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General meeting of Taro Growers 
Australia, 13 May 2006 
held at the Australian Tropical Fruits (Ken 
Lake & partners) packing shed, Tully and 
beginning at 1:30 PM 
 
Present:  
R. Hourston, J. Doyle, D. Chandlee, P. 
Salleras, J. Daniells, G.Clubb, K.Lake & 
K.Noble (guest) & S. Phillips,  
 
Apologies: Philippe Petiniaud 
 
Minutes: 
 The Minutes of  the General Meeting held 
on 27 Feb 2006 were read by the Secretary.  
 
Matters Arising from Minutes: 
·  Taro Market Prices: 
Rod  contacted a Sydney agent who choose 
not to formally give market prices on the 
grounds of that those of 'poorer' quality taro 
would expect to get the given market rate, 
thus making it difficult for a grower  to 
acknowledge that their 'poorer' quality was 
worth less. The agent didn't want to upset 
any grower in this position. Discussion put 
forward was of the notion that anybody in 
this position should be informed that they 
were supplying a substandard product. 
Alternatives as, media market reports were 
considered highly inaccurate. TGA was 
better off  sourcing current market prices 
from their own member sales.  
 
·  Machinery Project: 
There was lengthy discussion on the failures 
of this project. Opinions were aired over 
how two washers (Steve & Kens) were 
successfully developed by members from 
their own resources. Concerns related to  
 

 
Ken Lake, wishing to further develop his washer, 
(or any other  machinery project) funding from 
RIRDC may be refused, as they may say, 
'allocated monies had been sunk into this project 
already, with inadequate results, why should we 
give more'. Jeff  commented that it may not 
necessarily be so, alternately there was a number 
of external agencies that would also accommodate 
the funding needs of  projects like Ken Lakes. 
Either way it, would be beneficial, for TGA as a 
group, to send a letter of endorsement for Ken's 
idea. In relation with RIRDC, Ken's washer would 
enhance, rather than conflict with interests in the 
Babinda chip factory (in aiding growers to prepare 
taro for processing). These avenues should be 
followed up. More debate was drawn over  why 
the outcomes of the Machinery Project came to 
pass. The consensus being that the project was 
initiated some 3 years ago when TGA was 
forming. The planter developed by Craig Lemin 
could only be used on single rows. Since then 
common cultivation techniques now use double 
rows. Also with the washer, the marketing 
presentation of taro hadn't been fully developed  
to the extent it is today. Therefore the required 
outcomes of this project hadn't been firmly 
established. A lack of available information and a 
lack of given information or research, may have 
led to the shortcomings of this project. 
 
It was decided that, as we have received no formal 
report and communication being the flow of 
information, we should invite Craig Lemin to a 
TGA meeting, so that we can share what we have 
learnt and to enhance any future direction in this 
area. 
 
MOTION that the minutes are an accurate report of 
the meetings on 27 Feb 2006. Moved D. 
Chandlee, seconded R.Hourston. PASSED. 
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Treasurer’s Report: 
Secretarial Expenses $63.85 
Balance as at 13/05/06 $398.56 
MOTION that the Treasurer’s Report be accepted.  Moved 
S.Phillips, seconded D. Chandlee. PASSED  
 
General Business: 
Biosecurity Australia (BA) 
John gave a summary of events leading up to the 
present. He faxed  the Stakeholders Form & the letter 
using the fax number on the form. After no response 
for several weeks, he tried to email, but it was 
returned as unknown. Finally he got through to a 
receptionist that said no Stakeholder Form or letter 
from TGA had been received. John quoted the fax 
number he was given on the form and was told that 
there was no such number and to try another one. He 
did so and on Friday 12 May received 2 responses 
which he read to us. 
One was affirmation of the letter from TGA and we 
are now stakeholders, and BA was happy with 
imports. Need evidence to prove otherwise. The 2nd 
was a email from a scientist who said because 2  
potato virus's were found not to be present in Taro 
Imports, there was no risk. 
Discussion followed of the disbelief of how BA 
could overlook Taro Leaf Blight which is endemic in 
China & how they could think potatoes and taro are 
by any means connected. John proposed that he 
would sent a letter addressing this matter back to the 
BA. 
We looked at the need of extending our avenues to 
Bob Katter MP, the media,  affiliation to Growcom. 
Keith Noble (Growcom) gave us a brief summary of 
tiered levels of membership, how they deal with BSA 
regularly & supplied Growcom's secretary details for 
further enquiries. We decided to gather this 
information & make available to members the 
importance of this, to decide whether we do or not 
want to affiliate,  for a vote in the  next meeting. 
There was more discussion on getting Chinese import 
taro up here & asking AQIS to propagate (as 
evidence of 'seed')in quarantine. Jeff said AQIS 

 
would probably decline and raise issues with us, for 
bringing into the area, samples we were aware that 
may have contaminants. Comments raised, were that 
this taro is on the open market & is probably in this 
area already, through purchases by outfits like Coles, 
Woolworths etc. We should first check this out.  
Rod mentioned that at less than $3.00 kg Chinese 
imports wouldn't cover costs  of importing. Growers 
need to budget to grow crops at $3.00 to compete and 
squeeze out imported competition. 
 
ACIAR Taropest  
Jeff mentioned that this site will soon be available to 
members to view. It's in beta stage, and developers 
would like feedback from users. Will also be available 
on CD & hardcopy. There is interest from ACIAR to 
further pursue corm rots, proposed trials to be 
conducted in NT. 
 
Hawaii Biological Taro Varieties. 
Jeff had printed samples of this website, he would 
forward us the address for members to access. Peter 
gave interest to 2 varieties of yellow flesh taro from 
Hawaii. More palatable to European tastes, being less 
glutinous, with texture like a potato. He told us of  taro 
being used as a food, giving benefits to hyperactive 
children. Discussion led to RIRDC may partially fund 
importation & quarantine costs with the rest provided 
for, by interested members, this was considered 
worthwhile. 
 
 
A motion was put forward to make Philippe Petiniaud  
a Honorary member in recognition for his  work for 
Taro Growers Australia. MOVED: John Doyle  
SECONDED: Peter Salleras. PASSED unanimously 
by all  
 
Next meeting decided on Monday at DPI&F in about 8 
weeks. 
 
Meeting ended 3:50pm 
Signed  Secretary  (Sam Phillips) 
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Next Meeting is on Monday 7th August 2006 7.00pm at 
the Centre for Wet Tropics Agriculture of the DPI&F. 
South Johnstone. 
 
We hope to have Craig Lemin as guest speaker, to give us 
a talk on the machinery project. 
 
Also is the 'Unlocking taro information workshops'  Jeff 
would like to discuss in detail the content and format of 
the  'Unlocking taro information workshops' which are 
part of the RIRDC funded project - 'Taro industry  
 

 
 
development: the first step'.  His is seeking TGA input to 
ensure that the required topics are covered as well as 
possible  
a)    pest  identification and management  
b)    disease identification and management  
c)    weed management  
d)    plant nutrition requirements  
e)    quarantine issues/exotic threats 
 
Interested members are encouraged to attend. 
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Craig Lemin got in contact, with regards to the  
Machinery Project. I mentioned the topic of future 
funding for Machinery projects, expressing of concerns 
that we may be disadvantaged by the outcomes of this 
present one. An excerpt from his email is here below : 
  
"..Should the taro growers/industry want another 
"mechanisation" or related project then I think they could 
mount a good application with a strong chance of success 
(at least with RIRDC). After all mine was a relatively 
modest project/budget and a sort of pilot project in some 
ways - just because they (RIRDC) have funded an area of 
an industry before doesn't mean they won't do it again -
 especially if it can help deliver outcomes from the 
previous work. Anyway that is something for the 
TGA consider when they are ready and work out the 
appropriate project - I'm 
 

happy to assist and be involved and would prefer it was 
led and put forward by the industry rather than my idea of 
whats required. Geoff Walduck (NT) is running some kind 
of mechanisation project in Asian Vegies currently so 
there maybe something to piggy back off......" 
 
Craig has since told me his report is completed. He sent 
out a hard copy which covers a comprehensive research 
and analysis on machinery usage for taro. It is over 50 
pages of photos and work done by Craig in this area. 
Being a ‘pilot’ project, I was surprised, as the report is 
more of a detailed publication.    Hopefully we’ll get this 
out on CD for you. 
 
I’m sure that by this, we can move from this project at a 
more advanced level. We hope to have Craig at our next 
meeting on Monday 7 August. 
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The feature article for this edition will be on presentation 
of your product and marketing strategies. 
With the threat of imports and developing market trends,  
it becomes more apparent we have to increase focus and 
use whatever  means at our disposal to promote our 
produce. 
Many will agree that marketing requires the same amount 
of attention as does the growing,  giving little thought to 
 

what happens to your taro beyond the front gate  is a 
recipe for disaster. The Marketing and Survey Report and 
TGA Grading Standards have been a significant steps 
forward in this area. From this project, uniformly graded 
taro is  now considered a standard requirement and has 
been readily received by agents. 
In this article we'll look further considerations you may 
wish to pursue. It should be pointed out that these are- 
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opinions for your disposal and not necessarily  the policies 
of TGA. Some of you may be comfortable with your 
present status and this is good, the primary focus here is for 
new growers, and those wishing to expand their present 
marketing methods. 
 
 The Markets 
If you've ever been to the markets, you quickly discover 
there are numerous amounts of every conceivable fruit and 
vegetable you could ever imagination. Taro plays a very 
small part of this, it's not considered a top commodity 
product. Nobody there is going to come to a standstill 
because you've just announced,  "I've got taro" . By the 
same token, it is a desired minor product and because of 
this, agents, in the interest of sales, commissions and client 
satisfactions, do take on, to sell it. It goes to say, that it 
would be an exceptional agent that would make any move 
to, go out of their way, to promote your product. Naturally, 
they'd choose to focus on commodities that give them the 
highest turnover. 
 

This leaves the role, up to you  the grower to promote and 
present yourself in best way possible. Any agent would 
acknowledge this and by your efforts, makes their efforts 
easier. In this fashion,  they are able to enhance on the 
presentation of your goods as a selling point,  seeing that 
you are serious, are more willing to do so. 
 
Presentation 
We'll use this photo (below) of packed taro. This tells us 
so much in one hit ....it should be framed ... and put up in 
your packing shed. We'll start off here with the finished 
product... your taro. As you know, it should be washed , 
dirt, roots removed, but with the brown skin on. Broken 
skin  leads to shelf rots and which isn't desirable by the 
retailer. By this, you can't help having exposed flesh from 
removing suckers and the eyes or maybe the odd scuff 
from handling during harvesting. It is desirable to have the 
top third (above sucker level) of the corm, with the brown 
skin intact,  which gives a pleasing uniform appearance. 
It's important to realize, what it is like to be in the buyers 
shoes, whether it be the retailer or consumer, appearance 
and appeal sells. 
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 Washing taro by any means that removes too much 
brown skin, giving a white appearance doesn't look like 
attractive taro... it looks like a turnip.... youre not in the 
business of selling turnips!!!!.. and if you want to put your 
turnip taro in a carrot box... what would a buyer think??? 
Am I getting taro, turnips, carrots or what?? A lucky 
dip??...They get so dizzy with all these things ... all these 
decisions ... the price drops... the longer it takes them to 
figure it out.... the more the price drops. Thats your price!!!  
You may laugh,  but this happens, and recently happens too 
..because after talking to an agent, about what taro was 
around, he told me  '...there is  boxes of overwashed taro on 
the market, but  those are 2nds... they're still sitting there... 
they haven't sold'  
 
Of course,  you may have a mother-in-law that can happily 
wash .....a tonne of taro an hour... refuting any desperate 
pleas, for anything other then sparkling white. Then fair 
enough. You do have to make tough, ruthless and calculated 
choices, and after seeing that huge pile of unwashed taro 
..... decide to keep the mother-in-law!!!  
 
But give it some thought and study the appearance of how 
this taro has been washed.  
 
The next thing this picture tells us is presentation. If you 
look at this taro, it is nicely placed in the box. It hasn't been 
tossed in head over heels in a jumbled mess. Much thought 
has been put in to making this taro look good by its 
arrangements. The buyer lifts the lid and sees care and pride 
of being made of the produce by the grower. The buyer 
thinks that, if this much effort is put into packaging this 
taro, then this grower cares and must set good standards ... 
and I am confident that this would be good taro. Naturally 
the buyer is going to tip the box up and make a mess of all 
your work, but its the first impression that counts and as 
long as you haven't hidden the rotten ones at the bottom, the 
buyer will buy it and the dozen other boxes of yours.  
 
This technique is quite fast to master, the bottom layer 
you're not so fussy on, but make the top layer look good. 
This is called pattern packing and it works. With different 
size taro you have to arrange to suit, but as long as you try 
to keep within some pattern or uniformity. 
 

After seeing this photo, we used the idea, and the agent, 
immediately picked up on it, commenting that '...I.like 
how you've used pattern packaging, ..that really does help 
to sell'  
It's these little things that make the difference between 
whether you get top dollar or not, or whether you get 
preference or not. It's especially vital if it's your first time 
with taro on the market, you have to compete with known 
growers, you have to make a name for yourself. Once you 
get into the situation where you have done, and your taro 
is pre-sold before it gets to market, or sold the day it hits 
the market, then you know you've got it right. 
 
Labels 
 
This is a very important consideration. By labels it is 
meant the labels on your boxes. Some boxes come with 
pre-stamped selections that you can fill in. Some may 
rubber stamp details or it may be hand written. Unless 
your growing very large quantities of taro, its hardly 
worth the expense of specially made lids with your details 
on it like you see with bananas and other major crops. 
The point to stress here is that labels are the first and 
normally only form of communication you have between 
yourself and the retailer or the buyer. i.e the purchaser of 
your taro off the agent. This is where you can create an 
edge on the imports and your own promotion by effective 
communication. 
Labels are quite simply made up on your computer, you 
can purchase label sheets from an office stationary 
supplier. They come in A4 size sheets of 100 with any 
number labels per sheet from 1-33 blank labels per sheet. 
Costs around $25-$30. These you can print out either with 
inkjet or laser. Inkjets give you the bonus of colour, but 
have a tendancy to run or smudge if the label gets wet. 
Laser printers can handle this ok, but only give you black 
& white. You could, if you were serious, take your label 
templates to a colour laser photocopier if you wish. 
 
On these labels you would put: 
Produced from:Your (business) name, address and contact 
phone number 
Your product: Taro 
The variety: Bun long 
The Grade: Large (1.25-3kg) Medium (750g-1.25kg) 
Small (350-750g) Cuts etc. as per TGA grading standards. 
The Net weight: xx kg 
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You could have separate labels with all these details for 
each grade, making it look a bit more uncluttered and 
professional. 
With this you can add any features that you product has, 
that would enhance it's sale. If you don't use herbicide, 
then consider something like 'No Herbicide used' if you 
don't use pesticide, "No Pesticide used", if your organic, 
then maybe you can use 'Organic' though I'm not sure 
unless your certified (of which you'd advertise the fact 
already) whether you could use this. Failing that you 
could maybe use " Grown without the use of  chemical 
Pesticides &   Herbicides"  We’ll cover organic 
certification later. 
If you do use chemicals & whatever in very limited 
amounts then consider something like "Environmentally 
friendly", or something that supports your limited use. 
Namely, taro is environmentally friendly, compared to a 
lot of crops as chemical inputs whether herbicide etc are 
in greatly reduced amounts. However,  what ever you 
do, make sure that it is true and not misleading, the issue 
here is to find the features of your methods of  
 

cultivation and utilize it. This gives you 'preference' 
by the buyer, if there is a lot of taro on the market 
and good taro, then you want preferences. The buyer 
looks and sees your taro with these added features 
and may prefer it, to the box of taro, next to yours 
without it. Design your labels so that it is unique, and 
easily identifiable (and from a small distance), then 
the same buyer will see it, and  remember it, as 
would the agent. This way you're building up a solid  
market for yourself, a desirable basis.  It can mean  
the difference of  agent telling you ' no more this 
week... try next week' to 'ok ..send some more..'  
If you want an extra 50c kg then its preferences and 
presentation that gets it for you.  
If you use the 4 labels per A4 page ( which gives a 
reasonable amount of space) you'd get 400 labels 
from a packet, for 400 boxes. At $30 that works out 
to 7.5 cents a label. You can't go wrong !!! 
Remember though, these are just ideas to think 
about… 
Next issue, we’ll cover Agents & more on self promotion. 
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We’ve come a long way on this front, there’s been a lot of 
correspondence to Biosecurity, AQIS and relevant 
departments. We’ll give a small sample of the 
correspondence sent, to put you in the picture. 
 
As mentioned in our last newsletter AQIS put a stop on the 
importation of small corm taro. John sent off another letter 
addressing large corm and the fact that the importers are 
simply relabelling small corm as large corm, bypassing the 
recent change.(attached below) 
 
 BA  made their next move, to initiate IRA’s on large corm 
taro, while allowing imports to continue until completed. 
They used the pretence that “some cultivars from Fiji were 
disease resistant, therefore were allowable” However, those 
cultivars are not grown by the Fijians. There are some 2000 
cultivars, grown by each family as it has a very deep cultural 
significance. It would take BA thousands of years to assess 
each cultivar. BA sent two officers over there and realized the  

error of this idea. So now they decided to lump it all under 
one heading and look upon all large corm as ‘dasheen’ 
Colocasia esculenta var. esculenta. 
 
What has also happened is that our taro issues have taken 
on an ‘International Foreign Affairs” fiasco  
 
Australian Centre for International Agricultural Research 
(ACIAR) and the Secretariat of Pacific Communities 
(SPC is like a mini United Nations for the Pacific) and 
other aid bodies have spent the last 40 odd years and 
$$millions developing economic policy in the islands. 
This includes development and exporting of taro. I 
received an email on 01/06/06 from: 
Dr Jacqui Wright 
Country Manager PNG and Solomon Islands 
Australian Centre for International Agricultural Research 
(ACIAR) 
 
“I am writing to you in the hope that you can give me a picture 
of taro growing in Australia.  I know that the Australian Taro  
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 Growers attended the Taro Symposium in 2003 but I was on duty 
travel so didn't get a chance to listen in at that time.  I am 
wondering if you could give me an idea how big your industry is?  I 
believe that you are primarily growing Colocasia esculenta var. 
antiquorum (Japanese taro)?  ……… ACIAR is already investing so 
much in taro work but to my knowledge has never involved the 
Aussie taro growers. “ 
 
It appears that ACIAR have little idea of our industry, as you 
can imagine, stopping large corm taro imports is going to 
hinder all this effort. They thought stopping small corm 
wouldn’t affect the large corm Pacific taro exports and keep 
us quiet.. The Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade 
(ACIAR) appear to have put pressure on BA. If they stop 
Pacific imports of taro, DFAT look like fools…   However, 
on top of that, as it remains, large corm taro with the skin on 
is a direct conflict of the Sanitary Phytosanitary Agreement 
set by the World Trade Organisation. 
 
Anyways, after John sent his letter (included below), this 
followed through… 
 
ATTN: Dr Bill Roberts 
Biosecurity Australia 
Monday 26 June 2006 
  
Dear  Dr Roberts,  
 
I spoke with Leo Burgoyne of NSW who spoke with you on 
Friday 23 June 2006. Leo told me you are about to address 
the issues of IRA/PRA's in relation to large corm taro. I am 
grateful for your current action towards this matter. I do raise 
concerns on the intention of allowing large corm taro to still 
be imported into Australia, while the IRA's are being 
assessed. Leo told me your opinion was' ...Pacific taro has 
been imported for so long... that it difficult to stop... there has 
been no pest/disease issues during this period... therefore 
there would be no reason to stop it' 
  
I wish to bring to your attention, that during this period, 
Pacific taro imports have largely been distributed in the 
southern Sydney/Melbourne areas. There has been a recent 
migration of Southern residents, to the warmer climates of 
our area. Our taro is grown beside the Bruce Highway, near 
Cairns. When the cane is cut, our taro is visible. I have had 
numerous visits of Fijians, Fijian/Indians, Samoans, Cook 
and other islanders,    

 
recent residents, and some on holiday, that intend to 
reside here, interested in growing taro. Most want Pacific 
taro, whereas I have only Bun Long. 
  
This recent population shift poses a greater threat to our 
industry. 
  
I have included an article, from last Saturday's Cairns 
Post. As you can see it is the advice of a horticulturalist to 
obtain taro propagation material from the markets. He 
even described the 'Black-stem' wetland Pacific taro 
variety. Many readers will follow this advice, not only for 
food produce, but for their tropical gardens, with the belief, 
as stated, that it attracts tropical frogs. 
  
I tried to contact you today, but instead spoke to Mike 
Robbins of AQIS. When I described this article his 
comment was 'the advice was irresponsible' My point to 
him was, that this man acted in good faith, this 
propagative material is only available because AQIS 
allows it in the country. You may of course argue that the 
petiole growing tops are removed as per AQIS import 
conditions, but I will say to you, that the remaining corm 
itself must be considered as propagative material. This 
man states " ...get corms...from the markets.." 
  
Mike Robbins assured me that large corm taro can only 
be propagated from the petiole tops. He has research to 
support this and that the skin is not propagative material. 
I,  of course, in my capacity as a grower , and regrettably, 
not a scientist, refute this, and would request you take this 
matter in advisement. 
  
Oh.. yes... I nearly forgot.. Mike expressed the advice 
given in the article as "irresponsible" . I wish to bring to 
your attention, that it indicated to me, that Mike saw it ...as 
a threat. The only reason he would think that... is because 
he knows that it is. Had the article been about a humble 
potato... he would have said to me ".....So what??" 
  
I will supply you with further information,  as I believe  
informed decisions comes from communication. 
  
Thank you kindly  
Warm Regards 
  
Sam Phillips  
Secretary Taro Growers Australia 
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And then the next day shot this one through: 
  
ATTN: Dr Bill Roberts 
Biosecurity Australia 
Tuesday 27 June 2006 
  
Dear Dr Roberts, 
  
Further to my conversation with Mike Robbins of AQIS 
yesterday, I have forwarded to you information you may find 
of interest. 
  
I discussed with Mike the prospective enormity of conducting 
IRA's on the 2000 possible cultivars of taro in Fiji. Mike told 
me that it was decided to address only the 2 common types 
being small corm and large corm or 'dasheen' (large corm 
v.esculenta) and 'eddoe' (small corm v.antiquorum & 
v.globulifera ) instead. 
  
The document I have here is from the FAO. As you are 
aware the FAO is a large body of which Australia and your 
organisation is a member of. Research collected from this 
FAO organisation is available to the likes of yourselves as 
reference to your work. 
  
Mike's comments indicates that you are aware of this 
document , thus from this, have derived the acceptance of 
these 2 common types of taro. There are further issues within 
this research that I think may be of interest to you. 
 
I have taken an except and highlighted the suggestions that 
growing points are found on the skin, and not just the central 
petiole as you wish to believe. Of course, I stand to be 
corrected, as Mike Robbins claims to have research 
conducted, to prove that this is not so. This new discovery, if 
it is so, would be of great interest to the SPC,(of which I am 
in contact with) who in turn, being of close association of the 
FAO, would greatly appreciate evidence of this astounding 
breakthrough, that you may have achieved.  
  
Anyways, I have given the URL of FAO's site where this 
document is located, below that is the excerpt. 
http://www.fao.org/documents/show_cdr.asp?url_ 
file=/docrep/005/ac450e/ac450e04.htm 
  
 
 

 

2.3 Morphology and Anatomy 
…….. Each cormel or each daughter corm has a terminal 
bud at its tip, and axillary buds in the axils of the 
numerous scale leaves all over its body. ….…..The 
surface of each corm is marked with rings showing the 
points of attachment of scale leaves or senesced leaves. 
Axillary buds are present at the nodal positions on the 
corm.. 

I will forward to you later photographs of large corm taro 
that support this FAO evidence. 

I look forward to your response, 

Thank you kindly 

Sam Phillips 

 

From these Emails , Bill Roberts rang me (June 28 2006) 
and with some gentle persuasion admitted: 
  

·  BA is advisory board only ..he quickly told me  ' 
...and not legally liable' 

·  He knows nothing about taro. He said his advice 
came from very experienced 'plant pathologists'. I 
told him .. yeah I know about them .. they work for 
ACIAR & SPC.. and have a political agenda for 
economic development in the Pacific Islands.. you 
only stopped small corm cause it doesn't come 
from there. He told me they (ACIAR) have ‘strict 
guidelines where they put pest/diseases issues 
above economic matters... & to take it up with the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade. 

·  His is aware imported Pacific taro is propagated in 
Melbourne for leaves 

·  No use taking photos of import taro.. AQIS will 
only say its been tampered with. The only way is, 
if you got to the container before or with AQIS at 
the port, which is a breach of security. Same with 
propagating import taro under quarantine… AQIS 
would say it had been tampered with, therefore 
not legally submissible as evidence. 

·  AQIS inspections & legality is not his department..  
 
 



 9 

!�������"#�������##���� ����  
 

 

·  He is told, by his advisers, that small corm & large 
corm taro are different in pest/disease & propagation. 

·  We got down to a scientific debate on the term ' 
petiole bases'  of which he backed out and said it 
was the area of a scientific botanist.. which was not 
him…and we had to provide this evidence. 

·  He is basically a gatekeeper ... assigned to throw 
people like us down black holes.... blaming 
‘evidence’ from dubious advisers, …and using 
excuses of scientific debates and analysis  .   

·  Anyways.. he told me Ms Joanna Hewitt (Director of 
Quarantine) was the one who made the decisions. 
She was legally responsible... he only advises her..   
she makes the final call based on his advice. 

  
So I fired off the below letter to this Ms Joanna Hewitt... 
she's also Secretary of AQIS, Director of Quarantine, 
Secretary of DAFF, Secretariat of Quarantine and Exports 
Advisory Council (QEAC) and gawd knows what else... A 
person of this position, I figure is heavily relied on, by her 
advisors.  
 
She naturally, seems to be a 'spook' that has no direct contact 
email or phone....  
  
Anyways, I'm relying on the fact that this ...Ms Hewitt ....who 
depends heavily on the advice of her advisors... thinks that, 
all her skirts are on.... I hoped to make her aware .. all her 
skirts are off... and she is rather exposed.. which does lead to 
rather embarrassing ..legal issues... hopefully she will see it 
this way and rectify… 
  
 ----- Original Message -----  
From:  Sam  
To:  joanna.hewitt@daffa.gov.au  
Sent:  Friday, June 30, 2006 8:46 AM 
Subject:  Taro Growers Australia.. ATTN: Ms Joanna Hewitt 
 
ATTN: Ms Joanna Hewitt 
Director of Quarantine 
  
Thursday 29 June 2006 
  
Dear Ms Hewitt, 

 
My name is Sam Phillips, I am secretary of Taro Growers 
Australia. I grow large corm (Bun Long) taro in Far North 
Queensland. We are very much concerned at the present 
risk of introduced pest/diseases under the current import 
conditions of fresh large corm taro. I have sent this email 
(below) and the one (attached) to Dr Bill Roberts of 
Biosecurity Australia. He contacted me as a result from 
this, and has told me he has been advised and believes:  

·  Large corm taro has less propagative 
characteristics than small corm taro  

·  He is aware imported pacific taro is propagated 
down south Australia, for the purpose of edible 
leaf material,  it has been done for a long period 
with no apparent ill effect. He does not accept that 
the cold climatic conditions may have suppressed 
any spread of introduced pest/diseases, hence 
any propagation accompanied by the population 
shift from down south to up north, into the more 
favourable climates of these pests and diseases, 
is of no threat. You may recall the laboured 
endeavors to stop the fruit fly spreading down 
south, with expensive advertising, check points 
and dipping northern fruit in 'Rogor' before 
transporting south. These practices have 
stopped, not because the fruit fly was eradicated, 
but because it was discovered that the fruit fly 
cannot exist in the colder southern climates.  

·  He doesn’t believe the 'petiole bases' as specified 
in AQIS Import Conditions C6016 Part 3 . "The 
tubers must be topped and free from all foliage, 
including petiole bases." are  defined and 
recognised as propagative material capable of 
carrying disease. If he is of the opinion that 
topped taro, free of all foliage, is considered 'safe' 
propagation material. If this is so, then why is it, 
that AQIS has this: Condition  C10120     
Nursery Stock - Excluding Tissue Cultures  
Colocasia  spp. nursery stock is prohibited 
entry into Australia due to disease concerns. 
There are three viruses of Colocasia spp. of 
quarantine concern to Australia. They are 
Colocasia bobone disease (?) rhabdovirus 
(CBDV), Dasheen bacilliform (?) badnavirus 
(CBV) and Dasheen mosaic potyvirus (DsMV).  

Applications to import Colocasia spp. as live 
plants (other than tissue cultures) and or tubers 
for growing will not be approved.” 
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Why is it considered by leading authorities that tissue 
cultured taro is the only acceptable safe means of 
propagative material between countries. 

·  By allowing the large corm taro imports from China, 
doesn't believe that Taro Leaf Blight, which is 
endemic in China, poses any immediate threat.  

·  There has been 10 small corm taro specimens from 
Fiji sent to AQIS quarantine in Eagle Farm. In June 
2005, Mary Taylor (Regional Germplasm Centre 
Advisor) reported tests conducted by Rob Harding of 
QUT showed that only 3 of the 10 specimens had 
reacted negative to 5 known taro viruses. Dr Roberts 
was aware of this finding but is of the belief that large 
corm taro is not affected by taro viruses that are 
present in small corm taro. Evidence at  this site 
would stand to prove otherwise. 
http://taropest.sci.qut.edu.au/LucidKey/TaroPest 

/Media/Html/SpeciesPages.htm  It also appears from 
this, that the the 10 specimens were a select 10 
small corm cultivars (from a possible 2000 cultivars) 
from Fiji. This indicates small corm cultivars are 
grown in this area and the inclusion of small corm 
cultivars may well be found in consignments of large 
corm taro from Fiji. This is, of course, is in direct 
confliction of PQA0482. 

 Along with the issues I have raised in the accompanying 
emails I wish to bring to your attention the 3 diseases 

mentioned as prevention  in the above: 
   AQIS Import Condition  C10120 :  There are three viruses 
of Colocasia spp. of quarantine concern to Australia. They 
are Colocasia bobone disease (?) rhabdovirus (CBDV), 
Dasheen bacilliform (?) badnavirus (CBV) and Dasheen 
mosaic potyvirus (DsMV).  
 
It seems rather strange that in the recent Taropest website 
conducted by the QUT, ACIAR and SPC, finds that Australia 
has been listed with the widespread occurrence of Dasheen 
Mosaic Potyvirus (DsMV)  
http://taropest.sci.qut.edu.au/LucidKey/TaroPest/Media 
/Html/Viruses/DasheenMV/DasheenMV.htm 
 
 It may be found under further investigation that if this virus 
was introduced in Australia since the implementation of AQIS 
Import Condition C10120 then serious questions would be 
asked as to why and how it got here. The position would 
appear, that whether (a) you would dispute 

 
the validity of 'tissue culture' as being 'safe', to the 
germplasm fraternity, or (b) prove, from the advice of your 
advisors, as to whether the belief of 'topped ,free of 
foliage with the dormant buds, eyes or growing points 
intact' imported taro is, in fact, disease free, in order to 
clear yourself of any repercussions. 
 
I also wish to bring to your attention the acceptance and 
acknowledgement by AQIS, of Taro Leaf Blight in Samoa, 
to the extent that AQIS/ Biosecurity Australia sent a 
delegation of advisory staff to assist in further prevention, 
as in the AQIS/BA newsletters  
http://www.daff.gov.au/corporate_docs/publications/pdf/ 
quarantine/bulletin/bulletin_apr05.pdf  
http://www.daff.gov.au/corporate_docs/publications/pdf/ 
biosecurityaustralia/banews/2005/banews20.pdf 
and yet do not acknowledge the threat of the same TLB 
disease to Australia from taro imports from China. 
Certainly not, are responsible steps made to prevent this 
disease from coming to Australia. 
  
I also raise concerns to the AQIS Import Condition 
C6016 Item 2  
a) “The product is free from Potato Cyst Nematode (PCN) 
(Globodera rostochiensis and Globodera pallida) and 
potato black wart fungus (Synchytrium endobioticum)”, or 

b) “PCN (Globodera rostochiensis and Globodera pallida) 
and potato black wart fungus (Synchytrium endobioticum) 
are not known to occur in the country of origin”. 

This only alerts your quarantine inspectors to 2 potato 
wart fungus . There is no mention of Taro beetle, Taro leaf 
blight or the plethora of known pest/diseases applicable to 
the import of fresh corm taro. Understandably, the 
planned initiation of IRA's will address this issue, but until 
it's completion this is an overlooked risk factor while 
current large corm taro imports remain. The inspection of 
imported taro consignments are thwarted by the AQIS 
officers lack of available information.  
  
Further, I wish to bring to your attention, that these taro 
pest/disease threats not only affect our industry, but those 
of at least, the potato, tomato and banana. Under the 
hastily prepared Howard policies of 'anti-
terrisom' legislation, these threats may be seen, by those 
of the legal community as, the conscious 'administration' 
of the biological use of 'weapons of mass destruction' As 
you are aware, Suddam Hussein was vilified by his 
perpetrators, for the mere thought of possessing such a 
thing. I would hate to think of anybody, being placed in the 
position, whereby they were considered a party to it. 
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 While I do not wish to undermine the credibility of Dr 
Roberts, ( I found in my conversation with him, a very 
capable person of his position) or yourself and AQIS for that 
matter ( I have extensively used AQIS prepared 
documentation). What  I do question, is the credibility, of the 
source of his advice. I do believe, there a serious political 
overtones, to the economic policies in preference to 
pest/disease issues coming from the islands. It is not our 
intention to stop Pacific island taro imports, as I believe under 
AQIS Import Condition C6106 Item 4 states: "Topping may 
be carried out on arrival in Australia under quaran tine 
security. All residual material must be disposed of  by an 
AQIS approved method." This I feel, with a little 
organisation, would give concerned Pacific island 
communities and church groups within Australia, the 
opportunity to remove all growing points ( i.e taro skin) under 
the above conditions. Naturally, they would discard any pest 
and/or infected taro in the process. I feel too, the islanders of 
where the produce is grown, would be thankful of this, as it 
would put the balance back, to their undersupplied local 
markets. However, I do strongly believe that large corm taro 
imports from China, in relation to taro leaf blight should be 
banned. 
  
As I explained to Dr Roberts, we are passionate about our 
industry and will persevere with these concerns, by any 
means possible, until we feel that these issues, have been 
adequately resolved. 
  
I respectfully request take you take these matters, under 
consideration and I look forward to your response.  
I will forward to you and Dr Roberts, further evidence to 
support our claims, as it comes available. 
  
Thank you kindly 
  
Warm Regards 
  
Sam Phillips 
  
Secretary Taro Growers Australia 
www.tarogrowers.vze.com   Email sphil@iprimus.com.au 
  
 In this time, Leo got a letter back from Peter McGauran , 
Minister of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry, which solved 
our ‘scientific’ debate on ‘petiole bases’ with Dr Bill Roberts 

 
 ATTN: Dr Bill Roberts 
Principal Scientist,  
Biosecurity Australia  
  
Monday 10 July 2006 
  
Dear Dr Roberts, 
  
Further to our conversation of Wednesday 28 June 2006, I 
have forwarded to you further evidence, to the definition of 
'petiole bases' .  
  
It appears we have activated the timely response of your 
superior, Minister of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry, 
Peter McGauran. I quote his words. 
  
 "...Additionally, taro corms must be topped and fre e 
from all foliage, including petiole bases from whic h 
they might otherwise germinate.."  
  
I wish to rectify with you, the fact, that one does not have 
to be a qualified botanist, in order to prove or believe, that 
one can propagate from, imported large corm taro. It 
merely is, by the given opportunity, supplied by the 
advisements of people, such as yourselves, that any 
portion of the imported taro skin, is detrimentive 
propagative material, in the hands of any humble person,  
qualified or otherwise.  
  
I have previously supplied you with photographs, to show 
germination points on large corm taro.  
  
Mr McGauran has requested further evidence, of which 
we will obligingly supply. I think with the apparent blatant 
breach of the WTO Sanitary Phytosanitary Agreement 
guidelines, necessary steps would have to be made, in 
order, to immediately address this issue. Naturally, Mr 
McGauran would be pleased to hear, considering  the 
vulnerability of his current position. 
  
  
I have included excerpts of his letter to us, for your 
perusal and look forward to your response 
  
Warm Regards 
Sam Phillips 
Secretary Taro Growers Australia 
  

www.tarogrowers.vze.com   Email sphil@iprimus.com.au 
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 So with that, this email got sent to the three relevant 
Ministers: 
 
 
Minister of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry 
Honorable Peter McGauran MP 
  
11 July 2006 
  
  
Dear Hon. Peter McGauran, 
  
My name is Sam Phillips, I am secretary of Taro Growers 
Australia. I grow large corm (Bun Long) taro in Far North 
Queensland. 
  
I am writing to you in response to the letter (22 June 2006) 
our Association received from one of our members through 
Justine Elliot MP of NSW. As you have requested 'immediate 
notification' of evidence pursuing to the 'illegal' importation of 
large corm taro from China and the Pacific Islands, I have 
taken the liberty, on this basis, of contacting you directly. 
  
I commend you on the perception, of that, and I quote: 
"...Additionally, taro corms must be topped and fre e from 
all foliage, including petiole bases from which the y might 
otherwise germinate.."  
  
I have brought this issue up with Dr Bill Roberts, Principal 
Scientist - Biosecurity Australia, of late, and whom, had the 
opinion that 'petiole bases' was a botanical issue that needed 
scientific clarification, as to whether it was a growth point, 
therefore a determinate, as to whether current large corm 
importation, in it's present condition is, in confliction with 
AQIS Import Conditions C6106 Item 3 "The tubers must be 
topped and free from all foliage, including petiole  bases."  
  
 As you are aware, our NSW member Leo Burgoyne has 
been in regular contact with you and your departments for the 
last 18 months raising these concerns. I have included the 
correspondence (as  attachments, within attachments) to two 
of your departmental subordinates, addressing further issues 
you may find of interest. It appears that your departments are 
somewhat 'legless' from the lack of response. Supplied, is 
only, a brief indication of further material we have, in case 
you feel, that you may need more convincing. 

 
 I have noticed you refer to the CABI CROP 
PROTECTION COMPENDIUM 2006 for advice on taro. 
My references have been to FAO Repository and AQIS  
documents. I wish to infer that while research and 
documentation resources may have changed, the Nature 
of Taro hasn't. The cultivative and cultural elements of the 
product still undeniably, remain the same. 
  
I also wish to bring to your attention, the awareness of the 
WTO Sanitary Phytosanitary Agreement guidelines, 
derived from this Biosecurity Newsletter found here at: 
http://www.daff.gov.au/corporate_docs/publications/pdf/ 
market_access/biosecurity/banews/banews14.pdf 
 
 Perspective from the WTO 
Senior Counsellor with the World Trade Organization, Gretchen Stanton 
(pictured), presented a keynote session to the recent Quarantine and Market 
Access Conference in Canberra.  

"The Sanitary and Phytosanitary (SPS) agreement establishes rules that give 
countries the right to give priority to protecting human, animal or plant health 
over trade." 

 I am concerned that your view to Leo, of whom who 
spoke to you, was '" Foreign trade is more important .. 
than your issues with taro" Hearing this, from a person of 
my position, and having months of unsatisfactory 
recognition, would only naturally, force me to seek the aid 
of outside agencies in order to effect some satisfactory 
type of resolution. 

Naturally, being secretary of our Association, I have 
brought up these issues of apparent 'double standards' 
from the SPC and associated organisations, with Jimmie 
Rogers, Director General of the SPC.   I am sure at some 
point you may wish to contact him and the Department of 
Foreign Affairs and Trading, as to why the apparent 
violation of these 'strict codes of conduct' emphasised by 
your and their departments have been breached. Of 
course I have been in contact with the delegates of the 
ACIAR, AQIS, BA and in communication with the WTO as 
well. It appears the WTO has expressed some concern 
regarding the apparent nature of these affairs.  

Of course, we are thankful AQIS has stopped small corm 
taro, but fears are, AQIS officers don't know the difference 
between large small corms and small large corms, which 
are both marketable and can simply be relabelled, making 
this decision totally valueless. Also, the fact that, it is 
believed by the foreign aid bodies, that only large corm 
comes from the Pacific Islands, thus not 'interfering' with 
economic policies. However , you will read of evidence 
that may dispute this. 
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Bill Roberts no matter how obvious it is, will not and 
cannot move from his current position, because of all this 
mess. The minute he changes his mind, the axe will drop. 
Naturally the axe will drop, at some time, because of the 
overwhelming evidence against him.  However, the point 
here is, that they all, have been’ informed’ and are ‘aware’ 
of the situation. If you can figure it out… all the traps 
have been set!!! 

At the moment AQIS head office sent a letter back to us, 
and are reviewing the current import conditions on large 
corm taro, but it remains to be seen what these may be. 

 
From all this, our organization is seen, by these 
departments, as an absolute ’pain in the neck’.   
 
Further  to this , there are indications that unsold Chinese 
import taro, because of poor condition, (probably 
pest/disease ridden) are being sent up, by unscrupulous 
market agents, to NT for the purpose of commercial 
propagation with associated landholders. So NT growers 
should keep an eye out for anything suspect. 
 

Also these agents are re-boxing import taro to divert 
suspicion from re-labelled small/large corm taro and also 
to make it look like its from local growers. They then hide 
it in their coolstores out of sight from the market floor, 
and sell to their pre-arranged clients. 

The theme of this whole import taro issue is “Things only 
happen…if you make them happen!!!”  It is by far  
easier to pull your head out of the sand, than it is…to bury 
it!! 

Leo & Kellie Burgoyne�

 I do wish to respectfully return, your request for the 
'immediate perusal of information', as you are now aware, it 
better these issues are seen to be addressed by yourself, 
rather than that of a foreign council.  

Naturally , having being well accustomed to the rituals of 
denial, I have made it quite clear in my previous 
correspondences, that these matters will be pursued. As you 
are aware, the United Nations has suffered a considerable 
shattering of confidence over the failed East Timor and North 
Korea incidents. I am sure with a little gentle persuasion, they 
would leap at the opportunity to rectify their troubled image, 
and happily take on these issues, with a country that 'speaks 
its own language'. 

 

I look forward to your response 

Thank you kindly, 

Warm Regards  

Sam Phillips 

Secretary Taro Growers Australia 

www.tarogrowers.vze.com   Email sphil@iprimus.com.au 
  
We have alerted Minister of Agriculture Forestry and 
Fisheries, Peter McGauran. Minister of Foreign Affairs, 
Alexandra Downer and Deputy Prime Minister and Minister 
of Trade, Mark Vaile of these violations. They are now  all 
trying to cover these issues.  They are trying to wash their 
hands, claiming ‘ignorance’ and are all now putting the 
blame on Dr Bill Roberts of BA, saying he is the expert and 
advisor!!!. 
Leo Burgoyne, who has been putting tremendous effort in, 
got a recent letter back from Peter McGauran, which he 
stated,  "...Additionally, taro corms must be topped and 
free from all foliage, including petiole bases from which 
they might otherwise germinate.." 
As you can see, this blew Bill Roberts argument that “petiole 
bases” needed botanical scientist to clarify as to whether it 
was a growth point!! This also is an apparent violation of the 
WTO Sanitary Phytosanitary guidelines, by using ‘scientific 
debate’ to thwart reasonable issues. 
 

 
I would like to welcome our new NSW members. Leo has 
been very active in the taro import issue. Our association 
owes a great deal to the efforts of both Leo and Kellie. 
They have by far, done more for our association and taro 
growers, than what the TGA has done for itself. We 
should offer our warmest gratitude for their time, effort 
and dedication and be thankful to know, there are people 
out there who are prepared to make a go of it.. and stick 
at it!!! 
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We met with Growcom and the response from them was : 
19 June 2006 
 
Dear Sam, 
In response to our discussions for Growcom support in 
negotiating with Biosecurity Australia on Taro imports from 
Asia, I have discussed your issues with Growcom CEO Jan 
Davies, and she supports your stance. 
 
By joining Growcom as a Group, we can offer your 
association two clear benefits. First we would be pleased to 
represent you directly to our networks within Biosecurity 
Australia , via a letter and resulting telephone conversations 
free of charge. Second, we would offer any further lobbying 
work at a discounted rate (we would be happy to provide an 
estimate). 
 
Of course, you’ll also benefit from the wider advantages 
Growcom offers. 
 
Warm Regards 
Danielle Hogan 
 
From:  Sam  
To:  dhogan@growcom.com.au  
Sent:  Wednesday, June 21, 2006 10:11 AM 
Subject:  Taro Growers.. Re: Membership 
 
Hi Danielle, 
 
Thank you very much for your interest and assistance. 
I will pass on the acknowledgement of your superiors support 
of our stance and the options available from them to us. 
 

As you may be aware, we will have to address our current 
fiscal situation on order to meet your organisations 
proposals. I may suggest at our next meeting, that we 
sell...er.. raffle tickets.. in effort, to remedy this problem. 
  
Thank you kindly 
  
Sam Phillips 
Secretary Taro Growers Australia  
 
From:  Danielle Hogan  
To:  Sam  
Sent:  Wednesday, June 21, 2006 10:12 AM 
Subject:  RE: Taro Growers.. Re: Membership 

Hi Sam, 

I look forward to working with you in the future, if you need 
any assistance with fundraising ideas please contact me 
and I may be able to assist. 

Warm Regards 
Danielle Hogan 
 
This incurs an affiliation fee of $550.00 for  us  to join??? 
However, at this, we now have direct contact ourselves 
with Dr Bill Roberts, Principal Scientist and Acting CEO 
of Biosecurity Australia, Ms Joanna Hewitt, Secretary of 
AQIS, Director of Quarantine, Secretary of DAFF, 
Secretariat of Quarantine and Exports Advisory Council 
(QEAC) Anne MacDonald, Secretary of MAFF, Peter 
McGauran Minister of Agriculture Forestry and 
Fisheries,. Alexandra Downer Minister of Foreign 
Affairs, and Mark Vaile , Deputy Prime Minister and 
Minister of Trade, as well as ABC radio, a number of 
politicians , newspapers and overseas organisations 
….more than what Growcom could ever offer!! And most 
of them, now know us very well!! 
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TARO GROWERS AUSTRALIA INC 
PO Box 83 Cardwell Nth. Qld. 4849 
Phone 07 4066 5687   0428 596 191 

E-mail: doylej@znet.net.au 
Incorporation No. 1A30774 

Dated. 18/6/06 
 
 
To 
Dr. Bill Roberts 
Acting Chief Executive 
Biosecurity Australia 
 
Thank you for your letter dated 12/5/2006 and subsequent telephone call on 24/5/2006 advising 
that the import of Japanese small corm taro (var antiquorum) was to be suspended. Your 
Quarantine Alert No PQA0482 confirmed this advice. 
Taro Growers Australia Inc. now has two concerns regarding the import of taro. 
 
(1) 
We are now advised that the importers of the small corm Jap taro are simply relabelling the 
product as large corm taro, thus bypassing the recent PQA0482. 
This ruse by the importers is making a mockery of the whole system, as the small corm taro is 
quite distinctive in size and shape visually and by texture and colour when cut. 
Maybe AQIS inspectors need to do more than look at the label on the box, but also look at the 
product inside. 
 
(2) 
 Your letter dated 12/5/2006 contained the import conditions required for the import of fresh 
taro. They included being free of, or not known to occur for Potato Cyst Nematode and potato 
black wart fungus. 
TGA Inc. is astounded that Biosecurity Australia does not include the disease taro leaf blight in 
the import conditions. 
Taro leaf blight (TLB) is a fungal disease caused by Phytophthora colocasiae. It is present in the 
Pacific Region and China. The introduction of this disease into Australia would devastate the 
local production. 
Such is the nature of TLB that FAO/IPGRI state that “strict quarantine measures should be 
observed to prevent further spread of this disease and movement of taro between countries 
should be limited to sterile, pathogen-tested plantlets growing in tissue culture medium”. 
 
Would you please advise on what are Biosecurity Australia intentions in relation to these two 
concerns? 
 
John Doyle 
Treasurer Taro Growers Australia Inc. 
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