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Topic: Philippine bananas - meetings

Hansard Page: 82-83

Senator O’Brien asked:

On how many occasions have there been discussions between Australian officials and the Philippine authorities or industry representatives about risk mitigation measures that the Philippines might implement? Have there been any general discussions about risk mitigation measures in the context of bananas?…Specifically, I am interested in any discussions about risk mitigation measures that may have taken place at meetings held in Canberra on 10 or 11 April this year or at functions associated with those meetings…..Is it possible to ascertain what was discussed in that regard?

Can you provide the committee with a list of the attendees at those meetings and explanations as to why they were there? It may be self-evident if they are a member of the panel, etc.

Answer: 

During the meeting between Biosecurity Australia officials and Philippine government/industry representatives in Manila in February this year there was a shortl discussion on the use of methyl bromide as a risk mitigation treatment. In discussing the use of methyl bromide as a quarantine treatment in mitigating certain quarantine pest risks, the Philippines insisted that methyl bromide fumigation is deleterious to the quality of bananas (and pineapples) and opposed its possible use as a mandatory risk-mitigating treatment.

At the meeting in Canberra in early April this year there was limited discussion about the use of fumigants in other countries as a treatment for consignments. This included the use of hydrogen cyanide by Japan on consignments of infested fruit at the time of arrival, and the requirement by New Zealand for wooden pallets to be fumigated with phosphine.

There has been some discussion about treatments against pests and pathogens used in Philippine banana plantations and packing houses, but this has been in the context of determining what the minimal practices used in the Philippines are so this information can be used as a base-line for developing the draft import risk analysis report.

Attendees at the meeting in Canberra during April this year included:

Sharan Singh


(Chair) risk analysis panel & TWG1

Rob Allen


Risk analysis panel – QDPI

Bob Paton


Risk analysis panel – NSW Agriculture

David Peasley


Risk analysis panel – Peasley Horticultural Services

Ron Peterson


TWG1 – QDPI

Chris Hayward


TWG1

Mike Robbins


Risk analysis panel - AQIS

Mary Harwood


Executive Manager, Biosecurity Australia

Brian Stynes


General Manager, Plant Biosecurity

Bill Magee


Senior Manager, Biosecurity Australia

Sam Beckett     

 
Biosecurity development and evaluation

Gavin Edwards


Technical Secretariat, Biosecurity Australia

Dr Rene Rafael C. Espino
Program Director, Philippine Dept. Agriculture

Ms. Estrella D. Tuazon
Chief, Philippine Plant Quarantine Service

Mr Francisco X. Lorenzo
Philippine Banana Growers & Exporters Association/Lapanday Group of Companies 

Dr Edwin S. Raros

Stanfilco (Division of Dole Philippines)

Dr Rodolfo A. Paningbatan
Del Monte Fresh Produce

Dr Vivencio Quinñon

Tagum Agricultural Development Company, Inc.

Mr Arturo Boncato

Agricultural Consultant

Dr Emily Fabregar

Lapanday Group of Companies

Ms Leah Ruiz


First Secretary, Philippine embassy

Dr Maria Araceli E Albarece
Agricultural attaché, Philippine embassy

All participants from the Australian side were either members of the risk analysis panel and technical working groups, or were from Biosecurity Australia. All are directly involved in the import risk analysis for Philippine bananas

The Philippines delegation consisted of technical experts from banana-producing companies, Agriculture department officials, and staff from the Philippine embassy in Canberra.
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