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FRUIT, MANAGEMENT AND RELEASE OF NEW VARIETIES 

357. Mr P.D. Omodei to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Agriculture and Forestry 

I refer to the management and release of new fruit varieties in Western Australia, and ask -  

(a) why has it taken 17 years to release the apple variety ST 23/74; 

(b) when will ST 23/74 be released for commercial production; 

(c) when was the last apple variety released for commercial production; 

(d) what was the name of this apple variety; 

(e) who is responsible in the Department of Agriculture for material release for commercial 
production; 

(f) what are those fruit varieties; 

(g) what is the extent of funding allocation for plant breeding programmes for fruit varieties in 
Western Australia; 

(h) what was the funding for the apple breeding programme every financial year from 1993 
to 2005; 

(i) what is the extent of production of Cripps Pink (Pink Lady) apples in -  

(i) Western Australia; 
(ii) other Australian States; and  
(iii) other countries; 

(j) why did the Department of Agriculture release untested grafting wood of Cripps Pink to Brazil 
and Argentina; 

(k) who currently controls the intellectual property for the Cripps Pink and Sundowner apple 
varieties; 

(l) how has the Government responded to the Auditor General’s 8th Report 2002 (pages 15-19) 
regarding the management of intellectual property by the Department of Agriculture; 

(m) how long does it normally take to release -  

(i) new apple varieties; and 
(ii) other fruit varieties; 

(n) why did the Department of Agriculture offer Western Australian apple breeding intellectual 
property to other countries; 

(o) why did the Department of Agriculture offer ST 23/74 to Western Australian growers’ 
international competitors when it was selected by the breeder to complement Cripps Pink in 
the market place; 

(p) what has been the funding allocation for the development of the apple variety Big Time, and 
what is its current status; 

(q) which other countries have applied for the Pink Lady trademark before the Department of 
Agriculture; 

(r) what is the current status of the Pink Lady intellectual property; 

(s) what is the current status of the apple variety Pink Rose; 

(t) what action/s has the Department of Agriculture taken with regard to plant breeder’s rights and 
intellectual property; 

(u) what is the Department of Agriculture’s programme for the commercial release of new fruit 
varieties in Western Australia and in which localities will they be grown; 

(v) what research has the Department of Agriculture undertaken on new or existing plum varieties; 

(w) what are the names of any new plum varieties and where will they be grown; 

(x) what is the current status of the pear variety known as Goldrush; 

(y) who controls the intellectual property on the Goldrush pear variety; 
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(z) is the Department of Agriculture involved in the Goldrush pear development; and 

(i) if yes, how; 

(aa) is the Department of Agriculture involved in assisting any other country in the development of 
horticultural crops; and 

(i) if yes, what are the countries and what are the crop varieties; 

(bb) is there a budget allocation to assist other countries in the development of crops and what is the 
source of funds; and 

(cc) is there a reporting process for any assistance programmes to other countries, and 

(i) if not, why not? 

Mr A.D. McRAE replied: 

Your questions have a focus on the fruit breeding activities of the Department of Agriculture.  These activities 
have been the subject of a number of reviews in recent years. There have been two Auditor General reports into 
the management of Intellectual Property in the Department of Agriculture. The commercialisation of fruit 
varieties was covered under these. A specific case study of the commercialisation process for ST 23/74 was 
conducted in 2002 and described in the Auditor General's report submitted to Parliament on 4 December 2002 - 
A Case Study of a New Apple Variety.  

The report above stated (page 15) that "Since 1999 the Department of Agriculture [Department of Agriculture 
Western Australia] has developed a more rigorous and formalised approach to address recognised shortcomings 
in its IP management process for breeding, evaluating and commercialising apple varieties." 

In the letter to the Director General [Department of Agriculture Western Australia] that accompanied the audit 
report from the Office of Auditor General it states "The audit found that while some aspects of past management 
of ST 23/74 could have been better (agreements with growers, earlier PBR and time taken to reach its current 
stage), action being taken now and current arrangements are appropriate." 

If the Honourable Member would like further discussions, I would be happy to arrange an appropriate senior 
officer from the Department of Agriculture to meet with him. 

(a) The Department carries out extensive evaluation of new plant varieties before they are released 
to industry. 

(b) ST 23/74 is ready for release in terms of technical information and pending finalisation of 
detailed commercialisation arrangements to ensure that benefits from the intellectual property 
and management of the variety are effectively captured for Western Australia and Australia. 

Release to the licensee Apple and Pear Australia Limited is now planned for April 2006 which 
is dependent on the prior execution of the appropriate agreements. 

(c) The last apple released was Big Time. The decision to release Big Time was made in 1995 by 
the then Director General of the Department of Agriculture. 

(d) Big Time. 

(e) The Director General. 

(f) Varieties released from Department of Agriculture breeding programs. The next variety to be 
released is the apple variety ST 23/74. There are no other imminent releases. There are 
superior selections in advanced stages of testing. 

(g) Approximately $600,000 per annum is the direct cost of fruit breeding. 

(h) It is not feasible for financial information of this detail to be provided for the past 12 years.  
Changes to the financial systems and the nature of project management within the Department 
do not allow detail of this nature to be provided. 

The direct project investment for the past five years has been - $428,725 in 2001/02, $534,517 
in 2002/03, $482,365 in 2003/04, $477,160 in 2004/05, and the budget for the current financial 
year is $545,342. 

These funds are made available from royalties from previous tree sales and research funds 
from Horticulture Australia Limited. 

(i) The Department of Agriculture does not have records of Cripps Pink fruit production. 
Tracking of production of Cripps Pink apples is the business of the Pink Lady™ trade mark 
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owner Apple and Pear Australia Limited and the licensees in the International Pink Lady 
Alliance. 

(i) From a 1998 Western Australian tree survey the total number of Cripps Pink trees in 
Western Australia was 320,284. If production is assumed to be 30 kg per tree that 
would equate to 1998 production of 9608 tonnes [9,608,520 kg] 

(ii)  Not known 

(iii)  Not known 

(j) The Department's release practices have been in line with the Australian industry accepted 
practice of the time. Due to advances in technology for virus testing and heat treatment therapy 
the release of High Health status propagation material is now feasible. Current Department 
policy is to release High Health propagation material. 

(k) The apple varieties are Cripps Pink and Cripps Red. The State, through the Department of 
Agriculture owns Plant Breeders Rights/Patents for these varieties. 

(l) As I indicated in my introduction, in the letter to the Director General, DAWA (Department of 
Agriculture) that accompanied the audit report from the Office of Auditor General it states 
"The audit found that while some aspects of past management of ST23/74 could have been 
better (agreements with growers, earlier PBR and time taken to reach its current stage), action 
being taken now and current arrangements are appropriate." 

The report concludes with recommendations under the heading "What should be done" 

"DAWA should make certain that appropriate systems are in place to properly maintain and 
secure technical research information, particularly given that research can often extend over 
more than one decade" 

In the second dot point on page 18 of the report it describes the secure record keeping strategy 
that is now in place. 

"DAWA now has a database to record all data related to Stage 1 and 2 assessments and creates 
individual files for all superior selections that go off site"  

The other recommendation is: "DAWA should clearly articulate and justify its approach to 
commercialisation of new varieties through development and publication of appropriate 
policy." 

And earlier in the report [pp17] it stated  

"...it was noted that the DAWA has yet to document its approach to commercialisation of new 
varieties either as a policy document or procedure manual."  

Also  

"DAWA has acknowledged this need and has advised that the policy will be an outcome of a 
consultative Working Group established with HAL and the industry."  That working group is 
still operating. 
When breeding is discussed by the Department of Agriculture in a public forum the Project 
Manager describes the breeding, evaluation and commercialisation process.  
Most recently this information was presented at the Manjimup Horticulture Research Institute 
Open Day 17 March 2005 and at an Open Day on the Apple Breeding Program at Manjimup 
Horticulture Research Institute on 14 April. 
The Department of Agriculture has both an Intellectual Property policy and a procedure 
manual that are accessible to all staff. These dovetail into the State Policy and Best Practice 
Guidelines for the commercialisation and management of intellectual property. 

 (m) (i) There is no standard time. However, due to the woody, slow growing nature of apple 
trees the minimum is over 12 years. 

(ii)  There is no standard time - however it depends on the method of propagation and the 
time to maturity for each crop. 

(n) The State owns the Intellectual Property and it is managed through the Department of 
Agriculture which licences second parties to commercialise the property. 
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(o) The Department has not released ST 23/74. However there has been National and International 
interest in the opportunity to commercialise this and other varieties. 

At all times in the development of the commercialisation process the Department's focus has 
been, and is, to maximise benefit to the Western Australian and Australian apple industry. 

(p) There was no specific funding allocation to this variety.  The Department's records of domestic 
promotion and intellectual property protection show a total cost of $11,932.  

The variety was released with PBR protection, under licence agreement to two nurseries in 
Australia (one major national nursery in the Eastern States and one nursery in Western 
Australia).  Through this process there has been very limited uptake of the variety by industry 

(q) As described under the section on Management of Intellectual Property in the Auditor 
General's 1999 Public Sector Performance Report "In Argentina, France, UK and the USA 
other organisations successfully filed applications for the Pink Lady® trademark before 
AGWEST. In all but the USA ownership of these trademarks has been recovered by 
negotiation with the relevant parties." 

The Department of Agriculture no longer owns or manages the trade mark. 

(r) The Pink Lady trade mark is owned and managed by Apple and Pear Australia Limited. 

(s) Pink Rose is an apple variety that is not owned by the State and so I do not have full details. 
The owner or agent for the 'variety' would.  It is a mutant of Cripps Pink.  It is the 
Department's view that it is not distinct from Cripps Pink. 

I am aware that the PVR for Pink Rose in New Zealand has been rejected on the basis that it is 
insufficiently distinct from Cripps Pink. 

(t) The Department evaluates the potential of its Intellectual Property and protects it where 
evaluated as appropriate. 

(u) The basis for commercialisation arrangements is licensing of the intellectual property to the 
representative body of the Australian apple industry, Apple and Pear Australia Limited, with 
the support of the Western Australian industry and co-investors Horticulture Australia Limited. 

New varieties will be released in Western Australia and the rest of Australia first, with other 
territories considered as appropriate.  

(v)  The Department supports a small breeding program focused on quality plums for export 

(w) There are no new plum releases expected in this financial year 

(x) The variety known as Goldrush® is not owned by the State.  I understand from an Internet 
search that the variety was discovered by a Mr Michael Titchmon - a retired orchardist from 
Donnybrook and his family; and that as at January 2004 the variety was commercially 
produced by 20 Western Australian orchardists. 

(y) Not known 

(z) No 

(i)  Not applicable. 

(aa) The Department supports research in other countries where this research has a direct benefit to 
Western Australian growers. For example export seed potato development in Indonesia. 

(i)  India, Thailand, Indonesia, Vietnam and Sri Lanka. Crops are potatoes, low chill 
stone fruit and apples. A wide range of varieties are involved. 

(bb) No.  There is no specific budget allocation for this purpose. However, there are various sources 
of funds that are sourced for individual initiatives, such as the Australian Centre for 
International Agricultural Research. 

(cc) As noted previously, support is provided where there is a benefit to Western Australia. Reports 
are made to industry and the relevant funding bodies who publish the information. 
(i)  Not applicable 

 


