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General meeting of Taro GrowersGeneral Business

Australia, 7" August 2006
held at the Wet Tropics Research Centre

the DPI, South Johnstone, and beginning

\é ff gave a summary of workshop proposals.
Ig nt nutrition was considered worth pursuing.

est identification and managementvas

7:25 PM . .
included with weed management as pests are
associated with weeds. The topicqofarantine
Present: issues/exotic threatsvas met with heavy
R. Hourston, J. Doyle, P. Salleras, J. criticism. It seemed it shouldn’t be an issue ht al
Daniells, M.Hughes, L Vawdrey, We shouldn’t have to indulge in such a workshop
K.Nyugen, K.Lake, & S. Phillips, because of AQIS failings. Any presence of AQIS
officers for a workshop of this description would
Apologies;None end up in a direct compromise of inter&isease
identification and managementwas discussed. It
Minutes: was decided that Taropest covered Pest/Disease

management, and it was pointless repeating what
rhad been done already. These two topics were
dombined as one and it was then finalized to have

The Minutes of the General Meeting held
on 13 May 2006 were read by the Secreta

rates and yields between growers.

f .. ) _ a two workshops. One being the Taropest

- Matters Arising f'_'om Minutes: workshop with an invitation to Amy Carmichael

& Secretary gave a brief summary of evenis a presenter of the project. The other was to

- and correspondence to date concerniRgve a plant nutrition workshop organised at a

: AQIS, Biosecurity Australia and the imporfater date as well.

P taro.

o _ Mike Hughes gave a presentation on data received
« MoTiON that the minutes are an accurate from the Taro Survey. He showed several bar

2 report of the meetings on 13 May 2006.  graphs of each N,P,K with the results of

° Moved K.Lake, seconded P.Salleras. application amounts in relation to yield by each

™ PASSED. grower. It was hard to determine an accurate

e analysis from the data received, as there seemed
z Treasurer’s Report to be no consistency between individual fertilizer
<

[ ]

Secretarial Expenses $63.85 . :
Balance as at 07/05/06 $508.56 Also being an anonymous survey, it was

MOTION that the Treasurer's Report be impossible to verify particular circumstances with
accepted. Moved S.Phillips, seconded each grower . Mike determined however, that

K Lake PASSED there were common three r_nethods prac_ticed,
Chemical. Chemical/Organic and Organic. These
are probably the three areas to focus nutritive
requirements on. Rod mentioned it would be
interesting to take soil samples before planting
and after harvest to see what minerals had been
used by the taro.

‘Taro Topics



There was discussion on presentation of taro fokets.
Packing in smaller containers for niche markets,
supermarkets and restaurants. This would causdepns
for most growers as the time and having odd size®on
pallets would be hard to transport. Such a systéghtrbe
viable for larger consignments or operating asoagr
rather than individuals.

Rod suggested a field day up in the Tablelandsdk &t
the potato growers machinery, being harvestershevas
etc for ideas of our own use. Mike offered to oigan
farms and packing sheds to visit.

There was further discussion on the idea of puffiGg\
endorsed stickers on each taro for market to ifjeibias
locally grown in an effort to promote over the innjso
The cost of machinery to do so as for apples, wbald
prohibitive, and difficult because of size irregitias.
The surface of taro might not be conducive forl#els

to stick. Jeff suggested tags fastened througbétiele top.
Ken would look at the costs of a manual applicator

Jeff raised the topic of the Library Resourceariat. It
was decided to have the books/CD’s located at tlugehS
Johnstone DPI&F as most meetings were held thetéta
was more accessible by most.

Jeff also mentioned of small corm taro cultivarsge
released from Central Queensland University trexewo
longer needed . TGA was offered these varietiesraiise
they would be destroyed. It was decided we shotite gt
and distribute amongst members to keep the cudtivar
available in case there would be a future neethfem.

Craig Lemins Machinery Report was viewed by member
and addresses compiled to receive copies.

Meeting ended 9.47 pm
Signed Secretary (Sam Phillips)

Next Meeting is orMonday 30" October 2006 7.00pm
at the Centre for Wet Tropics Agriculture of the IRP.
South Johnstone. This is also the AGM. There has be
indications of any of the current executive positido-

stand down, so unless you particularly wish to be
nominated, there would be no threat of being lurathén
any position, from any shape or form..... by your
attendance!!

TaroPest Workshop Friday 10 November DPI&F
South Johnstone Research Station 10am-3pm

As part of the RIRDC project ‘Taro industry devetemnt:
the first step’ we are holding a workshop on tastpand
diseases at South Johnstone Research Station.

Guest speaker will be Amy Carmichael from the
Queensland University of Technology who will give a
presentation on TaroPest and assist growers \aifiirig in
the use of this powerful information package. Free
TaroPest CD's will be available for growers at the
workshop.

We will also be reporting on some of the findingsn
the taro industry survey and discussing the wawdiod
concerning the registration of chemicals for usin.

Growers should also bring along any taro pest ésehde
samples that they would like to have identifiecttom day.

Morning tea, lunch and afternoon tea will be preddree
at the workshop.

RSVP by 7 November to Jeff Daniells (phone 40641130
email jeff.daniells@dpi.gld.gov.au) for cateringrposes.
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| thought I'd quickly crash this out. Sorry it'dittle rough
but hopefully you may get the gist of it.

Eight of us met up at Malanda on Friddy®eptember .

Mike Hughes had organized 4 venues to look at.firbie
was NorthQual, one of the largest potato packirgision
the Tablelands. This processes roughly 2000 adres o

type job was knowledgeable in not only aspectgadf s
manageability but also of engineering/ mechanick an
logistics.

With all the venues we visited, they grasped verigkly
the problems with washing and harvesting taro. Some
even gave a timeframe that they thought it wouke tas

potatoes. We met Paul Stadhams, the general managetto develop a suitable washer. All wished us luckHe

who showed us thprocessing arrangement. Washing
was all done by machine, with labour being usegrsale
and stack the full boxes or sacks. They did seszal
packages to suit various market requirements. Triadlar
5-10kg cartons used computer selection of whiclersgv
smaller pockets were filled, weighed and calculated
give exactly the amount plus 400-500 gm or whatexss
allowed for excess. If a number of these pocketded
this amount , it was released. This effectivelyuiestl
losses from giving too much in excesses weights. We
looked at the double row harvester which was ortbef
largest harvesters on the tablelands. Even thdughas
factory made, it required modifying to suit growing
conditions.

other point that came to mind was that all thesmplee
were survivors. The reasons seemed they have rethain
so far, was they were all adaptable, innovative and
thought well beyond the front gate. Admittedly the
farmers we saw were selling up, more due to retrgm

All of them had to modify their harvesters and maety
to accommodate soil types and the different vaasedif
potato. It does seem to suggest, soil types are a
consideration for the efficiency of a harvestereyll
told us that a certain amount of soil was necessabg
included, to stop skin damage of the crop as itecamthe
conveyer chain.

The next stop was Serra Farms packing shed. We met Sweet potato production went from boom to crasle Th

Mark Serra. This was a family based operation gngwi
potatoes, bananas and water bores. This was quite
interesting as they had a diverse resource bastioh
they used. This enabled them to be more flexible in
accommodating challenges. Their potato harvestaigd
be modified as well.

We then went to Jim Sabian’s farm who grew sweet
potato. He was in the process of selling up, butowked
at his harvester and washing setup. We exchangead id
on washers for taro. Potato ussbrt bristle rollers and
pressure sprayers (60 psi)

Our last stop was a character named “Horse” artdde
was selling up. We looked at his modified harveatet
spent time talking about ideas.

The first impact from this field day was how snatl
industry the taro is, in comparison to that of plog¢ato
industry. It made our taro import issues seem like
peanuts!! It was not uncommon for these growers to

crash caused by over production from the Bundaberg
region. Ironically the prices again boomed thisrygdnen
these two growers decided to give it up.

What was apparent was these guys really knew how to
grow crops. Serra planted 2 acres of Yam beansofa r
crop like a yam). This they grew to produce higklds,
almost too high in the sense the roots had spbgsiply
from growing too fast. Because of the thin skirho$
crop they had to develop their own washer . It wal
engineered, comprising of two chains that gripfed t
vine as it was fed into the machine. The ‘tubetsidp
below by it's roots and as it progressed through th
washer, jets of water cleaned them. The problam th
also faced was that 2 acres all at once floodedtréet.
Next time they were going to stagger plantings. 3tery
thing was they could probably effortlessly put anes of
taro, but then again, in the same token, they waldd
have the foresight to see how intensive it would be

outlay many $thousands for machinery etc and mumte m

in time and improvements. They all showed a weltgd
knowledge in all aspects of the industry. The gainer
manager of NorthQual, while predominately an ‘adfic




! |I#II

$$

It did seem a pity that such innovation by thessvgrs is
consumed in trying to survive an industry. If theiarkets
were more stable it would've been interesting ®the

developments of their agronomy from such a platform

Overall it was a really good day, we saw a googsro
section of the potato industry. At each venue a@ h
discussions tossing ideas on harvesters/washessydhe
we met was extremely helpful and articulate abbeitrt
operation. Rod thought of a front mounted harvesttr

a set of cane cutting discs to remove the leak Way the
tractor doesn’t drive over the unharvested tarqtbe
could be regulated with the hydraulics. Furtheagle
stemmed from Mike’s recollection of a failed peanut
harvester. It used two chains similar to Serrats y@an
washer, that gripped the peanut bush and liftedtit
Speeding one chain would allow the taro stalk ia th
application , to twist thus breaking free the suske

Many thanks to Paul, Mark, Jim, Horse and Mike for

organizing the day.

%

Again we've been hard out battling our next rounthwhe
bureaucrats. We had a good article done by then€Riost
(August 10"). We then got our responses back from Mr
McGauran, Mr Vaile and Mr Downer. These ministers
might as well be of some use... and help fill our sietter.
In the meantime Biosecurity and AQIS pulled a swife
and changed the import conditions of large fresimco

WORLD TRADE

(listed below) taro, without telling us of the clgms. We
found their Amendment in the IPPC database. This is
submitted to the international community. What is
referred to in Australia, is the AQIS ICION Import
Conditions, which is phrased slightly differentlhis
warranted further correspondence and also shrettued
assurances from Mr McGauran of us being ‘infornmsd’
his departments.

G/SPS/N/AUS/199

11 July 2006
ORGANIZATION

(06-3352)
Committee on Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures Original:  English

NOTIFICATION OF EMERGENCY MEASURES

1. Member to Agreement notifying: AUSTRALIA

If applicable, name of local government involved:

Agency responsible: Biosecurity Australia (BA)

Products covered (provide tariff item number(s)s specified in national schedules deposited withe
WTO; ICS numbers should be provided in addition,

wtere applicable): Fresh corm taroQolocasia




esculentafor human consumption, particulaBolocasia esculenta var. antiquorum

Regions or countries likely to be affected, to thextent relevant or practicable: All countries exporting
taro to Australia.

Title, language and number of pages of the notifiedocument: Nil

Description of content: Nil

Objective and rationale: [ ]food safety, [] animal health, [ X ] plant protection,
[ ] protect humans from animal/plant pest or disase, [ ] protect territory from other damage fran
pests

Nature of the urgent problem(s) and reasons for urgnt action: Imports of fresh corm tarGolocasia
esculenta var. antiguorumto Australia for human consumption have beeneunded from all countries
pending further investigation. New information icaties that this variety has a high capacity to gregn when
topped and free from all foliage including petibkses and should therefore be subject to requitsrfen
propagable material. The suspension only appligsiso/ariety of taro as the topping requiremeni@olocasia
esculenta var. esculensaibstantially reduces the capacity of this vatietgropagate.

Phytosanitary certification requirements for imgaost fresh corm taro for human consumption havenbee
revised (as outlined below) in order to signifidégmeduce the likelihood that imported fresh coarotfor
human consumption can propagate and thereby inteodests and diseases of quarantine concern into
Australia.

Under interim arrangements, existing import permiilsbe revoked and re-issued and product in-titamil
be permitted under existing permits.

These measures will remain in place pending theomu¢ of a review of pests and diseases associdtted w
the import of fresh corm taro.

Phytosanitary certification requirements for freshcorm taro for human consumption

Each consignment must be accompanied by a Phytasanertificate endorsed with the followifg
additional declarations:

157

1. The taro in this consignment @olocasia esculenta var. esculergad notColocasia esculent
var. antiquorum.

2. The tubers have been inspected and are:
a. topped and free from all foliage including petibkeses, and
b. free from sprouting suckers and attached daugbters; and
c. free from soil.

(All consignments must be free of live insectsgdi&e symptoms, contaminat
seeds, soil and other debris prior to arrival irsthalia)

3. "The product is free from Potato Cyst Nematode (PQSlobodera rostochiensisand
Globodera pallida and potato black wart fungusSynchytrium endobioticuth or "PCN
(Globodera rostochiensis and Globodera pallida and potato black wart fungus
(Synchytrium endobioticynare not known to occur in the country of origin”.




Having found this it was time to alert AQIS and
Biosecurity Australia as to the erroneous and pithe
statements made by their submission and the fagtribver
told us, especially as this document was submiti¢de
International Plant Protection Council they dagafQIS
sent us their last letter . Naturally we slung thask at Ms
Joanna Hewitt of AQIS and Bill Roberts of Biosetyri
Australia. The amendment made by them for fregielar
corm taro is...free from sprouting suckers and attached
daughter corms, anfilee from soil.

Director of Quarantine
Secretary AQIS
ATTN:Ms Joanna Hewitt

6 August 2006
Dear Ms Hewitt,

| have forwarded you this copy of an email | sent to Dr Bill
Roberts concerning recent declarations to the importation of
large corm taro.

I look forward to your response.

From: Sam

To: plantbiosec@daff.gov.au

Sent: Sunday, August 06, 2006 9:10 PM

Subject: Taro Growers Australia: ATTN: Dr Bill Roberts

Biosecurity Australia
Principal Scientist
Acting Executive Officer
ATTN: Dr Bill Roberts

6 August 2006

Dear Dr Bill

I have found with great interest your departments
submission to the International Plant Protection Convention
(IPPC) database (included as an attachment) of recent SPS
Measures and 'declarations' to the importation of large corm
taro.

Naturally, | am quite alarmed at your constant constraints of
these deliberating 'declarations'. | will list them and other
issues below for your convienience.

You failed to inform us as Stakeholders of these
changes.

The letter to us from AQIS Head Office had a
handwritten date of 10 July 2006 (attached). This-

-SPS Measure was submitted on the 11 July
2006,giving us no knowledge or offer of
recommendation to these changes.

a) Are these deliberations of yours with the intention of
creating deliberations on our behalf, as to the extent of, how
long you would deliberate on the declarations, therefore
allowing the debilitating pretence of having 'resolved' the
problem to the eyes of the National and International
community?

b) Are these 'behind the scene' manoeuvres a feeble
attempt to cover foreign trade issues and departmental
incompetence before the impending WTO talks, which are
to be held, incidentally, in Cairns, next month?

Why does it appear that in the IPPC SPS document
(attached) Part 2c ... (All consignments must be free
of live insects, disease symptoms, contaminant
seeds, soil and other debris prior to arrival in
Australia). This gives the impression to the WTO and
the related International community, that, by where
this phrase is located in this document, that this is a
'specific' requirement to the 'declarations' of large
corm taro itself. Under the AQIS ICON database as
per Public Listing, this same clause (All
consignments must be free of live insects, disease
symptoms, contaminant seeds, soil and other debris
prior to arrival in Australia) is listed under AQIS
Import Condition C6000: Commercial ltem 4.  This
indicates this clause is 'generic' to import conditions
of all fresh food produce. It does appear, a rather
dubious means, of addressing a 'no blame' method
by AQIS and BA, of introduced pest/diseases
through the importation of large corm taro.

Under Item 8 of this IPPC SPS document
(attached) you have stated that "....this variety
(Colocasia esculenta var. antiquorum) has a high
capacity to grow even when topped and free from all
foliage including petiole bases and should therefore
be subject to requirements for propagable material."

a) By this, if you have determined 'petiole bases' as,
propagatable material. It must be then, be acknowledged, as
the same scientific determination described of 'petiole bases'
for large corm taro, which by this, you may have
successfully proved, these 'petiole bases' are the growth
points or given points of germination.

b) Or: By your determination that 'petiole bases' are not
growth points, with the "... high capacity to grow even when
topped and free from all foliage including petiole bases.." Are
we to assume then, that the propagative characteristics of
this taro totally defy science, and possess the ‘'unknown’
propagative qualities .. similiar to that, of what??.. the Virgin
Mary ??7? ......A miracle .....beyond all scientific explanation??




c¢) Or: Are we to assume that the skin of the taro is
propagative material as we have been telling you all
along? And as per AQIS Import Conditions, it (the taro
skin) should be removed before entry into Australia ?

Again under Item 8 of this same SPS document
the "...The suspension only applies to this variety
of taro (Colocasia esculenta var. antiquorum) as
the topping requirement for Colocasia esculenta
var. esculenta substantially reduces the capacity
of this variety to propagate..." The AQIS Import
Conditions C6016 Part 2b: states "petiole bases"
This indicates there is more than one petiole base
by which, topping would remove only one. If the
practise of 'topping' large corm taro alone, was as
satisfactory as you proclaim, then there would
only be the need for the "petiole base" as in,
singular, not a multiple item.

Under AQIS Import Conditions C6016 Part 2b:
"....free from sprouting suckers and attached
daughter corms,...." What is the interpretation of
'sprouting suckers' and 'daughter corms'? Are
they.. a) one of the same b) another of the other
c) the same as the other d) another of the same
e) all of the above

Under AQIS Import Conditions C6016 Part 2b:
"....free from sprouting suckers and attached
daughter corms and are free from soil.”

a)Does this mean daughter corms are considered by
AQIS/BA in the same status as 'small corm' taro and will
be refused entry into Australia? If so,

i) Does this mean that the large 'daughter' corms possess
greater propagative characteristics than the large 'parent’
corm?

i) Does this then mean that only the daughter corms of
Colocasia esculenta var. esculenta possess the same
threat as Colocasia esculenta var. antiquorum

iii) If so, how would you determine, the marketable large
‘daughter’ corm taro, from large small corm taro and the
large 'parent’ corm taro, that share the same box in an
import consignment?

iv) Is it also to be determined from this, that propagative
characteristics of both varieties Colocasia esculenta var.
esculenta and var. antiguorum are exactly the same?

If not
b) Is it to be assumed that mere act of 'detaching’ attached
daughter corms, renders them unpropagatable, and
therefore not a threat, thus allowable into Australia?
It is almost impossible to harvest and prepare
large corm taro for any market without breaking

off the 'daughter corms'. It appears obvious by this
statement, that observations may have been derived
for this clause, from the marketable presentation of
small corm taro, that can only be sold in such a
fashion..

If so,

a) why is small corm taro was used for this clause pertaining to
large corm taro?

b) Are you able, to ascertain between the presence and
characteristics, of large and small corm taro?

¢) If you have derived this, from the markets of small corm taro,
why are they there? At the release of this SPS document,
there was little or none, of this from local growers and small
corm taro imports are supposed to have been refused entry.

Under AQIS Import Conditions C6016 Part 2b: "...and
free from sprouting suckers and attached daughter
corms, and are free from soil.”

a) There is no inclusion of " live insects, disease symptoms,
contaminant seeds, and other debris prior to arrival in
Australia” of which "free from soil" was derived, in the
IPPC/SPS document (attached). Does this mean the omission
of these items, (in the C6016 Part 2b) are to say, these items
are acceptable, to accompany large corm taro, into Australia ?
b)Are we also to assume at the inclusion of 'free from soil',
pertains to that, prior to this declaration, it was acceptable to
allow into Australia, the presence of foreign soil?

In the IPPC SPS document (attached) Part 2c ... (All
consignments must be free of live insects, disease
symptoms, contaminant seeds, soil and other debris
prior to arrival in Australia).

a) What exactly are the disease symptoms and live insects, that
this 'declaration’ refers to?

b) If it is not present for AQIS inspection officers to view, (in the
AQIS ICON Import Condition C6016 Part 2) of whom, and of
what benefit, and to what benefit is it for?

Further to this, | would strongly suggest consultation with
associated Stakeholders who have 'checked' the Section 3:
Stakeholders Expertise  box of the Stakeholders

Form, offering assistance in consultative advice and expertise
in these areas.

| would also highly recommend, if it is in your capacity, to
partake in this Australian based School Taro Project found
here:

http://www.uqg.edu.au/ School Science Lessons/TaroProj.html
I am sure you will find this Lesson of substantial interest and
would greatly yield, the most rewarding, of benefits.

I look forward to your response

Warm Regards
Sam Phillips




Meantime this came from back Mr McGauran and Milé/a

THE HON PETER MCGAURAN mr
MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE, FISHERIES AND FORLS THY

B Sam Plullips 08 AUG 708
SeCetary

Taro Growers Australin Inc

PO Dox 620

CORDONVALE QLD 4865

Diear Mr Fhillips

Thank you for your email of 11 July 3006 on hehalf of Taro Girowers Australia Ine concenung
{sanues relned (o the importaiion of fresh tom comms., [ oole thal you have also wiollea ul (ESPoRes
1o my lener of 22 June 2006 to the Member for Richmomd, Mas Justine Bllnot ME.

By now, you should hove received o leller from the Actiog Secielacy of my Department,

Mir Dyl Quinlivan, dated 10 July 2006, responding to the concerns raised in your emails of 30
June aund 3 July 2000 1o Ms Joanna Hewitt, Secretary of my Diepartment. | have enclosed n copy of
Uais letter and wast that it has addressed your main concerns regarding the imponation of fresh tom
OIS, .

Further to Mr Quinlivan’s letter, T am adviged that Biosecurity Australia carefully considersd the
quarantine risks posed by both small corm and large corm taro in making the decision that impors
E of small corm taro should be suspended, pending the sucome of n review of the import conditions
for freshtaro, but that impors of large corm wro could continne in the interim. T understand tat
the manier has been discussed in detall berween D Bill Robents, Chiel Flunt Sacnlist ba
Bipsccurity Austrulin, snd your indusiry assncinie, Mr 1.eo Burguyne,
Other changes may be made 1o the import permit conditions once the review ol uapoit conditions
for fresh taro hias béen completed. 1 have asked that you be kepl inlormed ol e progress of the
review, ns well as any niher issues pssocialed wilh fresh bao ioapoits, 1 understand you have
nlrendy regisiered os o stakeholder with Bivsevunly Austialia.

You have also rised concens regadiog the problems in differentiating small corm taro from lerge
corm Lo, This pool has preyvicusly been raised by Mr Burgoyne and the associated risks
considercd by Bicsecurity Australian and the Australisn Quarantine and Inspection Serviee. T have
bpen advised Usat Mo Bucgoyne has been asked to provide any information he recelves thar
cunisigucils we being falsely described as large corm taro, when they are in fact small corm tarn,
¢ Wiat they can be [namedintely investigated. [ strongly encoursge all members of the indusiry (o
take the same action if they receive this sort of information

Farliament Homse, Uanherrs AT 2600 Tel () 6277 7530 Fax (073 6273 £120
Email: peter. mcgaursn nipdiaph, gov.oe N




Membsrship of Ui World Trade Organisation (WTO) involves both righis and nbligations. You
have noled Australia’s rights under the WTO's Sanitary Phytosanitary Agreement (SPS). The 3PS
agicenient means that countries have the sovereign right 1o apply conditinns o imporied products
Lo proteet Wit hunsan, animal and plant health statug by reducing, the associaled nsks v su
acveplable level. Tf the risks nssociated with the importafion of a product cannol be waiiged 0
that the risks are sufficiently reduced, a country has the right o deny entry of e produdt,
Australiu has, and will continue 1o, exercise it rights in this regard and, s noled above, has
suspended impaorts of small corm taro, The Austrulizn Governmenl wall 0ot compromise on our
strict and eonservatlve quaraniing policies thal mean we s elatively 106¢ of many of the snimal
and plant diseases that are present in other countries, | assure you that trade will not aceur if
quirantin fsks cannot be mduced in an ucceplable level. Thus position has been explained 10 Mr

Burgoyne '

It ia nlso important tn apprecinte that Australia has obligations a5 8 WTO member. Where
quarnntine risks can be reduced Lo an sceoplable level through the application of import
requirements, WTO members aie tvyuusd 10 provide conditions for trade to countries making
market access requests. Lo the case of large corm taro, Diosecurity Australl has made the decision
that the risks van be managed so that imports can continue while a review of impon conditions for
fresh Larw is beang vonducted.

1 trust that | have been able to provide further clarificarion of the matters you huve raised
coicerniing the risks associated with the import of large corm tam and Austrulia’s nghts and
obligations as A W 'O member.




Th_c Hon Mark Vaile MP

Deputy Prime Minister
Minister for Trade

Leader of The Nationals

=8 AUG 2008

Mr swm Plullips B
Seurcly )
Faro Growers Australia

MO Dox 620

GORDONVALE QLD 4865

Dyear Mr Fhillips

Thank you lor yown coal of 17 July 2000 expressing yvour concerns about the quarantine
conditions for the impon of taro 1 Australin

Plesse Lt me pssure you tha the Australisn Govermment akes ils quarantine responsibalibies
viery seriously, ond that Australin is miernabonally recogmned w lving one ol s toughest
uasanting regimes i the world, Quarantine policies are developad using Uie lalest available
scientific information and they must sccord with e Avstralian Governmsot's conservative
apprpach to quartntine nsk, Non-scienlilic considerations, weludig trade, do not form a part
ul Austialia’s rish azzcssincnl provess,

There have been some suggestions that Australia should ke a ‘zero risk’ approach o
managing the import risk posed By pesis and discases associated with mponied ognculiural
products,  However, this would be impmetieal as 11 would mean no tourists, ne internabional
renve] and no e Austenlio exporis sroamid two thinds of s agricultur] producton ad L
i deserved reputation as o relioble exporter of high guahty agricullural products. The future
of oo ngricultuml and food industries, purticularly ther capaaty o contobulé to growth and
jobs, depends on Australia’s capacily © manlan 4 good Lealth status.  Ihat future aiso
depends, however, on the' conditions our mdugligs e overseas. A rules based system
provvaides Austraba with ml.p:rrl.unl leverspe 10 ensuring import conditions for Australian
agrcullunsl products argscenve based and reflect our animal and plant health status. In the
sdins Ve, we cannol expect teading partners to take our produce f we are not prepared to
apply the same rules to their products, nor could we be optimistic about new mnrin-;t.u npening
up.

Parliament House Canberra ACT 26000 Telephone. +61 1 6277 7420 y Foesimile: +61 262714178

10



I undersiand from your message that you have been in reguent contact wilth e Deprarbinssol

ol Agncullure. Frshenes amd Forestry on e guponl soodabivsss boi b, amd that they are
vonbmuimg o work will you on the ecluncal o you have raised
Phank you Lo Doogiog yous sonesias 1O oy attention
Y ours sincerely
f Jf f i -.
PR (%
MARK VAILL

This was interesting, ..a lot of gloss and moutitihwathe
WTO must’ve hit a nerve.. things weren't as thesnsed, so
matters again had to be clarified with Mr McGauaad Mr
Vaile, so they both got this:

From: Sam

To: peter.mcgauran.mp@aph.gov.au

Sent: Wednesday, August 16, 2006 1:39 PM

Subject: Taro Growers Australia: Re: Correspondence

Minister of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry
Honorable Peter McGauran MP
16 August 2006

Dear Hon. Peter McGauran,

Thank you for the courtesy and consideration of yours

and the Minister for Trade, Hon. Mark Vaile's
correspondence | recieved today. | was further pleasured by
the amount of faith, of which you both have placed, upon
your relevant departments and subordinates.

| wish to raise the issue from your letter " | have asked that
you be informed of the progress of the review, as well as any
other issues associated with fresh taro imports"

and also as Mark Vaile stated " ...they (DAFF being
represented by AQIS/BA) are continuing to work with you on
technical issues you have raised"

However, | do believe both these assurances have been
severely compromised by AQIS and Biosecurity Australia. |
have included an email (attached) | sent to Dr Bill Roberts
and Ms Joanna Hewitt last week.

It pertains to my own discovery of a revised SPS measures

of fresh corm taro document, submitted to the
International Plant Protection Convention (IPPC)
database, the day after (11 July 2006), the response to
our association by Acting Secretary of the Department of
Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries, Mr Daryl Quinlivan (10
July 2006). Also included, is the accompanying AQIS
ICON Import Conditions criteria for the importation of large
corm taro. Other than the noted descrepancies between
these two documents, more relevant in this case is the
failure of any notification by Biosecurity to us, in any way,
be it for consultation or affirmation of these changes.

I will also like to bring to your attention of which Mark Vaile
states "Quarantine policies are developed using the latest
available scientific information and they must accord with
the Australian Government's conservative approach to
quarantine risk"

and your own words of " | understand the matter has been
discussed in detail between Dr Bill Roberts, Chief Plant
Scientist for Biosecurity Australia and your industry
associate, Mr Leo Burgoyne"

The 'detail' and 'latest scientific information' described
above, to Mr Burgoyne, as told by Dr Bill Roberts,was that
he (Dr Roberts) placed a small corm taro and a large corm
taro on the bench. The small corm taro sprouted and the
large corm taro went rotten. From this he derived, to his
satisfaction, that large corm taro held less propagative
qualities than small corm taro, thus Dr Roberts saw no
reason to suspend the importation of large corm taro
pending the commencement and completion of the
biosecurity IRA's. Leo Burgoyne commented to Dr
Roberts, that the usual practice was to place the corms in
soil, of which Dr Roberts assured, his findings were
conclusive, hence his (Dr Roberts) recommendations to
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the current status of fresh large corm taro imports, remain
the same. This was the context of the ‘detailed discussion’
referred by you, in the conversation between Dr Bill Roberts
and Leo Burgoyne.

It is rather alarming that this experiment was confirmed and
confined on a bench top, with such a diverse cultivation
technique, quite uncommon to known methods. Importation
risk threats are not normally utilised in this fashion, other than
being displayed on a shop shelf. Our Association, has
results of taro trials, by which there were 288 taro specimens
used in varying conditions, by a Northern Territory DPIF&M
officer, to give a more accurate determinable result. This
appears to be the expected effort, required for any conclusive
'scientific research'. Dr Roberts use of 2 corms side by side
on a bench top, raises a number of questions, as to validity
and prognosis of his experiment.

| agree entirely with Hon. Mark Vaile's comment " ...Australia
is internationally recognised as having one of the toughest
guarantine regimes in the world."

A quick browse through any AQIS or Biosecurity newsletter
would confirm this. There was even the publicized event on
Channel Sevens TV, reality show, "Border Security" of the
apprehension of a taro, off an incoming traveler. This taro
was confiscated with acclamations, of having prevented the
possible threats, to the 'tomato and potato industry of
Australia'.

However, container loads of taro in the same condition, arrive
on Australian shores, are allowed into Australia, by AQIS.
Anne McDonald, Secretary to the of Minister of Agriculture,
Forestry and Fisheries has confirmed with us, that TV
Seven's reality 'Border Security' is a 'fantasy' program and
the custom officers 'know nothing' and they are by no means
associated with AQIS or Biosecurity Australia. This raises the
questions of what is real? and what is unreal?

In addition to the multiple flaws that | have described in the
recently released 'declarations' to the importation of large
corm taro (attached email), | would also like to bring your
attention the removal of AQIS Import Condition C6016 Item
4 states: "Topping may be carried out on arrival in
Australia under quarantine security. All residual m
must be disposed of by an AQIS approved method."

aterial

The removal of this condition, apparently, leaves no options
for the Pacific community to procure imported Island taro, as |
described to Ms Joanna Hewitt, on my email of 30 June
2006. It was emphasised here that we did not wish to stop
the importation of large corm taro, but wanted to prevent
pest/disease threats. This incurs, as set by the AQIS Import
Conditions C6016, by all rights, the complete removal of the

taro skin. This has been described by yourself as
"...Additionally, taro corms must be topped and fre e from
all foliage, including petiole bases from which the y might

otherwise germinate.." Our argument has been, there
are numerous 'petiole bases' or germination points found
within the skin, therefore the skin must be removed before
entry into Australia.

| wish to raise concerns to you that, to the Islanders within
Australia, while a minority, to them it is a cultural food. |
am surprised also, that with ACIAR's 40 odd years of taro
research and development in the Islands, this option may
be have been factored out of AQIS Import Conditions.
Our Association, while directly representing members and
growers in Australia, naturally, must acknowledge the
presence of the taro culture overseas.

As with ACIAR aid, this covers the regions of the Asio-
Pacific, Africas, Carribean and extending up through the
Middle East. While it is a minority crop in Australia, | can
assure you it is a major food and cultural staple of the
globe. The cultural aspect of this food, stands greater to
these people.

| only wish to bring this to your awareness, that the
underlying nature of taro, should not be overlooked, and
must ask that you review this above decision and the
other issues | have raised.

Thank you for your consideration.

Yours Sincerely
Sam Phillips

Then to liven things up followed again with thiseoto Mr
McGauran and Mr Vaile:

From: Sam

To: mark.vaile. mp@aph.gov.au

Sent: Monday, August 21, 2006 6:59 AM

Subject: Taro Growers Australia: Re correspondence

MINISTER FOR TRADE, AUSTRALIA
The Hon. Mark Vaile, MP
21 August 2006

Dear Hon. Mark Vaile

Further to my correspondence to you of 16 August 2006, |
am referring to the statement offered by Minister of
Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries, Peter McGauran in his
letter of 9th August 2006.

"You have raised concerns regarding the problems in
differentiating small corm from large corm taro. This point
has previously been raised by Mr Burgoyne and the
associated risks considered by Biosecurity Australia and
the Australian Quarantine and Inspection Service. | have
been advised that Mr Burgoyne has been asked to
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provide any information that he recieves that consignments
hare been falsely described as large corm taro, when they
are in fact small corm taro, so that they can be immediately
investigated. | strongly encourage all members of the industry
to take the same action if they recieve this sort of
information"

| thank you for your consideration to this matter, | wish to also
raise these various issues, so that | may clarify any queries,
to the members or associates of our association, as to any
matters that may arise, from the implications of this
statement.

What authority would we have, with the, or any
ability, to be able to hold presumably 'legal’ relabelled
small corm taro, in situ, until the arrival of AQIS
officers , before the determination can be officially
made, that the produce is illegal?

Why would the onus, to be put on us tarogrowers, to
detect the difference of relabelled small corm taro?
Our role is that of taro growers, not the role required
of AQIS inspection officers. Our access to
predominate southern state markets is limited,
expensive and time consuming, as we are all mostly
located in the northern areas of the states of
Australia. Isn't it the responsibility of AQIS officers to
identify and determine, whether a consignment is in
fact small corm or large corm taro upon quarantine
inspection at arrival?

Why does it appear, that the consultation and
expertise is invited of us, at the detection of imported
taro risk, and our consultation and expertise, not
acknowledged at the prevention of such a current
import risk?

From this, what are the penalties to those that breach
the regulation of importing small corm taro? Would
they get a reprimand? Would they recieve a
light/medium/heavy fine? Would they have their
import licence revoked?

As a part of my lengthy and detailed conversation with Dr Bill
Roberts of 28 June 2006, Dr Roberts told me any
photograhic evidence of offending import taro would be
rejected by AQIS, under the premise that we ‘interfered with
the produce' since its arrival. What is the assurance that if we
detected relabelled small corm taro, that AQIS officers
wouldn't simply say that 'we tampered with it'?

What is our recourse to reboxed or repackaged,
relabelled import small corm taro? This being an
indicative alternate direction by importers, to
throw suspicion from being a foreign product.

What would the expected time frame be for
Biosecurity Australia to start and complete the
proposed IRA/IPR's on taro? Our members need
an indicative period, in order to familiarise
themselves of the what threatened imported
pest/diseases, may look like in their crops, while
the current status of large corm import conditions
remain.

In reference to my previous correspondence of 16 August
2006, there seems to be one set of rules or standards (as
seen by TV 7's 'Border Security' and Steve Irwin's
guarantine advertisements) for arriving passengers, and
another for incoming trade? Why is it that, there appears
to be two faces in regard, to the same incoming
biosecurity threats to Australia? For what reason is this
S0?

Finally, in reference to Mr McGauran's letter of 9th
August 2006

" In the case of large corm taro, Biosecurity Australia has
made the decision that the risks can be managed so that
imports can continue while a review of import conditions
for fresh taro is being conducted"

Other than the points raised above pertaining to 'risk
management' being invited upon our industry, what was
the basis, on which this 'decision’, by Biosecurity
Australia, was made?

Thank you again for your considerations, | look forward to
your response.

Warm Regards

Sam Phillips
Secretary Taro Growers Australia

By this time we’'d heard back from Mr Downer :
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It was rather disappointing as Mr Downer seemdthie ducked out. ACIAR is under his
management, which means, we needed an explanaioyways, it did appear that we had to yell a

little harder and a little louder . So with thatr Blowner, Mr Vaile and Mr McGauran all got briefed
once more!! And as you will discover, we also haelind us, a rather large audience. Advisemensto u
earlier on, was to get the backing of the big gurthink the intention was the support of the Bzana
Growers Council and other large local organizatiékile support from this area has been very good,
... hells bells.. why not go for the top shelf.... Theernational players! Cannon fodder!.... and vaiti
limited resources, we need every bit of it. Thayvaccountability is dragged into the arena.... and n
bureaucrat can say ‘they didn’t know’ and naturaliyder the threat of a spotlight, it invokes s@og

of response! Anyways, more importantly, ....this wait. makes it a little more difficult for them... to

squash ...pestilent bugs like us..!!

Minister of Foreign Affairs
Hon. Alexander Downer MP
24 August 2006

Dear Hon. Alexander Downer,

Thank you for your correspondence of 14 August 2006 sent
by your Assistant Secretary, Elizabeth Ward.

The reason | had sent you my original letter of 17 July 2006,
was because, being the Minister of Foreign Affairs, you have
under your direction, in case you may have forgotten, is the
Australian Centre for International Agricultural Research
(ACIAR). Australian agricultural foreign aid, through the use
of such departments, such as the ACIAR, has researched
and developed the taro industry, in the Pacific for over, the
last forty years.

Our association has recieved from these aid agencies, three
pamplets of which | have enclosed, for you referral . As you
will notice, it is endorsed by the Australian Government and
the ACIAR, having spent considerable funding and resources
in this area.

It is by the declaration of these pamphlets, and internationally
recognised authorities, that the only acceptable means of
transferring propagative taro planting material from one
country to another, is by the means, of tissue culture. Why is
it, on one hand your departments speak of this standard, and
on the other hand, allow the importation of propagative large
corm taro, from these countries, into Australia?

Why is it, as in the above and my previous correspondence
of 21 August, (attached) that Australian foreign affairs and
trade, being of an influential example to Pacific nations,
displays these apparent acts of 'double standards'? Of what
example does it set to developing nations? How could these
developing nations, believe that this is an honorable example
of democracy to follow? How could it be seen in any way,
other than the words spoken with 'peppermint flavoured
mouthwash' yet delivered with a forked tongue? How would
the people of Australia see, the diplomatic image of Australia
being promoted this way?

Why is this economic policy practise, encouraged of the
island nations, for the purpose of economic development
at the cost of human, animal and plant health?

Why is it, the pest/diseases issues are not addressed,
from your and other relevant departments, to the
detriment, of the Australian taro growers? Why is it that,
the taro industry within Australia is overlooked, in
preference to that of foreign policy? Why is it that, any
fruit/vege industry in Australia is

under the same threat, by this same policy, if it hasn't
been annihilated already? Where is the government
representation for it's own people?

Why does it appear that the policies of foreign affairs and
trade, stand paramount over the needs of the Australian,
and all taro growers of the Pacific and beyond? Why is it
foreign taro growers must need their issues addressed,
through our association, in fear of losing their dependency
on foriegn aid? This dependancy being, fully the
responsibility of foreign aid policy.What does that make of
Australian foreign aid, of being no different, in diplomatic
principles, than that of suppling narcotics to dependants?
The case being, the dependants are addicted to aid and
therefore are prone to submission and 'dictatorship' by the
suppliers' political overtones? Why do you find this
acceptable? Why aren't the rights of these nations and
their peoples respected? Why did Nauru have to make a
stand against Australian ASIO officials last June?

From this, why is Tuvalu and several sovereign nations of
the Pacific, forced to side with Japanese whaling issues,
at the International Whaling Commission, not because
they may want to support it, but as a protest to this
manipulative nature behind Australian Foreign Affairs?
Where does that place the security, in the relationship of a
united Asio- Pacific, or anywhere for that matter?

If you were foolish enough to think, the World Bank's
request of Mr Howard, to allow short term visas, for
Vanuata islanders to work in the understaffed
fruit/vegetable industry, was an insignificant gesture, of
little consequence, then | strongly suggest, you think
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again. Perhaps it was a ploy, to see of the response, of such | and the eyes of ; the World Trade Organisation, the

a request. United Nations, the World Bank, the Leaders of the Pacific
Nations, the Caretakers/Caregivers of the Leaders of the

If you were foolish enough to think, the World Trade talks is Pacific Nations, the peoples of the Asio-Pacific Nations,

being held in Cairns next month, is simply because interested members of the Australian Nation and our
of Australia's 'good looks', then | strongly suggest you think association, all together, eagerly await your response.
again. As | have told you, they have all been informed of our

issues. Thank you for your consideration.

And again, | will repeat, we are well accustomed to the 'rituals Sam Phillips

of denial'. This fiasco has attracted quite an audience of Secretary Taro Growers Australia
international and national flavour. | again strongly suggest

you should look at our issues regarding the importation of

large corm taro very seriously and very carefully consider the

next step, you may choose to take.

This, of course, raised a few eyebrows down thef@ainberra ( and chuckles). At around this time,
Philippe had sent down samples of packaged Taps ébr an Asian Foods presentation with the
politicians in Canberra. As you could imagine, ¢hesas plenty of taro flying around parliament table
at this time!! We had also tossed a few delect@bl® Recipes (cocktails and soup) earlier on, arstong
Canberra tables too ....which will be released ke littter ..as space permits.

To make matters worse or better, depending howgakiat it, the consignment of import taro from
China, mentioned in our last newsletter, was disoed planted in the Northern Territory. That is of
course, another colourful story.... Which we’'ll lealer the next newsletter. Yes ... we have had
further responses from Mr Downer and Mr McGauranvhich....unless you happen to be at the next
meeting.... Will also have to wait till the next ndetter... cause the envelopes, just aren’t goingeto b
big enough!!!

Cheers

Sam
Secretary Taro Growers Australia
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