evenly throughout the Prunes in the storage bin. 
The Prunes in the bin' vary in size from large to 
small; and part of the moisture maintained in the 
larger Prunes is transferred to the smaller, drier 
Prune. During storage the fruit must be turned to 
allow this process to occur and also to ensure 
that the fruit does not pack .down. 

This practice of allowing the Prunes to cool 
in bulk bins prior to grading has only recently 
been adopted by all packers. In the past some 
packers graded the fruit immediately following 
dehydration, and therefore the Prunes contained 
unequal moisture content. This practice 
broadened the discrepancy in returns because 
the greater the variance of moisture content of 
the fruit, the greater the difference in the amount 
of water that is added back during the rehydra
tion process and therefore the greater the 
variance in the "over-run" achieved. This is one 
area of processing where a uniform pra,ctice is 
now employed. 

When Prunes are required to be packed for 
the retail market, they are taken from the bulk 
bins and passed through various washing pro
cesses and then into a steam cooker. This in
volves adding water to the Prunes or rehydrating 
them, a process that tenderises the Prunes so 
that they are ready to eat following packaging. 
The cooking process adds weight to the Prunes. 
The difference in weight between the 
dehydrated Prune and the processed product is 
called the "over-run" factor. This factor, which is 
expressed as a percentage of the dry pack, can 
vary from 1 0% to 20% and does effect the 
return to the grower. 

Different Prunes of varying size and quality 
eire able to withstand the addition of moisture 
better than other Prunes. 

Different characteristics such as sugar 
levels, skin type and the size of the pit can effect 
the amount of moisture a Prune can absorb. 
Because Prunes are sold on a weight basis, the 
greater the over-run the higher the return per 
fruit weight will be. 

Growers are paid on fruit weight basis and 
therefore the grea~er amount of moisture that a 
particular growers' fruit will withstand, the better 
his return will be. 

The moisture level of Prunes is also deter
mined by the market the fruit is to be sold on. For 
eXample, Prunes sold on export markets are re
quired to have a lower moisture content than the 
fruit being sold on the domestic market. There· 
fore those packers who pack fruit for the export 
markets need to gear their operation to ensure 
that the correct moisture levels are obtained. 
This means that these packers are likely to have 
a lower over-run factor than those packers who 
do not pack for export markets. 

Returns from export markets are usually 
lower than those realised from domestic sales 
and this of course further diminishes growers' 
returns. Even though export sales are subject to 
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adjustment, the lower moisture content of the 
exported product means that a much lower 
return per fruit weight is realised as a result of 
these sales. 
Inappropriate Adjustment Method 

The adjustment method in use for seasons 
up to 1982 was inappropriate where large crops 
(and . high carry-overs) were experienced. In 
such situations a crop could take up to 2 years 
to finalise, and be subject to several price in
creases. The change in price reflected what the 
market could tolerate, rather than allowing for 
both the increase in costs associated with 
holding the fruit, and maintaining growers' 
returns at a reasonable level. 

The final adjustment was designed to give all 
packers an equal return but failed to take into ac
count the real (inflation adjusted) values. This 
meant that those packers who were able to sell 
early, but at lower prices, would be compen
sated for realising a net average return less than 
the Industry average. This compensation was 
received despite the fact that the early sales 
meant a lower holding cost. 

Under the terms of the adjustment, the 
packer unable to sell his entire crop until much 
later, but at a higher price, would need to reim
burse the packer realising a lower net average 
return. However, the packer holding the stocks 
longer would be further disadvantaged by the 
holding costs involved, hence growers' returns 
would be eroded. 

The inappropriateness of this adjustment 
method was acknowledged by the Prunes Com
mittee and for Season 1983 onwards, an alter
native method has been in place. This new 
method e:qualises the net difference between 
domestic and export returns over all fruit in a par
ticular season. No adjustment is made between 
early and late sales on the domestic market and 
therefore any packer forced to hold stocks for 

Gear and 
Gadgets Galore 

A pleasing response has already been 
received from invitations to commercial ex
hibitors, to participate in this year's Riverland 
Gadget and Field Days which will be held in Berri 
on 24th and 25th September. 

The Organising Committee is confident that 
the function will continue to be the leading Horti
cultural event of its kind in South Australia. 

According to the Secretary, planning is well 
in hand and members are enthusiastically look
ing at new ideas to add to the success of the 
Days. 

Those intending exhibitors who have already 
been contacted should send in their application 
forms urgently to the Secretary, Phil Lorimer, 
Box 164, Berri (phone 085 83 2324). 

New enquiries from those wishing to exhibit 
commercial equipment or gadgets would be par
ticularly welcome, but applications should be 
made NOW, to ensure the availability of a site, 
and listing on the program and site plan to be 
distributed throughout the Riverland, and to 
visitors on the Days. 

lengthy periods will not be disadvantaged by 
having to reimburse other packers who were 
able to sell earlier. 

Summary 
This investigation has confirmed that 

growers' returns do vary considerably from 
packer to packer. Several reasons as to Why dif
ferent packers will return varying payments to 
growers for the same grade and quality of fruit 
have been identified and are summarised as 
follows: 
1 . Different financing· arrangements negotiated 

by each packer affect the level of advances 
paid to growers and the interest costs charg· 
ed to the fruit pool. 

2. The sales performance of each packer/agent 
affects returns to growers. Sales proceeds 
are credited to the pool account and offset 
the charges applied, thereby minimising in
terest costs and improving cash flow to 
growers. 

3. The quality and size of Prunes delivered by 
growers to packers has a significant affect on 
the returns received. Fruit quality and size af
fects: 
{a) The sales performance of a packer. Ex

tra large fruit is harder to sell and 
reduces the returns to growers. 

(b) The range of grades a packer is able to 
pack. Packers must blend the Prunes in 
order to make best use of the local fruit 
available to them. Blending can result in 
upgrading or downgrading of fruit, 
depending upon what fruit size the 
packer has and growers' returns can 
vary according to the results achieved. 

(c) The dehydration costs charged to the 
fruit pool. The degree of dehydration re
quired varies according to such 
characteristics as sugar levels and skin 

type. The higher the dehydration costs 
are, the lower the return to the grower 
will be. 
and 

(d) The amount of 'over-run' achieved. As 
part of the packing process the Prunes 
are rehydrated and Prunes of different 
size and quality are able to withstand 
the addition of moisture better than 
other Prunes. Because Prunes are sold 
on a weight basis, the greater the over
run the higher the return per fruit weight 
will be. 

4. The market the fruit is sold on- domestic or 
export - also affects growers' returns. 
Prunes sold on export markets are usually 
sold for a lower return and the moisture con
tent is required to be·lower than·the same 
product sold on the domestic market. Even 
though export sales are subject to adjust
ment, the lower moisture· content of the ex
ported Prunes means that a diminished 
return per fruit weight is realised on these 
sales. 
Practices which previously led to variances 

in the payments but are now more uniform in
clude standard receival methods, and the adop
tion by all packers of the practice to allow the 
Prunes to cool prior to grading. In addition, the 
adjustment method now used is more suitable in 
an environment of changing prices and pro
tracted sales. 

However, despite the introduction of more 
uniform processing techniques and a change to 
the adjustment method, growers returns still vary 
and will always do so. This is mainly due to the 
different characteristics of the fruit but also 
because of the efficiency of the packer/agent in 
such areas as financing, processing and 
marketing of Prunes. 

Riverland 
Gadget and field Days 

Berri 
September 24th and 25th, 

1986. 
Exhibitors are being sought for this event, to be held on a 

spacious grassed area in the centre of Berri. Crowds in excess of 
10,000 people are traditionally attracted to such events. 

A limited number of indoor and outdoor sites are still available for 
rent; power and water can be provided if required. 

Firms and individuals wishing to display horticultural, agricultural, 
home-improvement and leisure products should urgently contact: 

Mr Phil Lorimer, 
P.O. Box 164, 
BERRI, S.A., 5343. 
Phone (085) 83 2324 a.h. 
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MICROWAVES 
Myth or Magic? 

These days we hear and read much about microwaves and it is no wonder, as up to 40% of Australian homes now have 
one in their kitchen. The microwave oven is a perfect cooking medium particularly for busy people and people living alone 
as no energy is wasted in cooking smaller portions. It is great for all the family to cook quick snacks, reheat a meal and cook 
fresh or ready prepared food from the freezer. However a microwave is not designed to totally replace a conventional 
cooker. It should be used as an addition to your other appliances and conventional oven. It will cook everything that a con
ventional oven will, however some things cook and look better than others. Experience will tell you what the microwave 
oven does best for you. 

A few most commonly asked ques
tions about microwave ovens: 
Q. Do cooking times for microwave recipes vary 

depending on what type of microwave oven 
you have? 

A. Power variations in microwave ovens vary 
between 400 and 700 watts. The higher the 
watt the faster the food will cook. However 
the difference in the cooking time from the 
lowest to the highest is approximately 1 
minute for every 1 0 minutes. 

Q. How do I estimate cooking times? 
A. There is no magic formula, keep looking and 

checking as you would if cooking conven
tionally. Remember the starting temperature 
of the food will influence the time, the size 
and density of the food-similar-sized small 
pieces of food arranged in a single layer cook 
more quickly and evenly than larger pieces. 

Q. What is "standing'' time? 
A. Cooking does continue after the food is 

removed from the oven up to about 20 
minutes depending on the type and amount 
of food. If a recipe states stariding time there 
is a good reason. Usually to allow extra cook
ing, or for the temperature of the food to 
equalise. 

GLAZED PORK AND VEAL LOG 
Here's what you need: 
1 kg minced pork and veal 
1% cups soft breadcrumbs 
1 cup Currants 
1 medium onion, finely chopped 
1 medium capsicum, finely chopped 
1 teaspoon dry mustard 
2 eggs, lightly beaten 
% teaspoon salt 
Freshly ground pepper, to taste 
Glaze: 
% cup brown sugar 
2 tablespoons red wine vinegar 
% teaspoon ground cloves 
Y2 cup pine nuts, or flaked almonds lightly 

toasted (optional) 

Here's what you do: 
Mix together the pork and veal mince, bread
crumbs, Currants, onion, capsicum, dry 
mustard, lightly beaten egg, salt and pepper. 
Place in a 2-2% pint microwave proof loaf pan. 
Cover and cook on HIGH for 1 0 minutes. Drain 
off any excess fat and cover the top of the meat 
ring with the glaze. Cover and cook for a further 
1 0 minutes before serving. Can be served hot or 
cold, garnished with toasted pine nuts or flaked 
almonds (optional) and accompanied by Raisin 
and Pear Chutney. 
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Glaze: 
Combine well the· brown sugar, red wine vinegar 
and ground cloves. 

RAISIN Aim PEAR CHUTNEY 
Here's what you need: 
1 small green capsicum, cut into strips 
1 small red capsicum, cut into strips 
1 small onion, peeled and chopped 
1 cup Seeded Raisins 
1 red chilli, seeded and chopped (optional) 
4 medium pears, peeled, cored and cut into 

pieces 
%. cup brown sugar, firmly packed 
% cup cider vinegar 
2 tablespoons lemon or lime juice 
1 teaspoon ground ginger 
% teaspoon dry mustard 
% teaspoon salt 

Here's what you do: 
In a large casserole or microwave proof bowl 
combine all the ingredients. Microwave, un
covered on HIGH for 20-25 minutes stirring 
every 1 0 minutes, until thickened. Allow to cool 
slightly before spooning mixture into sterilized 
jars. Allow to cool, cover and store in the 
refrigerator for one month before using. This 
Raisin and Pear chutney will keep indefinitely 
and is delicious served with the Glazed Pork and 
Veal log. 

VEGETARIAN VEGETABLE TOSS 
Here's what you need: 
1 medium onion, finely chopped 
3 fclblespoons dry sherry 
125g butter 
% cup Currants 
2 tablespoons sour cream 
Selection of your favourite steamed vegetables 

Here's what you do: 
Combine the onion and sherry in a microwave 
proof dish or casserole. Microwave on HIGH for 
3 minutes. Add the butter cut into small pieces 
with the Currants. Microwave for a further 2% 
minutes stirring twice. Stir in the sour cream and 
whisk well. Toss through assorted steamed 
vegetables. 

ORANGE FRUIT PUDDINGS 
Here's what you need: 
90g butter, softened 
%. cup castor sugar 
Finely grated rind 1 orange 
Finely grated rind 1 lemon 
3 egg yolks 
% cup self-raising flour 
% teaspoon ground cardamon or ginger 
1% cups Mixed Dried Fruit 
% cup fresh orange juice 

Here's what you do: 
Beat together the butter and sugar until light and 
fluffy. Add the orange and lemon rind. When 
creamed, beat in the egg yolks one at a time and 
fold in the sifted flour and spice. Stir in the Mixed 
Fruit with the orange juice. Lightly grease and 
base line 6-8 microwaVe safe tea-cups or souffle 
dishes. Halt fill with the mixture and place on a 
rack in a microwave oven. Cook on HIGH for 
approximately 4-6 minutes, rotating each 2 
minutes, even if using a carousel. Allow to cool 
slightly in the dish before turning out. Serve 
warm with whipped cream or custard sauce. 

WALNUT STREUDEL CAKE 
Here's what you need: 
% cup finely chopped walnuts 
2 tablespoons brown sugar 
1 tablespoon plain flour 
Y2 teaspoon ground cinnamon 
pinch of mace (optional) 
90g butter, softened 
% cup castor sugar 
1 teaspoon finely grated lemon or orange rind 
150m! sour cream or buttermilk 
1 egg 
1 teaspoon vanilla essence 
1% cups plain flour 
1 teaspoon baking powder 
1 teaspoon bicarbonate of soda 
% cup Sultanas 

Here's what you do: 
In a small bowl combine the finely chopped 
walnuts, brown sugar, plain flour, cinnamon and 
mace (optional). In a separate bowl cream to
gether the butter and sugar adding the finely 
grated lemon or orange rind blending well. Com
bine the sour cream or buttermilk with the egg, 
and vanilla essence, and add to the creamed 
mixture, sift together the flour, baking powder 
and bicarbonate of soda and fold into the mix
ture. Stir in the Sultanas. Spoon half the batter 
into an ungreased approximately 6 cup micro
wave proof ring mould. Sprinkle with half of the 
nut mixture repeat with the remaining cake batter 
and nuts. Microwave uncovered on MEDIUM 5 
minutes rotate if necessary and microwave a fur
ther 5-6 minutes on HIGH. Stand for 1 0 minutes 
arid serve warm. Delicious when served with 
whipped cream. 
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Vine Growers 
Improve yields at lower costs with superior irrigation 

equipment from Vine leaf Stores~ 

Ein-Tal Undervine 
Sprinkler Systems 

fl.EIN-TAL 
lrrometer Model R 

The lrrometer tells when 
and how much to irrigate! 

FILTOMAT 
FILTERS 

RAINTREE 
UNDERTREE 
SPRINKLER 
SYSTEMS 

The simple clean water solution automatic filtration for 
drip, trickle and spray at a fraction of the price of equivalent 
sand filters. 

To Vineleaf Stores 
P .0. Box 19, lrymple, Victoria, 3498. 

Please send me more information on .. 

0 EIN-TALSPRINKLERS 

0 IRROMETERS 

0 RAINTREESPRINKLERS 

Mr/Mrs/Miss .................................... . 

Address ....................................... . 

Postcode ............... Phone ................. . 

APPLICATION 

0 Vines 
0 Citrus 
0 Other 

0 Representative to call 
0 Further Information 
0 School Project 
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