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Apprenticesicip Resulations, |

THURSDAY, 11 OCTOBER, 1823.

The SPEAKER
took 1he chair

(Hon. W. Bertram,
at 3.30 p.m.

Marce)

ASSENT TO BILLS.

The SPEAKER announced the receipt from
His Excellency the Governor of messages
conveving His Excellencs’s assent to the
following Bills:—

Stallions Registration Bill.

Metropolitan Water Supply and Sewer-

age Acts Amendnent Bill,
Closer Settlement Acts Amendment Bill.
Jury Act Amendment Bill.
Sugar Workers’ Perpetual Lease Selec-

tions Bill.
Japanese Larthquake Relief Funds Biil.

QUESTIONR.

REOQUEST FOR AMENDMENT OFf
o STear CiNE

REGULATION
Prices Act.

Mr. BRAND (Burrum) asked the Secretary
for Agriculture—

1. Has he received any request from
the United Cane Crowers’ Association
asking him to amend the Cane Prices Act
in certain particulars?

*2. If so. is it his int'ntion to bring
IOl\\dl(] an amending Bill during this
session 77’

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:

(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Fueham) replied—
1. Yes.
2. No.”

EMI’}QYEE‘ AT SARGEANT  axD  COMPANY'S
\jo . BrrsBixe, axDp  RELIEF  FROM
UNEMPLOYMENY INSURANCE FUND.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE (Orlcy) asked the

Secretary for Public Works—

“In  connection with the industrial

treuble which is existing at Sargeant's
vworks in Brisbane, where the President
of the Arbitration Court ha- ruled that
there is no justification for a strike, will
the employees affected he entitled to
relief under thﬁ Tnemploved Workers’
Insurance Act?”

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
(Fon. W. Forgan Smith, Mackay) replied—
“ I would direct the hon. wmember’s
artention  to  the provisions of the
Unemployed Workers’ Insurance Act of
1622, particularly  to subsection 4 of
tion 14, paragraph (), and also to
subizection 5 of section 14.”

"

APPRENTICESHIP REGULATIONS,
ORDER FOR PPRINTING.
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS

(Hon. W, I‘mgan Smith, Maclay): 1 bow
to move. without notice—

*That the paper laid on the table of
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the House by me vesterday with regard

to apprenticeship regulations, dated 28th

Septewber, 1928, undor the Industrial

Arbitration Aets, 1916-1923, be printed.”
The ebject is to allow the regulations to be
printed and to be on sale at the Government
Printing Office.

Question put and passed.

PAPERS.
The following papers were laid on the
table, aud ordered to be printed:—

Seventh aununal report of the State
Govermment Insurance Office for the
vear ended 30th June, 1923.

Amended vegulations, dated 14th Septem-
ber, 1925 under the Public Service
Act of 1922.

Regulations, dated 4th  October, 1923,
under the Disecases in Poultry Act of

1923

PRIMARY PRODUCTS PPOOLS
AMENDMENT BILL.

INITIATION.
The SWCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE.

ACT

(Ton. W. N. Gillies, Eacham): 1 beg to
mMove—

“That the House will, at its next

sitting, resolve itself into a Committee

of the Whole to consider of the desirable-
ness of introducing a Bill to amend the
Primary Products Pools Act of 1922 in
cortain particulars.

Question put and passed.

MEAT INDUSTRY ENCOURAGEMENT

BILL.
INITIATION.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE.
(Hon. W. XN. Gillies, Fucham): 1 beg to
move-—

* That the House will, at its next
sitting, resolve itself into a Committee

of the Whole to consider of the desirable-
ness of introducing a Bill to encourage
and improve the meat industry, and for
other incidental purposes.”

AMr. CORSER (Burnett): Anticipating that
the \_[1111“t01 s action would be that of silence,
led \ot formal’”’ to this motion, in tho
hope that we might get some information.
regarding it.  We “know the intention of the
Covernment with regard to dealing witn
other products by way of pools, and we want
to know whether this Bill is in any way
associated or allicd with those operations.
We would like to get some information from
the Minister.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Question put and passed.

Or'der !

COTTON INDUSTRY BILL.
SeconD Rrabpine.
The SECRETARY FOCR AGRICULTURE
{Hon. W. N. Gillies, Fackam): In rising to

move the second reading of this Bill I recog-
rise that it is one of considerable importance

Hon. W. N. Gillies.]
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tr Qu and. and one which will have a
fur-reaching effect on the cotron indusiry.
Any Bill that allects primary products and 12
destined to cncourags r new industry is of
importance to this House.

The possibilities of cotton culture in
Gueensland ave almost Hmitless. T am justi-
fird in saying that ihere are in Queensiand
nxt only hundreds of thrusands of acres hut
miilions of acres capable of growing cotton.
Cotton is a drought-resisting crop, and will
grow on any soil which will grow maize, In
fact, it will grow on many soils that will not
grow maize., There =re millions of acres of
Iand in Queensland with & sufficiens rain-
fali—and a rainfall of 20 inches per annum is
sufficient—to grow cotton of a good qualitv.
"The onlr danger and the only risk in regard
to cotton becoming & great and lmhoriant
industry in Queenszlaud iz whether we start
-on right lines or vot. That 1s. we must pro-
duce the best article the spinners requive,
and we raust take sufficient steps 1o prevent
‘the spread of pests in Australia. 1t has bern
said that we have no Mexican border in
Australia, and that Australia, being an istand.
is almost free, so far as we know, from the
great cotton pests that affect the industry in
other parts of the world. We have no boll
weevil or pink boll worm, for instance, and,
if we manage our affairs wisely and well,
there is no reason why these pests should be
introduced into Queensland, but this means
drastic legisiation.

Queensland is a country where wages are
comparatively high as compared with the
wages in other cotton-growing countries. with
the exception of Amwefica, where wages are
higher in the cotton-growing districts than
Lere. Tt behoves us thercfore, if we are
going to succeed, to produce an article that
will command a price sufficiently high to
erable the industry to work mnnder decent
conditions and to pay decent wages. It is
wise that we should start well and taks no
risks. We should be gutded by the experi-
ence of other countries in framing and c¢ovry
ing out a policy which «ill make this indus-
tev a permanent and a very large one. I sce
no reason why the cottcn-growing industry
‘in Queensland in a fow years, if it is hanoled
properly, if the farmers do their part. =nd
if the politicians and the Government also
dn their part. will not be worth as mnch in

pounds sterling as the wool industry. I look
forward to the time when our sccondary
industries will procred side by side wiih

our primary industries: n cther words. 1o
the time when Queensland will stand on her
two legs, so to speak. of the primary and
secondary indusivies. Wo must be prepored
io see that people who arve willing to invest
capital in spinning and weaving cotton have
sufficient cotton producesi for them to handle
so as to Justify mills being eveeted in Aus-
tralia to manufacture the ras article.

The main object of the Bill is. in short, to

eive legal backing fto the mnolicy of the
Dueensland Government. which, as I have

already stated. has been responsible for in-
creasing the annnal value of the cotton out-
put in Queensland from £853 in 1918 to over
£250,000 for the crop which has just been
harvested. That is a phenomenal growth and
1~ dus entbire'y to one cause. Tt is not due
to the seasons. bernuse fest season was a bad
one, If last seazon had been a good scason.
+the cotton crop in Queensland would have

[Hon. W. N. Gillies.
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Lec
cruse
due 13
Government of 55d. a lb. for cotton.
guarantee relieved the farmer absolutely from
all responsibility in the matter of transport,

n worth probably £300.00C.  The one
s¢ to which this satisfactory growth is
the guarantee by the Queensland
3 i That

ginning, shipping, and marketing of his
g g ,oand 1 A 1
cotton. For the first time in history the

Queensland farmer has confined his werk and
responsibility to the growing of his crop.
Whether that policy can continue indefinirely
ov not I am not prepared to say, but I do
not think that it should. I think thar the
protective poliey should continue until the
coiton industry is placed on a sound financial
feoting and until the farmers ave ena.‘.‘)lpd to
gin and market their own crops individually
and co-operatively in a sound and sutis-
factory way. 1t is due to the Commonwealth
aud Queensland Governments to encourage
the indusfry until sufficient areas have been
established in the course of fime to justify
the cstablishment of spinming and weaving
mulls,

Mr. Moreyy : How are you going to breal
down this monopoly which you are creating
to-day?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
T an: not going to reply to any interjections,
Lecause this BBill has been on the table of
ihe House for three weeks, and any reason-
able suggestions will be considered whgn the
3ill reaches its Committee stage. If hon.
members opposite have any reasonable views
which they wish incorporated in the Bill.
they will be able to advance them in the
proper way.

The ouly motive which the Government

have in this Bill is io place the cotton
industry on a sound footing. It may be
rermembered  that yvears ago Queensland

(iovernments spent large sums of money on
tho cotton industry. [ may say—I will
aucte the figures by and bye—that past Go-
vernments spent up to £80,000 in onc vear
in fostering the industry in the State.
During the American War cotton-growing
wias an important industry in Queensland.
1t fourished because the price of cotron
war high, but, when the war was over. prices
dropped and farmers could not make the
industry pay. Like everything else, when
prices are high the industry pa When
the goldfields in Western Australia broke
out men flocked there from other States and
countries.

Mr. BLPHTNSTONE : What is going to happen
when socialism comes about?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
The farmer does not go into an industry
for the sake of bis health or for the sake
of the fresh air. He goes into an industry
because it promises to pay. The cotton
industry is now paying because the Queens-
land Government had sufficient foresight and
sufficient statesmanship to guarantee a price
that would enable the farmer to make 1t
nuy, with the vesult that last year the crop
was werth over £250.000.

Defore dealing with the principles
Bill T want to give a fow facts with regard
to the eavly history of cotton as a Justifi-
cation for encouvaging cotton-growimg 11
Queensland and to chow. as I have alveady
mentioned, that cotton-growing years ago
assumed important proportions in Queens-
land. Because the price dropped after the

of the
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Amurican War, when American ports were
cagain opened and the Americans gor busy
with their own cotton- -qrowing, the cotten
industry in Queensland languished and died.
Before coming to the dev elopment of the
industry in Quecm]aml it might be as well
io give some 1wes showing the imporiance
5% the industry.

“CotNTRIES GrOwiNG (COTTON
QUANTITIES PRODUCED,

¢ (Taken from Cotton Statistics, by John

A. Todd—revised to 31st December

1921—issued from the Book of the

World’s Cottou Conference. 1921, pages

AND

5 and 6.)

Country. Bules. 1921-22.
America 3.500,000
India 2.750.000
Eeypt 660,000
Russia 200,000
China 1.500,000
Others 1.625,000

Total .. 16.235.000

(thers, 1820-21
Perzia 100.000
Europe and Asia Minor 139.000
Mexico 250.000
Brazil 500,000
Peru 200,000
Other South American ... 238,000
West Indies (Britishh 4,000
West Indies {Others) 16,000
East Indies and Oceania 80,000
Japan 20.000
Korea 150.000
Indo-Ching 70,000
Africa (British) 77.000
Africa (Others) 20.000
Total 1.625.000
“Total world’s production. 16.235.000

bales: bale averages. 500 1b

“TorasL NUMBER OF SPINDLES IN VARIOUS
Corron MaNTFACTURING ('OTNTRIES.
Taken from page 25 of Cotton Statis-
tics, by John A, Todd—revised to 3lst
December, 1921—issued from the Book
of the World’s Clotton Conference, 1921,

wu(

Half-vear to 31st July, 1921.;

Country. Spindles.
Great Britain 56,141,000
Germany 7.000,000
France 750,000
Russia 1.418.000
Poland and Finland .. 1.140.000
Austria .. ... 3.,534.000
Czecho-Slovalia 4,506,000
Ttaly 1,306,000
Spain 1.681,000
Belgium ... ... 1,531.000
Switzerland .. 1.844.000
Other European ... 1.803.000

Total European

Others

Total Non-European 45,143,000
“ World's total, 123.257000.""

[11 OcToBER.] 4
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One of the opportunities Queensland has
now to embark on a now industry hecaus:
of the fact that the bulk of the population
of the world ar» wearvers of cotton. That
is to say, in those countries peopled by
coloursd races the main garments are made
of cotron. The total popularion of the world
is 1,696.000,000. and out of that number
829,0)0,00" veside in India. China, Japan,
und Egrpt. and in those countries, when the

people wear anvthing at all. they wear cotton
/r'nmmvh Every year there are more people
wearing cotton, and coiveident with that,
due principally to the boll weevil in America,
th American cotton crop is falling off.
Therefore our opportunity to establish the
cotton industry ar the present time appears
to me to be unique. It is a golden oppor-
tunity in a country where a ouod quality
cotton can be erown. The indications are—
of course wo cannot forecast what the condi-
tions mayv be two. three. four. or five vears
hence—but the indications are that the price
will be maintained for a number of wvears,
and iu thar time, if Queenslanders are alive
{0 their opportunities, thev w«will be able 1o
place this industrs on such a sound footiug,
as thew can grow the vers hest quality cotton,
that the indusiry will continue, I shall be
very sorry indeed i davs to come to have
heen associated with a movement which had
such great possibilities if Ly some action. or
failure to take some action by the Govern-
ment with which 1 am associated. the oppor-
tanity to establish this industry on sound
and lasting linrs had Dbeen mis ssed. That is
why I recommend the Government to take
the drastic step some people say we are
taking to put an absolute embargo on the
mo“th of ratoon cotton. which I ~hall deal
witn later on. The demand is incr-asing,
and the cotton crop in America last year
fell off by one-third. not altogether due to
the depredations of the Mexican boll weevil,
although the boll weevil played a most impor-
tant part. but due also to the fact that the

American farmers have gone in for other
crons. The American farmers, like the Aus-
tralian farmers—like farmers all over the

world-—whsn thev begin to realise that some
other crop pays better, or they think it will
pay  bettrr, immediately cease growing
that crop, beeause there is nothing to compel
them to grow a crop if they find that some-
thing else will pay them better The farmers
in America have engaged in mixed farming.

dairying. fruitgrowing. and other crops that
pay better in some cazes than cotton-
growing. That. together with the depreda-
tions of the boll weevil, result:d lasr vear
in a falling off by one-third of the total
cotton crop of the United States. To-day.
instead of the TUnited Staies of America

being able io supply cotton to the United
Kingdom, they practically rvequire all their
raw cotton to keep their own spindles going.
In 1901 the Lancashire spinners became
alarmed at the sirides of the corfon manufac-
ture in America: and beecause of the factors
I have just mentinned opevating there, theyv
began to look around for some methods
whereby cotton-growing could be encouraged
within the Ewmpire to cnable them to ges
their raw material. As a result, the British
(Cotton Growing Association was formed in
1901 from various Lancashire associations
with a guaranteed fund of &£50.000. which
was afterwards increased to £100,000. . The
object of this organisation was to encourage

cotton-growing  within the ®mpire. Their
nrineipal  functions were  inquiry, experi-

Hon. W. N. Gillies.]
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mental and developmental work, and amongst
other things they provided in the articles of
assoclation that no dividend should be paid
for seven years. Their cnergies hitherto have
been confined to India, Uganda, Nyassaland,
West Africa, Anglo-Egyptian Sudan, and the
West Indies. Quite recently they turned their
attention to Australia, although they have
10t ver done a great deal in this .country.
I am going to deal with what thes have done
laror on, and I am also going to deal with
some of the very crratic statements made
by the hon. member for Burnett on this ques-
tion some time ago, when he tried to point
our that this organisation was prepared to
guarantee Iz, 6d. a 1b, for Queensland
corton for five years. This organisation has
not done very much so far to help the growth
of cotton in Australia, but we are hopeful
that the newer organisation will give somc
cncouragement with regard to cotton-grow-
ing in Queensland later on. ITitherto their
attention has been particulavly centred in
the countries I have mentioned within the
Empire. I do not knnow of any country within
the Ewmpire that offers betrer possibilities or
greatel justification for assistance from the
British authorities than Australia. Cotton
can he grown in States in Australia other
than in Queensland. Tt may be grown under
Irrigation ou the Murray River, and probably
i estern Australia they will establish the

I have no hesitation in sayving that
Queensland should Dbe the premier cotton-
growing State in Australia if the industry
is developed on sound lines. )

I would just like to quote what has led
up to the recent guarantee so far as the
British Cotton Growing Association is comn-
cerned. The Prewmier visited the old country
in 1920,  The Agent-General was getting
into touch with the authorities prior to that.
and as a result negotiations were entered
into_ with the British Cotton Growing
ciation. The general manager of the British
Cotton Growing Association, under date Zrd
AMay. 1920, wrote to the Under Sceretary of
State for the Colonies, London, offering for
a period of two years as from Ist June,
1920. to guarantee a minimuin price in Liver-
pool or Londen of 1s. 6d. per lb. (less insur-
ance, ete.) for all cotton of first-class quality
forwarded them for sale and which was pro-
duced from an annual varicty of cotton seed
issued by the Government; any surplus over
1s. 6d. to be remitted to the plauter. I call
special attention to the words “anmnual
variety of cotton.”

The Agent-General., in replving to this
offer. vegretted that the offer +was not
likely to give the stimulus to production
that was desired, and if the association

vould eoxtend the period of guarantee for
five rears the Queensland Government would
be prepared to co-operate by setting apart
an avea of land for the cstablishment of a
cotton group settlement in Queensland.

Or 13th July, 1920, the Association made

the following offer to the Premier:—
7" That it will guarantee for a period of
five wears a fixed price of 1s. 3d. per 1b. of
int for all clean cotton of good quality
forwarded to them, freight and insurance
said, to sell in Liverpool. The cotton to
#® produced from long staple varieties
“or cotton, and to he produced from sced
issued by the Agricultural Department.
Any surplus over 1s. 3d. to be equally

[Hon. W. N. Gillies.
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divided between growers and Association.
The Association’s loss to be limited to an
atmount  not  exceeding  £10,000.  The
guarantee to date from the Ist January,
1920.7”

1 want to emphasise that, because the hon.
member for Burneti. in making a vicious
attack ou the Premier shortly after his return

from  Great Britain, tried to conver 1o
Queensland  through ““ Hansard 7’ that the

Premier had misled the Ilouse, and that the
cuarantee was unlimited. Now the guaran-
tee was limited to the sum of £10,000, which
veally was hardly worth anything at all to
Queensland, because it was soon absorbed.

My, Corser: The Premier did not give
the information 1o the House that it was
limited to £10.000.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
1o save full information to the House. The
Promier replied to this second offer by
pointing out that, in the opinion of his Go-
vernment, it would be extremely difficult to
place the cotton industry on a satisfactory
footing unless Is. 6d. a lb. was guaranteed.
T want to point out that the guarantce of the
Queensland Government of 53d. a Ib. for
secdd cotton at the present time is slightly
more thau Is 6d. a Ib. for cotton lint. so
that the offer of 1s. 3d. a Ib. in the first
place was absolutely worthless, and the offer
of 1= 6d. a Ib. did not by any means clear
the Qucensland Government of their loss
under  the guarantee.  The Agent-General
took up the discussion on this matter with
the execeative of the Brit Cotton Growing
Association. and a cablegram was received
from him to the effect that the Association
had decided to extend their guarantee for
colton to ls. 6d. for a period of five years
with practically the same conditions—that
is, the limitation of £16.000 was to stand.
criticised this offer at the time,
and said it was very litrle use
to Queensland. but that wa wonld
avail ourselves of it with the hope that
something better would come along. In reply
to that offer this ¢uble was despatched to the
Agent-General—

‘1. Suppose only portion of Queens-
land cotton export goes to Association.
will guarantee be available for that
portion; and

2. Is exporter or Association to have
profit, if any, over ls. 6d.7 7

[4 pom.]

The Association replied to these questions as
fellows :—

** 1. Guarantee applies to cotton shipped
to Liverpool. whether whole or portion
of Queensland cromn.

<2, Al

growers.”’

realised over 1s. 6d. goes to
()f course, as hon. members are aware,
nothing was realised over 1s. &d., so that the
Queensland Government had to bear the
loss over the £10.000. On 24th August,
1920, a cablegram was sent to the Agent-
General to complete arrangements with
the British Cotton Growing Association.
Then we asked for a venewal of the
agrecment. The Agent-General was requested
to make strong endeavours to have it ox-
tended for a further period of five years, but
the Association cabled to the effect that it
fourd it impossible to renew the agreement.
At that stage the Empire Cotton Growing
Corporation came on the scene. The British
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Government had promised to that body a
vote of not less than £1,000,000 sterling out
of the profits which the British Government
made out of the Lgyptian crop during the
war. It may be remembered that the British
Government practically commandeered the
Rgyptian crop during the war. Mr. Cromp-
ton Wood, who was here last year with the
Cotton Delegation which visited Australia at
the invitation of the Prime Minister, handled
that crop for the British Government, and
our of 1t they made a profit of something
like £2.000,000, of which they decided to
spend £1,000,000 in the encouragement of
cotton-growing within the Empire. My
main object in going round Queensland with
the delegation was to impress upon Mr.
Crompton Wood, Mr. Harold Parker, and
others the absolute wisdom and justice of
spending at least £250,000 of that £1,000.000
proniised to the Corporation by the British
Government In Australia. Representations
have been made to that end, but so far all
the Corporation has done—and I am grateful
for 1it—i1s to place Colonel Fvans at our dis-
posal and pay his salary for three years so
that we may benefit by the advice here of
one of its experts.  We hope the Corporation
will do more than that. We have asked it to
send an eminent cntomologist to Quecnsland
to enable us to deal with any local pests
which may appear and to advise us what
measures should be taken against them;
bat I am hopeful that the request made
by me personally to Mr. Crompton Wood,
Mr. Harold Parker. and others, and by the
Premier through the Agent-General to the
Corporation itself, that at least £250.000
should be spent in Australia by it to encour-
age cotton-growing here, will be granted.
A Bill has now passed the House of
Commons legalising this £1,000,000 grant.
I have no doubt that the Commonwealth
Government will honour the promise made
by Mr. Hughes before the elections that
the  Commonwealth  Government would
co-operate with the various State Govern-
menrts in giving a guarantee of a reasonable
price for a term of years.

Mr. ErpHINstoNE: Mr. Bruce could make
representations while he is in England.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
That is a very good suggestion. I think that
here I might mention that, as shown in the
Auditor-General’s  report, the Queensland
Government will sustain a considerable loss
as a result of their guarantec. I have already
said that the £10.000 guaranteed by the
British Cotton Growing Association has been
paid: but the Government will have to pay
a good deal more. It appears to me, from
the figures available at the present time, that
we shall be liable to a loss of something like
£87,C00 up to date—that is, assuming that the
Commonwealth share in the loss incurred in
the euncouragement of the industry in Aus-
tralia. as they are in honour bound to do. I
hope that the promise made by Mr. Hughes
at Maryborough and Newcastle during the
Federal election campaign will be honoured.
OF course the promise made by Mr. Hughes
at Rockhampton. according to Press reports
—perhaps the hon. member for Normanbv
will see that il is carried out—was that, if
the case stated to him with regard to ratoon
cotton was true, he would see that his
Government—instead of going back on the
farmers, as he insinuated the Queensland
Government had done by paving only 3d. per
Ih. for seed cotton. he would make up the
difference between the 3d. and the 5id.

[11 OcroBER.]
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Mr. Corser: Do vou say that My, Hughes
said that?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
I say it iz in the Press. I will show it t¢
the hon. member. It was published in the
¢ Brisbane Courier.”

Mr. Corser: You produce it.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
I will produce it before I sit down—I am
going to deal with a lot of things before I
finish. The definite promise was published
in the “ Courier’” that Mr. Hughes said that,
if the position was as represented to him by
Mr. Nuttall, he would have inquiries made
by Mr. Goode, of the British-Australian
Cotton Growing Association, and would see
that his Government made good the differ-
ence between the 3d. paid by the Queensland
Government and the 54d. which he said they
originally promised.

Mr. Krrr: Read the DPress report.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
1 will give it to the hon. member, but I am
going to deal with the question in my own
way. 1 have suid that the loss will probably
be a good deal more than £50,000; but the
Queenzland Government are not concerned
about it, because. after all, it is not a loss if
it enables the farmers to establish a new
industry permanently on sound lines—it is
not a loss even if it be a quarter of a million;
it goes into the pockets of the farmers of
Queensland.

T have here & summary of the carly history
of cotton in Queensland prepared by the
Department of Agriculture, and a table show-
ing the amount of seed cotton produced in
Queensland since 1862, the average price I
Liverpool in each year, together with another
table dealing with the production and prices
since 1914, which I would like to get into
¢ Hansard ”’ without reading.

The SPEAKER : is it the pleasure of tie
House that the information should appear in
* Hansard” without being read?

HoxOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:

“ Tapey History of CoTTON 'IN QUEENS-
LAND.

“ The first statistical information of
cotton in Queensland is for the year 1866,
when 14 acres were under crop. The Civil
War in America gave great impetus to
the cultivation of it under the plantation
system. and the Goverument of the day
fostered it by a bonus on exported cotton
varying from £10 to £2 10s. for ecach
Lale of ginned cotton of 400 1b. in weight.

Tn 1870 there were 14,674 acres nnder
erops. and in 1871 6,505 bales were ex-
ported. The highest price obtained for
raw cotton was in 1864. when 2s. 25d. per
pound was secured in Liverpool, and the
total benus paid in  that year was
£84.368. Owing to the cessation of the
bonus and the resumpticn of the exporr
trade by America, cultivation declined
annually from 1870 until 1887, when there
was no arca under crop.

“ The second period of cotton-growing
was between 1890 and 1897, when the
Ipswich Cotton Company was established
and encouraged by a honus for the first

Hon. W. N. Gillies.]
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5,000 yards of colton goods mansfoctur: d.
The company secured the bonas bur after-
wards went into liquidation.

*“The third period commenced with
the drought of 1902, when the Deparr
ment of Agllculture "advocated cotton as
a subsidiary crop on the farm to scrve
the double purpose of producing a mar-
ketable article, and, as it is & Lhounht—

resisting plant to serve as a fodder for
cattle at that time.”
‘TABLE SHOWING THE PRODUCTION (T COTTON

IN QLFL\\I AND (ch’ N“)

Year. Lbs,

sead Cotton.

186‘ (Civil War).
1863

[ASSEMBLY.]
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STATISTICY IN RELATION 10 (COTTON #INCE 151t
|
Net
Returns
Yicld (tbs) | Psidto | Total
Year. - Acreage., Seed rmers . Value
Cotton. per th. of Crop.
Seed
! Cotton. !
‘ ; boa e
134 ¢ 20,3306 13 209
72 12,238 3 123
75 | 24,2684 3 253
: 133 | 118,229 2 1,764
I 203 " 1()6 458 1 435 5.017
73 55 853
166 . 35 1,308
1,967 55 21,544
8176 | 55 88,466
28,695 | 5D 256,579
‘ or 3d. for

ratoons.
|

In 1922 there were about 1,600 growers of

» e e .. Lo cotton harvesting about 8,176 acres. In 1923
186% o e e .. ool there ave aboubt 7,500 growers harvesting
}gg(’ 5 o - - about 28.695 acres. Had it not been for
186; o o T the cowparatively dry season. the areas to
1863 .. . .. o be harvested would probably have been much
1369 larger, and the yield per acre would also
%gl‘l’ 6 have been twice as big.
i
1872 4 400 (\G
o1 _ . N
5 LB G qrgTIcs SHOWING LIVERPOOL PRICES
1875 1913362 FOR COTTON.
i%z(—; 113,430 TAKEN FROM PAGE 28 OF (‘'OTTON STATISTICS BY
1878 JOHN A. TODD—REVISED T0 3187 DECEMBEER,
1312) 1921-—ISSUED FROM THE BOOK OF THH
1880 WORLD'S COTTON CONFERENCE, 1021.
1881 These are Average Prices for American Middling
%ngi Cotton.
1884 ’* - U
]'%8’—’ Year. Pence Year. . Pence
%gg‘_’ per Lb. i per L.
7
1338
1889
1890 Q=2 1861 .. 3.31
18y %3‘%5 1895 .. -84
1802 1860* | 1895 . e
1893 1861%* 1897 .. Poge
1894 1862+ 1308 I 531
1895 1863* 1360 .. [
1896 L |
180% 1865 ‘
1898 1866 ‘
}ggg 1867 Season., } Pmicle
c 3 3 or Lib
1901 %S?ﬁ 2- | b
1902 1870 o ;
1903 184 _,- |
}ggf 1872 -5 1309-1000
o 1373 1900-01
1906 1874 . 1901-02
T 273 o 1902-03
1908 1576 25 | 1903-01
1909 1877 31 1 190103
1910 IRT8 . 1905-06
1o11 1879 531 | 1906-07
e 1880 : 1007-03
. 8381 . 19083-0¢
1914 (Great War) . 1382 662 | 1900-10
Bla 1883 575 | 1910-11
” > 1884 6-00 1911-12
o » 1885 5-62 :
” i 1886 5:12
: 1887 SR
: 1888 b Bs .
1 1889 Cloa0d ;
Wniag 0 R
(4% alued {I'C .o | £256,579) ]8?)2 4-19 1019-20
1893 4-62 1820-21 i

* Not available, probably no cotton grown.

[Hon. W.N. Gilljes.

*1860-1864 American Civil War.
1 1914-1918 Great War.
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IMPORTS OF COTTON INTO AUSTRALIA

TAKEN FROM  STATISTICS PREPARED FEY THE
COMMONWEALTH BUREAU OF CENSUS AXD
STATISTICS FOR THE YEAR 10”1 232,

. . Taken
Article, . from  Value.
' Page.
£

Cotton fuse .. 267 295

Cotton, mercerised . .. 76 54,860

*Cotton piece goods 94, 95,96 * 10,031,864

Cotton sced . .. .. T4 : 43

Cotton oil (cted\ .. c 109 ! 10.300

Cotton socks and stoc]\m"a 39 272,746

Cotton waste . e 70 58,623

Cotton wick . a9 9,534

Cotton wool and w addm"s 102 : 18 115

Cotton yarn .. 76 : 255,878

Raw cotton .. .. 69 : 28,547

Total Importation .. ! .. ‘ 10,740,805
i
*Cotton picre goods 1nc]udes- !
Grey unbleached a5 { 605,681
‘White bleached | 95 | 2,720,034
Dungarees, moleskins,
&e. 93 53,288
Oil baize and leather :
cloth i a6 ‘ 175,471
Cotton dyed or pxmtefi : 96 ‘ 6.467,490
,031,864
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Cuttonn Iedustry BAL 1581
I think I should say a fow words now
about the coiton guarantee itself. bocunss

some hon. members o the other side of this
Hou:o have endeuvourcd to take away from
hie Queensland Government the credit whivh
is due to them. The Association I have men-
tioned has spent £10.000, and I am bopeful
that the Empire Cotton Growing Corpora-
tion will be progressive en(mOht to realise
that this xndmtw is so important to the
Empire as to justify their spending another
quarter of a million pounds of the amount
voted to them by the British Government,
and ‘I am hopeful that the Commonwealth
Government will push our claims in this
regard. I am also verr glad to know
tnat the Bruce Governmen{ have honourcd
the pmnnm made the Hughes Govern-
ment; but for all thar nobody ran take away
from our Premier or from this Government
the credit due to them for the action taken

in 1920. when the Premier embraced the
golden opportunity in the old country or
front my recomniendation to Cabinet to

guarantee a price—and a good price—for
sced cotton. Some critics have said that such
a guarantee would create a slovenly habit
amongst the farmers, as it was said the
sugar-cane growers got into when they were
receiving £30 6s. 8d. a ton for sugar, and
that they would never be able to grow cotton
at ordinary market values in years to come.
The Govemment took a statesman-like risk
in saying, ‘“ For a term of years we will
guarantee a price that w 111 be more than the
cost of production”—and nobody can take
{from the Queensland Government the credit
of that action. Whilst T am grateful to the
British Cotton Growing Association for
assisting, that credit is due entirely to this
Government. The text of the guarantec has
been published from time to time and there
1s no need for me to read it now. Briefly it
means that since 1919 the cotton-growers have
recelved 54d. a b, In that year the total
value of the cotton crop was £852 odd,
whereas last year it was over £250,000, That
crowth was due entirely to the guarantee and
the arrangements to have the seed cotton
ginned by the British-Australian Colion
Association, Limited, with which I shall deal
later, and which relieved the farmers {rom
all worry and anxiety which otherwise they
weuld have had to face.

It relieved the farmer of all responsibility
except the growing of the crop. We took the
full responsibility of transport, ginning, mar-
keting and guaranteeing the price. We took
all the risk of loss with regard to the crop.
I think those conditions are unheard of in
any farming community in any part of the

world, Briefly, the guarantee was 5id. per
1b. for five vears. The price for rhe coming
harvest will be 55d. per 1b. for 1i-inch

staple and 5d. per lb. for good guality cotton
of less than 1}-inch staple under certain
limitations, Ratoon cotton, which I shall
deal with later on, will not come within the
operation of the guarantee.

Mr Morceax: The price for th(, coming
crop Is a reduction of 4d. per 1b, ?

Trne SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURIE:
It will practically amount to that. as very
fow farmers will be able to get li-inch
staple. They have not got up to axlvthmw
near 1}-inch staple in the cotton ploduced
now, excopt some very small consignments
of Durango cotton. That is not the fault
of the farmer or the fault of the Govern-
ment. The Government could not wait until
thevy had sufficiens Durango seed to produce

Hon. W. N. Gillies.]
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the long stanle. We had to start and do
the best we could.
My, XloreanN: It is the only sced from

whicl: you can get 1§-inch staple.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
I admit that the Durango seed and one or
*wo other new varieties are the only varieties
that will allow that to be done. I admit
that the average farmer may only be able
to obtain 5d. per lb, for the cottou grown
from ordinary seed. That price for good
quality cotton irrespective of staple 1s 2
good payable price.  One condition with

regard to that is that the area will be
limited 1o 50 acres. If a man has 60
acres he has to take the risk of the

world’s price with vegard to the extra 10
acres. 1 think that is a reasonable thing.
because cotton-growing should not be carried
out on the plantatlon system. Cotton-grow-
iag is a family industry, and one that should
be carried out in small areas. The advice
given by the Governor-General at Gladstone
last year was sound advice, and I endorse if.
Cotton-growing should be carvied out largely
as a side line, and in combination with other
industries. HEvery farmer within the cotton

belt should, if possible, grow a patch of
cotton.
Mc. Morean: Can he do anything he likes

with the cotton on the area above 50 acres?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Nc. The time is past in our stage of
civilizsation for allowing a man to do what
he likes with anything if what he likes
encroaches on the rmhta of the community.
A man cannot do what hLe likes with his
own children. if what he likes means cruelty,
or his own house. The State could burn a
man’s house down if it was a menace to
other neople, is infected with plaffue for
instance. It could take a man’s handker-
chief if it was in the interests of the commu-
nity to do so. In order to protect and
foster this industry, I have found it necessary
to put certain restrictions on the people
concerned.  Those restrictions have been
included in this Bill only after consultation
with the experts that we have got to advise
us,

I would like to say a few words about
these experts. This Bill is the result of
the advice obtained from them. I want to
give a brief history of the experts who were
here. Tt might be said, and has been said.
that Queensland should not have started off
and groped about in the dark in connection
with this matter. It has been said that the
Ministers did not know anything about
cotton-growing and no man in the A@ucul-
tural Department understood cotton. That
may be true, There is not a man—1 yield
to no man in Australiz on this 1)01nt~—who
has done more to place cotton-growing before
the public of Australia than My, Daniel
Jones—(Hear, hear !)—but anyone who refers
to that gentleman as a cotfon expert does
not know the meaning of the word. M.
Daniel Jones is a practical farmer—a cotton
enthusiast and a man with a good lot of
conuuonsense—but he is no more a cotton
expert than I am. Anyone who knows any-
thing about cotton will agree with thar state-
nieni.

TUp to the time that we imported men from
the old country or had a visit from the
cotton delegation and got their advice, we
realised that the man who buyvs the article
aud pays the price is the man who calls the
fune.

[Hon. W. N. Gillies.
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Hon. W. H. Barxes: I think that you are
a Daniel come to judgment.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE::

I am stating an obvious fact. The hon.
gentleman will realise that the man who
buys the article must have a say in 1. I

have a wvery vivid recollection of growing
sugar-cane for the Colonial Sugar Refining

Company. They told me what variery I had
to grow. On one occasion, after ha\"mg
planted a large area with canc that the

Company thouont a very good variety, they
wold me the denmtx was not sufficient. and
practically rafused to take the cane from me.
One variety known as Purple Ribbon the
Cclonial Sugar Refiners Company refused
to take from the farmevs, because it was
below 6.5 density, and they told the farmers
that they could not plant it. There was no
outcry from the farmers then. They simply
planted the cane that the Company would
take. They realise that the Company who
bought the cane practically had the whip-
hand, because there was no other market for
their cane. The Company simply told the
farmers what they had to grow. and the
farmers grew it. The same thing applies to-day
with leormd to cotton. We have fo be guided
by the requirements of the people who buy
the cotton. With regard to the advice that
we have received on this matter, I would
like to name two or three, or pmuabl“ more,
world-wide authorities. First of all we-con-
sulted Sir James Currie. His record in
“Who's Who states—

“ Born 1868.

‘“ Educated Fettes College. Edinburgh,
and at Edinburgh and Oxford Tniversi-
ties.

“Principal of the Gordon College,
Khartoum, and Director of Iiducation in
the Soudan, 1900-1914.

“ Member of the Governor-General's
Council of Soudan, 1911-1914.

“Director, Training Munition Workers’
Supply Department, Ministry of Muni-
tions, 1816-1918.

“3rd Class Osmanieh, 1908,

“(reated C.M.G., 1912

“2nd Class Medjidieh, 1914,

“K.B.E., 1920.

¢ Commander of the (rown of TItaly,
1920.

“ Director. British Empire Cotton Cor-
poration, 1823.”

In his capacity as Director of the Empire
Cuotton Corporation, thiz cable was sent to
bim through the Agent-General by the
Premier on 5th April, 1922—

“ Consult Sir James Currie,
Empire Cotton Growing
Board of Trade Offices. London. also
British  Cotton GlOWlll“’ Association,
London, on question of  securing
scientist and cotton culture expert for
service here.”

The Agent-General,
cabled—

¢ Empire Cotton Growing Association
furnishes for your hwhn confidential
information following paltlculabz‘dCam
didate_at present Dircctor of Agriculture,
Bengal, having gencral control “all cotton
work. Previous post India Principal
Agricultural  College, Nagpur. and
Deputy Director Agriculture Northern
(lircle Central Province. Was Director
Agriculture Mesopotamia Expeditionary
Forces vears 1918, 1919, controlling
original work conducted therc on lonm

Chairman
Assoclation,

on the 23th July, 1922,
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staple cottor in Iraq.
bridge University M. A, degree diploma
qgucultme. Has written brief history
ol experimental cotton cultivation plama
of Bengal Corporation  undertakes
defray ~ala1v Evans and any staff that
might like to accompany him. Early
answer desired. My pobonal opinion is
that we should accept immediately, as
Government will ha\o oexpert assistance
at little cost . .

On 29th July. 1922, thc l’wmm

the above cable—

“Queensland  Government agree to
appointment. Will be glad to have sor-
v1ces so eminent authmlt\ on culture.
It is assumed appointment will be made
by  Queensland Government. and ap-
pointee will be subject to control of
Government. Atomtam \\hon L\ppomtee
can take up position in Queensland.
Matter is urgent. because farmers will
plant large areas forthcoming season.”

Possessez {fam-

replied to

“The Agent-General cabled on 27th November,
1922—
“ Tvans hopes to sail steamer © \Iom
ton Bay’ 2nd January

Accordingly Mr. Evans was dppOIllf(‘d Direc-
tor of Cotton, and has full charge and
responsibility in all matters relating to cotton
in Queensland. Here is his record—

“During the last three years Mr.
Evans was Director of Agriculture, Ben-
gal, the biggest (of twelve) province in
India. He was in the Central Province.
the largest cotton-growing area in India.
for twelve years. and during that time
had a most intimate connection with
cotton-growing.

“During the war he was Divector of
Agriculture, Mesopotamia, while that
eountrv was in occupation by the British.
He had full control of  agricultural
matters there, having three or four thou-
sand men under him. He was in charge
of the original worl conducted on the
growth of long-staple cotton in Irag.
Mr. Evans has thus had experience of
cotton both as a rainfall erop and under
irrigation.

“ Mr. Fvans was at one time Principal
of the Agricultural (ollege at Nagpur
{Div. Cent, Prov.. Brit. India).

“He was created Companion of the
Indian Empire by H.M. the Emperor in
June. 18919.

(1) Possesses (‘ambridge TUniversity
M.A. Degree in Science and Diplema of
Agriculture.

‘(2) Author of a Ilistory of Experi-
mental Cotton Cultivation on the Plains
of Bengal.”

From the above it will be scen that Mr.
Tvans’ salavy is paid by the Lmpire Cotton
(Grewing Cmporatlon The onls remunera-
ticn pald to him by the Queensland Covern-
raent is £150 a year for house rent from the
3th March, 1923 (that being the date of Mr.
Cvans’s arrival in Queensland). and 30s. per
day for expenses when actually travelling.

The Empire Cotton Growing Corporation
was established under Royal Charter on the
1si November. 1921, and had received a
Government grant of £987.715. It is also
financed by a compulsory levy on all cotton
imported into the United Kingdom. One of
its main objects is to strengthen the Agricul-
tural Departments in the British Dominions.

[11 OcToBER.]

Cotton Industry Bill. 1583

Mr. W. G. Is has been appointed as a
cotton spocmh:t. He has specialissd on the
growing side of the cotton industry. and has
a good knowledge of the industry generally.
His duties are to advise the Go\ernmom mn
matters relating to the industry. The follow-
ing is his record:—

“ Mr. Wells entered the services of the
TUnited States Department of Agricul-
ture at the Experiment Station at San
Antonio, Texas. This station devotes
three-fourths of its energies to cotton
problems, for Texas is the largest cotton-
growing State in the Tnion, Mr Wells.
from the bzginning, specialised in plant
breeding matters, and worked through
"xU the various enterprises of the U nited

States Department as a plant breeder.
Ho next became the plant breeder in
charge of a station devoted to FPima
(Egyptian) cotton. Ile also worked and
bred Upland varieties in the Government
station in Avizona. It may be stated
that in Arizona cotton is usually grown
under irrigation conditions. Mr. Wells
subsequently undertook demonstration
work for his department in various sec-
tions of Texas, California, and Arizona.

“In March. 1920, he resigned from the
department and joined the South West
('ctton (Company, which is a subsidiary
to the Goodyear Tyre Company. This
latter company grows its own cotton. He
worked with this company as a fieldman
and demonstrator, and, at the time of
his engagement with the Quecensland
(xO\ernment, was in charge of one of
their ranches growing cotton in Ari-
zona.”

Mr L. L. Gudge has been appointed Cotton
Classer, and his duties are to instruct in
claasmn and grading. As a beginning, he
will irstruct classes to represent the Govern-
ment at each gin for the coming season. The
following is his vecord :—

“Mr. Gudge is twenty-eight vears old,
and the first seven years of his career
was with Messrs. J. J Williams and
Cempany, cotton merchants, Liverpool.

“He next was for one vear with
Chambers, Holder, and Company. of
Liverpool, in charge of their sales room.
He Jeft that fivm to join O’Hea Bros., a
Liverpool firm, with branches in England
and America. He went to Texas for
O’Hea Bros. in 1921 as classer, and then
entered the s#rvice of the lower Rio
Grande Farmers’ Society to act as their
cotton classer and buver. Ile left the
societr to become a cofton buyer on his
own_account in the Rio Grande Valley
in Western Texas. e temporarily re-
turned to England, when the Agent-
General’s advertisement for a cotton
classer for the Quvensland Government
appeared in the Lancashire papers, and
he was ultimately sclected from the
various applicants by the Agent-General,
who in the matter had the advice of Sir

James Currie, of the Empire Cotron
Cm\nnu Corporation, of London.”
M. R. Anson. late of South Australia,

has beeu appointed Assistant Instructor in

Cotton, but he has not yet taken up his
duties,

Mr. Himbury., General Manager of the
British Cotton Growing Association. is also

referred to. I only received {he extracts I

Hon. W. N. Gillies.]
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is in reply to

shail quete this wavning
£ 15 in regard to

o of the letrers of 2
vlanting ratoon cotion.

Mr. Perrsox : In ratooning they cur right
Jdown every year.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTUCRE:
That is {he point. That is not done, and
there is no law to compel the growers to do
it. I shall come to that peint later on. I am
just quoting., for the information of the
House, the opinions of authorities from the
spinning point of view. The cpinion of the
spinners is effective on the wvpoint.  The
important thing from their point of view is
that they do not like ratoon cotton because
of 1ts defects. Mr. Himbury says—

* There is certainly not a lot of ratoon
cotton coming from America, but it has
been tried in South Africa, Rhodesia.
Australia, and one or two other places
where there is a shortage of labour—and
7 believe that in nearly every case excep-
tion hLas been taken to the ecotton. Of
course I could not say there is mot a
market for it, because there is a markes
for all cottons—at a price.”

1 am not going to quote further from that
letter, because the other parts of it do not
bear on the question.

Following on those letiers we had a visit
from the British Cotton Delegation. The
delegation was invited to Australia bv Mr.
Hughes, who was then P’rime Minister. He
wanted representatives of the spinners and
weavers of the old country to come to Aus-
fralia and advise us on the important point
as to what the spinners really wanted. I am
going to read the letter of Mr. Crompton
Wood to the Premiecr bearing on that point.
‘The delegation consisted of Mr. Crompton
Wood (managing director, Messrs. Smith and
Rathbone), Mr. Asheroft (director of the Aus-
tralian Cotton Growing Associauion). Mr.
Harold Parker (managing director, Messrs,
William Calvert and Sons), and Mr. H. C.
Asmstrong (director of the Australian Cotton
Growing Association). They came to Queens-
land and visited Gladsione, Rockhamption,
Capella, Gordon Downs, Burnett, Garndah,
Nanango, Dalby, Darling Downs, and the
West and Kast Moreton cotton districts.
Ther were greatly impressed with the pos-
sibilities of Quecensland for cotton growing,
and, as they were representative of the most
important cotton industries of the United
Kingdom, the benefits likely to acerue from
their visits could hardly be over-estimated.
Incidentally it may be mentiioned that they
were all very emphstic in their advice to
1he Governmenrt that the growing of ratoon
cetton should not be countenanced.

Mr. Crompton Wond, head of the aclega-
tion, is head of Smith, Rathbone, and Com-
pany, one of the largest firms of cotton mer-
chants and brokers 1n Liverpool. This tirm
imports Brazilian, Peruvian, American, and
Ygyptian cotton, and is quite alive to the
nerits and demerits of perennial cotton. M.
Weod was controller  of Egyptian cotton
under the Board of Trade during the -var.
During the war sotton was coutrab: and
the greater part of the Egyptian cotton was
used for aeroplanes, casings for war balloons,
etc.  During his tour in Queensland Mr.
Crompton Wood was emphatic in his advice
to Quecnsland not to grow ratoon cotton

Mr. Crompton Woud’s firm is one of the
best cotton firms in the old country, and sup-

[Hon., W. N. Gillies.
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the Dunlop Trre Company, Coates,
and Colverts. not to mention a

I was w Mz Crompton Wood during the
e e v wavelling through Queensland,
and he was very impresied and alarmed by
the fact that the Government had not defi-
nitely and positively laid down that ratoon
cotton should not be exported from Queens-
tand. He said, © If you du export it, don't
let it o in the pack to (reat Britain,
because the spinners and buyers there, who
are the most conservative in the whole world,
will taboo the whole of your crop.” The
Fremier—he s keeping his promise now—
teld Mr. Crompton Wood that he would
introduce icgislation to prevent the growing
of  ratoc:  cotton. Mr. Wood was so
mpressed on the subject that he wrote, when
at Rockhampton, the following letter to the
FPremier—

"t After conferring with Mr. Gillies, we
> requesting him to transmit to you our
1imous opinions concerning the steps
which we think should be taken to over-
ceme  the danger of having ratooned
cotton associated with the Queensland’
cotton <rop.  All of us are agreed that,
in the interests of the growers and of all
cthers concerned, the practice of ratoon-
ing cotton must be stopped at the incep-
tion of the industry. I have had no
actual experience from Australian cotton
itseif on this point, but it has been
universally found in ali cotton-growing
vountries that the cotton when the plant
1s left in the ground from season to
season deterlorates rapidly.

" As evidence of the Inferiority with
which all ratooned or ‘bolly cotton’ is
regarded by cotton-buyers, it may be
mentioned that it is not considered legal
tender against sound cotton in the marlket
of the world. It is not accepted as tender
against a cotton contract. Obviously
it would be bad business to risk a depre-
ciation in the market value of the whole
of vour crop and the future reputation
of  Australian  cotton by admitting
ratconad cotton into the general cotton
pack.

“In view of these facts, we should
therciore suggest that, as your guarantee
price stipulates for ‘good cotton.’ your
Government might declare that ratooned
cotton did not come within the scope of
the guaranteed price This special treat-
ment of ratooned cotton would be in
accordance with the custom of other
cotton-growing countries. So universally
is this recognised that in the United
States of America. with over 35.000,000
acres under cotton, practically no ratconed
cotton 18 grown.

13

In Egypt the law enacts that all
cotton bushes and the cotton refuse from
the gins must be destroyed at the end
of the seascn, the reason for this being
to prevent the spread of disease—another
serious objection—and the damaging of
the reputation of the Egyptian crop.

“ Should ratooned cotton be ginned
with annual cotton in Australia and
packed in the same bales the whole crop
would suffer a depreciation. as spinners
will at once look with suspicion at a
cren that they know contains ratooned
cotton.



Cotton Industry Bill.

“ As Raw Cotton Adviser to the War
Office during the war, I had to give
instructions to reject any bales of cotton
which contained ratooned cotton. It Is
not the immediate cotton harvest alone
that is likely to be affected by the
practice objected to. Once damaged by
mferior cotton being mixed with sound
cotton, Queensland cotton would suffer a
depreciation that might take years to
overcome even after the practice was dis-
continued. I should like to be able to
state on my return to Lancashire that
there is no ratooned cotton mixed with
the Queensland crop. If I could do this,
I should feel that 1t alone would have
justified my journmey to Australia.

“ Yours faithfully,
“(8gd.) CroxproNn WoOD.”

Mr. Wood said he would make similar
representations to Mr. Hughes.

Then an eminent authority, Sir
Currie. wrote this letter to the
General—

¢ Empire Cotton Growing Corporation,
Millbank House, 2 Wood street,
AMillbank, London, 8.W.1,
22nd June, 1923.

“Dear Sir,—In answer fo your query
of June 16th, I emphatically endorse the
position re perennial cotton adopted by
Messrs. Wood and Parker.”

Mr. L. L. Gudge, who has been selected
alter a good deal of consideration as cotton
classer for Queensland, arrived here a few
dars ago. His opinion was also asked before
he left the old country, and he wrote this
letter—

I have been requested to write
vou regarding the advisability of plant-
ing fresh weed each year. or leaving the
stalk in the field to produce a crop the
second season.

“The opinion of agricultural experts,
cotton farmers, and cotton men gener-
ally in the United States is decidedly in
favour of planting fresh seed each year,
in fact the only farmer who leaves his
plant in the field to repreduce the second
season is the lazvy and therefore unpro-
gressive farmer.”

I do not endorse that opinion of Mr. Gudge—
he is speaking from American experience.
1 do not say that the Queensland cetton-
grower who went in for ratoon cotren is
either lazy or unprogressive., He did so
because ke wanted a crop which would pay
him much better and cost less labour, hut the
cquestion of the market is the all-imporiant
cre.

At 428 p.m,,

Mr. KIRwAXN (Drisbane) tcok the chair as
Deputy Speaker.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
The letter goes on to say—

James
Agent-

*“ C'otton grown on the previous rear’s

stalk is of an inferior character as regards
length and strength of staple. In addi-
tion to this there is a decided deerease
in the amount of lint cotton so pro-
duced per acre as compared to where
fresh seed has been planted. The de-
crease in the monetary value of such a
crop through its inferior quality out-
weighs the outlay necessary for planting
each vear.

“What most people consider the great
disadvantage is, that cotton stalk left in
the ground through the winter harbours
insects injurious to the cotton plant.”

1925—5 &
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I want to say, too, that the advice of our
experts Indicates that the root left in the
ground also harbours insect pests.

Mr.  PerErRsoN: What
harbour ?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE +
Mr. Wells, who has had considerable experi-
ence in America, is also emphatic on  this
point of the inferiority and inadvisability of
growing ratoon cotton. He is the cotton

specialist to the Qucensland Go-
[4.30 p.m.]} vernment. He was appointed

after a full inquiry to the
Agricultaral Department at Washington, was
strongly recommended, and he is not more
than thirty-one years of age.

He comes here with not only a technical
knowledge, having served his time in the
Department of Agriculture at Washington
and in various other States in America, but
he also has had a practical experience with
the ‘Goodyear Tyre (Company, which pro-
duces cotton for use in motor tyres. He can-
not be placed in that category which is
usually attributed to experts by the so-called
hard-headed farmer, who says that an expert
does not know anything at all, for he has
practical knowledge in addition to theoretical
knowledge.

He and Mr. Evans, in addition to the
authorities I have quoted, are the men who
have advised me, and with whom I have
been in close contact during the last three
months in drafting the legislation of which
I am now moving the second reading.

I have the record of Mr. Daniel Jones here,
who is described by some people as a cotton
expert. He certainly has an excellent record
as a Queenslander. and has been a good
cottcn-producer. But I am mnot going to
accept the advice of hard-headed men like
Daniel Jones as to what the cotton spinners
of Great Britain want as against the autho-
rities T have quoted, and I do not think
that any hen. gentleman in this Chamber
would seriously suggest that I should do so.

disease does it

The other day we had a visit fo Queens-
land of a number of scientists. Of course
I am net going to accept these men as being
in a position to tell me under what con-
ditions serub farmers in the electorate of the
hon. moember for Normanby can grow
cotton; but it is encouraging to find that
these scientists from all parts of the world,
who came here to attend the Pan-Pacific
Conferernce, held similar opinions to those
given hv the cotton experts, There were
three of these sclentists from Japan, one
from the Federated Malay States, one from
New Zealand. one from New (uinea, one
from Java, and there was Dr. Butler himself,
who is Director of the Imperial Bureau of
Mycology, Kew. London. There was also
one from the Philippine Islands. All of
those experts conveyed to me., through Dr.
Butler, that they were to a man behind the
Queensland Government in their efforts to
legislate against the culture and growth of
ratoon cotton, and declared that we were
acting on absolutely sound lines. ‘I have
other opinions of experts setting out all the
arguments against ratoon cotton, but I do
not intend to give them now. As a matter
of fact, my time will not permit it.

I want to give a few opinions about ratoon
cotton. First of all, Mr., Evans and Mr.
Wells gave me these opinions in a joind
report. They pointed out, firstly, the

Hon. W. N. Gillies.]
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inferiority of the staple as compared with
that of the annual cotton. Secondly, there
is a danger of harvesting pests and contami-
nating other growths of cotton. If we allow
ratoon cotton to be grown in districts where
we are growing annual cotton—and we must
bear in mind that there are only a handful
of growers in Queensland who are growing
or desire to grow ratoon cotton—there would
be a danger of allowing the cross fertilisation
of the pure varieties grown by other farmers.

Mr. PerersoN: How would that oceur if
they planted pew seed every second year?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
The third point is that ratoon cotton
increases the possibility of the perpetuation
of insect pests and other diseases. The
fourth point is, that it tends to lower the
standard of farming. These experts point
out in their lengthy report to mec that the
British Cotton Delegation are to a man
opposed to ratoon cotton. The opinion is
qualified by the following extract:—

It has been found that in nearly
every case the lint of the ratooned crops
of Upland cotton have been shorter,
weaker, harsher, of lighter body, and
was lacking in the twist of fibre. In fact,
in many cases the quality of the ratoon
cotton was such that it would only com-
pete with the inferior classes of cotton
such as are grown in India and China.’

I followed up my investigations by asking
these experts the value of ratoon cotton, and
they informed me that it is worth about 25d.
a lb. I ask thosc hon. members who are in
favour of ratoon cotton whether they are
prepared to grow it at 24d. a lb.; if so, they
have a pretty good case for the maJonty of
farmers in Queenaland if they say they can
grow ratoon cotton for 2d. or 24d. a 1b., but
not otherwise. They say thxs~

‘“There 1s no shortage of these types
of cotton, which as a whole are used
only in the manufacture of the cheaper
grades of cloth, and conscquently the
prices for these cottons are alw ays much
less than the standard grades of the
American Upland cotton. It is in these
latter cottons that the great shortage is
being felt, and it is believed that the
greatest opportunities of estabhshmg a
cotton-growing industry in Queecnsland
lie in these fields.”

I agree with that. I say there is no shortage
of cotton such as is produced by the cheaper
labour countries—India and China. There-
fore it is necessary for us to grow the pure
type. The greatest danger of growing ratoon
cotton is the hybridisation of adjoining areas
containing pure type cotton. This is one of
the most important arguments against grow-
ing ratoon cotton. It might be argued that
any man who desires to grow ratoon cotton
should do so, but I say that he should not
he permitted to do so if he is going to be a
menace to his neighbours, and if he is going
to spread pests and bring about hybridisa-
tion; but the great point is that he would
injure the reputation of Queensland cotton
on the world’s market.

I ask, Mr. Deputy Speaker, that these very
important reports from Messrs. Wells and
FEvans on the ratooning question be printed
in ‘ Hansard,” so that the farmers of Queens-
land who read ¢ Hansard » will see what tho
experts have to say in regard to ratoon
cotton.

[Hon. W. N. Gillies.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Is it the wish
of the House that the report be printed in
* Hansard 7 ?

11oNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
I thank the House for that permission. The
report reads—

“(Copy of memorandum prepared at
Townsville on the 13th June, 1923, by
Messrs, W. G. Wells, Cotton Specmlwt
and G. Evans, Cotton Adviser to the
Queensland Government, on the necessity
for prohibiting ratoon cotton.

“The reasons why the custom of
ratooning or allowing cotton plants to
stand over is unde\xrmble may be divided
into three heads—

1. Inferiority of the staple.

2. Endangers the maintenance of the
purity of well bred strains of cotton.

3. Increases the possibility of the
perpetuation of insect pests and other
discases.

4. Tends
farming.

¢ INFERIORITY OF THE STAPLE.

“ The visit of the British Cotton Com-
mittee at the beginning of this season
brought the question of the desirability
of the growing of ratoon cotton into
prominence. Before the visit of this com-
mittee, little heed had been paid to this
question, and the growing of ratoon
cotton had been practised to some degree
during the periods in the past in which
attempts had been made to establish
cotton-growing in Queensland. The
members of this committee, who were
splnneu and were acknm\led@ed autho-
rities in their professions, after inspecting
samples of ratooned cotton, unqualifiably
condemned the cotton, an‘d stated that
the English fine spinning mills could not
use this class of cotton. Upon the recom-
mendation of the committee, the Govern-
ment therefore announced that the
guaranteed advance for 1922-1923 did not
include ratooned or standover cotton.

“ During the present season, numerous
opportunities have been afforded to inspect
samples of ratoon cotton, both in the field
and after picking, and careful com-
parisons have been made of the seed
cotton of the planted and ratooned
crops.

“It has been found that in nearly
every case the lint of the ratooned crops
of the Upland cotton has been shorter,
weaker, harsher, of lighter body, and
was especlally lacking in the twist of
the fibres. In fact, in many cases, the
quality of the ratooned cotton was such
that 1t would compete only with the
irferior classes of cotton such as are
grown in India and China (2d. and 2id.
per Ib.).

“ Therc is no shortage of these types
of cotton, which, as a whole, are used
only in the manufacture of the cheaper
grades of cloth, and consequently the
prices for these cottons are always much
less than for the standard grades of the
American Upland cotton. It is in these
latter cottons that the great shortage is
being felt, and it is believed that the
greatest oppmtumtlos of establishing a
cotton-growing industry in Qunensland
liz in these fields.

to lower the standard of
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© Opportunities have also been afforded
io inspect samples of seed cotton of the
‘tree  types’ of cotton, such as t.he
Egyptian, Sea Island, and Caravonica
varieties. In every case it has been noted
that the lint of these varieties, when
obtained from ratooned plants, is very
much harsher and coarser than is the
standard lint of these varieties. In fact,
in most cases the degree of harshness
would be such as to preclude the use of
cottons in their customary markets.

“ Some confusion has been caused in
regard to these types of cotton by
reports of their values published in the
newspapers.  Unfortunately the true
facts of the matter were not fully stated.
The ratooned cotton which was reported
on was of the Sakellariades variety of
Egyptian cotton, and the price reported
was, approximately, 24d. per lb. under
the market price of the same variety when
grown as annual cotton.

“There is a very limited market for
cottons of the harsh, long staple varieties,
most of which are grown in countries
with cheap labour. This type of cotton
is used mostly in mixing with the better
grades of woollen goods, and is not in
demand by the English fine spinners, who
are the most interested in the develop-
ment of the cotton-growing industry
within the British Empire, and who are
consequently more apt to assist in the
development of markets for Queensland
cotton.

“Tue NECESSITY FOE GROWING PURE
TYPES ANXD THE DANGERS ARISING FROM
HYBRIDISATION IN THE FIELD.

¢ The standard of living in the farming
community of Australia 1s, on the whole,
considerably higher than that of most
other cotton-growing countries, and for
this, as well as other reasons, it is obvious
that if cotton-growing is to become a
staple and well-established industry in
this country in the future, every effort
will have to be made to produce a long
staple cotton of consistent uniformity
which will fetch a big premium on
ordinary Uplands. At present, the only
seed available is of mixed origin, and
consequently the staple varies greatly in
length, strength, twist, and texture, and
censequently is not realising the same
price that a cotton of more uniform type
will obtain. To meet this emergency,
the State Department of Agriculture is
now propagating as fast as possible a
long staple cotton called Durango, which,
it is hoped, will give good yields of the
required quality on large areas of the
coastal belt.

‘“In order to keep this variety pure, it
will be necessary to prohibit, as far as
possible, the growing of any other variety
in & Durango district, as otherwise
deterioration 1s likely to set in rapidly
owing to hybridisation in the field and
also to mixing of the seed at the ginning
factory. If ratoon cotton is allowed to
be grown, it will be impossible to keep
the Durango or any other good type pure,
as hybridisation is bound to set in, the
pollen being carried by bees from cotton
grown at considerable distances.

“It may be mentioned that this
system of growing pure varieties in the
community system has been recognised
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in the United States of America and also
in India as the ideal system and every
cffort is being made to carry it into
effect.

“TuE DANGER OF PERPETUATING PESTS
AND DISEASES.

“The cotton crop, like most other
cultivated crops of commercial import-
ance, is subject to various diseases and
pests. Some of thesc diseases, such as the
Mexican holl weevil in United States
of America and the pink boll worm in
Egypt. India, cte., have not, so far as
we know, yet been introduced inte Aus-
tralia, but the latter may appear at any
time, and in any case Australia has
soveral indigenous diseases of her own,
which cause sufficient damage to warrant
the closest attention being paid to them.
Several of these. such as the maize grub
{Chloridae cbsoleta) and the small boll
worm (Rarias hugelli) attack the boll;
the internal boll rot, which is a bacterial
disease, and the angular leaf disease also
are appearing and may develop into
sericus pests if not tackled systematically
now.

“These boll diseases are very difficult
to remedy once the attack has occurred,
because the grub is inside the boll and
cannct be effectively reached by sprays,
ete. Preventive measures are the only
feasible means of control, and these con-
sist in destroying the pest in the resting
stage during the cold weather months.
If the pest can be destroyed at this stage,
very few moths emerge in the spring,
when the young cotton plants of the new
crop emerge, and the result is that the
later broods are comparatively few in
number and the damage done to the
cotton crop is small. Practically every
other cotton-growing country of import-
ance has found it necessary to bring in
some form of legislation which aims at
the uprooting of the annual crop after
the third or fourth picking is completed,
so that the land is free from growing
cotton for three or four months before
the next planting season arrives. Usually
the practice is to turn in the cattle firss,
then to plough up the stubble and collect
and burn the stalks and leave the land
rough and fallow for two months or so
before preparing a seed bed. It can be
readily understood that by this system
all pests are greatly reduced, as many
are destroyed by burning the stalks and
others which hibernate in the soil are
destroyed by the ploughing and the
action of the cold and sun or the work
of certain birds.

“If ratoon or standover cotton is
allowed it may be readily imagined that
one such plant may be the means of
infecting acres of annual cotton with
pests early in the season and so causing
excessive damage. It may be argued
that the system of pruning ratoon cotton
will result in this destruction, but
it is very doubtful whether the prun-
ing will be effectively done in all cases
and whether the twigs pruned off
will be collected and destroyed, and in
any case the cultivation, if any, between
the rows of cotton so pruned, will be
difficult and will not be so effective in
destroying  hibernating pests as a
thorough ploughing and the subsequent
cultivation necessary to procure a seed

Hon. W. N. Gillies.]
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bed for planted cotton. In other words,
clean cultivation is the great preven-
tive for keeping insect and fungoid pests
in check, and this is practically im-
possible 1f cotton is ratooned.

“A résumé of the measures that have
had to be taken by ihe various other
cotton-growing countries of the world 1s
given in the ‘Quecensland Agricultural
Journal’ for March, 1¢23.

“RarooNinGg CorToN HAS THE TEXNDENCY TO

LOWER THE STANDARD OF FARMING.

“A large percentage of the land on
which the expansion of the cotton-
growing industry is taking place has
been under cultivation but for a short
period of time, or is new land under the
plough for the first time. It is quite
obvious that thorough methods of culti-
vation are highly essential in order to
bring these soils to the proper state of
mechanical and chemical condition, and
it is believed that this can be accom-
plished only by properly ploughing and
fallowing annually.

“This cannot be accomplished under
a system of growing ratoored cotton.

* Owing to the ratooned plants having
a more spreading habit of growth, it is
impossible, without doing serious damage
to the plants, of cultivating sufficiently
close to the plants with machines to
destroy the weeds and grass in the rows
in the latter stages of growth. More
hand labour is therefore neces:ary than
in planted cotron, as the slender upright
position of the plants allows closer and
much later cultivation with machinery.

¢ C'ONCLUSION.

“The Government has embarked on a
programme to develop the cotten-growing
industry in the State, which will necessi-
tate a large expenditure of money and
energy in order to accomplish the desired
cifects.

“It is believed that this cannot be
successfully accomplished to any degree
unless a comprechensive svstem of control
of the industry is evolved. This system
should include provisions for the main-
tenance of the pure sced supply. eradica-
tion of insect pests, development of
proper cultural methods, cte., and 1t is
believed that if the custom of ratooning
cotton is allowed to continue, that it will
endanger the successful accomplishment
of the develcpment of any system of con-
trol, and that after years of effort and
the expenditure of much money that the
cotton-growing industry of Queensland
will net be on a much better plane than
that whizh exists to-day.”

The following supplementary report was

received from Messrs. Wells and Fvans:—

“MARKET FOR RATOON (JOTTON BY MESSRS.
WELLS AND Evaxsg.

“I am in receipt of your memo. of
28th June on the question as to whether
a payable market for ratoon cotton can
be developed.

‘““As 1 pointed out in the previous
report on the ratoon question, the class
of cotton of this year’s ratocon crop is
such that it can be compared with only
the very poorest grades of American
Upland cotton or the bulk of the cottons
which are grown in India and China.

[Hon. W. N. Gilles.

¢ Mr. Himbury, the general manager
of the British Cotton Growing Associa-
tion, who has recently visited India.
reports that the present cotton crop of
India will total about five million bales,
of which not quite half o million bales
will be of the class meeting the require-
ments of the English staple cotton
spinners.

““The price for the best grades of the
bulk of the Indian cottons on the Liver-
pool market for 15th May range between
8.30 to 0.50 pence a pound as compared
with 14.78 for middling American, the
grade which most of the Queensland
cotton of this year will attain.

* These prices mean that the grower
would mnot realise more than 2 to 24
pence a pound for seed cotton on a com-
mercial basis, and, further, it is pointed
out that the present market for such
cottons is fairly high, and if there should
be a slump in the prices of American
middling cotton that far less could be
expected for the poorer types of cotton.

** The advocates of ratconing can thus
see the extent of the market in which
they wish to compete—a market which is
supplied by cheap labour and which can
produce at a far lower price than can
the Queensland grower.

*“This holds equally true if it is
attempted to grow ratooned Egyptian or
Sea Island cottons, as, while the price
is better for this cotton which is grown
mostly in Peru, the labour is much
cheaper and the market very limited—
the tatal yearly production in 1922,
according to the report of the Inter-
national Institute of Agriculture, being
abour 45,000 bales.

¢ The great shortage of cotton lies in
the American iype of cotton, and it is in
producing this class of cotton that it is
believed Queensland has the best pros-
pects of developing a cotron-growing
industry,

It must be remembered that the
cotton-spinning trade is one of the most
conservative industries of manufacturing
in the world, and unless the influential
men of this industry can be assured that
only the best types of cotton are being
grown and that efforts are being taken
to establish the permanency of these
types, little can be expected in the way
of assistance from them in establishing a
profitable market for Queensland cotron.

“The problem in Queensland is not
whether a profitable market can be
found for rattoon cotton now, but can
Queensland produce a cotton of such
grade and class that a premium will be
secured which will insure that cotton-
growing will be a profitable industry for
the farmer of Qucensland for years to
come; and every effort should be
expended In cndeavouring to establish
only the growing of this tspe of cotton.

W. G. WELLS,
G. Evans.”
There are many important articles dealing
with the ratoon question, and Dr. Stopford,
a member of the New Seuth Wales Parlia-
ment, without consuniting me and without
consulting the Government, has written a
letter to the ** Daily Mail”® pointing out that
ratoon cotton should not be grown 1n Queens-
land. He says in a few words, whick I
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land i3 going to sue-
country, it must
iy the best.

wndorse, that, if Quoen
cecd as a cotton-grow
produce the best and o

A conference of cofton farmers was held.
over which T presided.  This conferenes
icsted six hours, and I listened potiently to
all the delegates to that cenfevence hud to
ax. ¢ Council of Agrienltura also con-
sidered this matter, and o committee of thot
Council consider that the Government should
defer  this legisletion. I have |

iently to all the avguments of the Council
gricalture.  Their argumenss were put
forward by a deputation from the conference,
and 1 gave six hours of my time to all they
sad to say, and ail they had to say was
placed before the Cabinet for consideration,
with the result that when weighed with all
the expert advice we had before us, we
decided the Bill must be introduced.

I want to decal with the position of other
countries in connection with this matter, and
I want to read an extract from an official
pamphlet published on corton ratconing
periments rvonducted by the Departinent
Agriculture of the Union of South Afvica.
which was published in February, 1922 As
South Africa is in a somewhat similar posi-
tion to ourselves, we might be guided to
some extent by what the authorities there are
oing. In this House, unfortunately, very
often we look for precedents., We are afraid
to do things unless we can give precedents
or show that other countries are doing like-
wisc. I am going tc show what other coun-
iries are doing, and have done in regard to
this matter, and what I am asking the Parlia-
ruent of Queensland to do te-dar.  This
official pamphlet. issued by the Depariment
of Agriculture of the Unien of South Africa,
says—

“Bince 1918 a few experiments have
been conducted st the Rustenburg Ex-
periment Station in ratooning cotton—
1.e., the method of growing cotton by
cutting baclk the old cotton stalks and
allowing new shoots to spring up the
following vear. instead of fresh planting.
This method of yrowing cotton was prac-
t¢ised by a number of farmers in the
Rustenburg district and other parts of
the TUnion for several scasons prior to
1918. Farmers veporied having obtained
increased yields by ratooning their cotton
flelds and, as a result of these reports,
the majority of the growers of the Rus-
tenburg district ratooned all or a part
of their cotton. Inquiries were received
from all parts of the countrr as to
whether this method was to be recom-
mended.

“We find that not a single acre of
cotton is ratooned in America, where they
produce annually from 8,000,000 to
14,000,000 bales, of 560 1b. weight each;
also in Egypt this method of growing
cotton is regarded as a great danger to
the cotton industry, as is evidenced by
the very severe legislation against it.
However, our climatic conditions, and
especially our irregular and late rains,
do not always make our seasons ideal
for cotton-growing in most parts of the
country, including the greater portion
of onr bushveld and Jow country. It was
decided therefore to give ratooning a
thorough trial in order to have scme
reliable information of the effects under
our peculiar climatic conditions.
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“’Phese experimenic were carvied out
in ovder to determince—
(1" Whether increased vields cculd be
obtainad by ratconing cotton:
(2: Whether the qualitv of {he lint
derericrated by ratooning:
YWhaother any neti
¢ nnmber of insects and their
could Le seen berween the {irst
sear and ratoosed field

“In comparing the yields, we find thag
with the exception of 1917-13. the yields
decren=ed every vear. or, in other words,
the first-vear cofton gave the lsvgest
vields, the second-year Tave
smaller yiclds than the first- cotion,
and the third-vear coiton gave the lowest
vields.

“ Puring the past two scasons seventy-
six cotton fields in various parts of the
TUni were insprcted in order o obtain
accurate dala on ths percentage of boll-
worm  Jdamage in  first-year and in
ratooned tields. and te note the cliects of
cultivation thercon. These data arve
here briefly swmmarised. The average
per cent. of bollworm infestatinon {for all
first-year cotton fields was under 5 per
cent. iminimum ) per ecent. and maxi-
mam 15 per cent.r; and for all ratooned
fields abaur 15 per cont. {minimaum 1 per
cent. and maximam 90 per cent. . . .
The following can be taken as a very
fair estimaic of the average damage done
to cotton by the boll worms; for arst-ycar
cotton, vnder 10 per cent.: for ratcored
cotton, np to 30 per cent.  The data_so
far available proves beyend guestion that
ratenning is a btad practice from  the
entomojogical standpoint, and rhat it is
cor:ducive to a very considerable increase
in boll worm injury to the cotton crop.

< e difference in the amount of
damage done berween the fivst-year corton
and ratooned cotton was morc evident
when the fi -car field was a consider-
able distance away from the nearest
ratooned field. Where the two fields
were fairly close together, in the early
stages the first-year cotton had a smaller
percentage of bolls attacked, bui later
on in the scason the percentage increased
very considerably. This is easily undex-
stood when it iz considered that the
ratconed field had an earlier start and
had many fullgrown bolls when the first
squares formed on the first-year cotton.
Tn a numher of instances a small field of
ratooned cotton acted as a breeding place
for insects which increased in great num-
bers and caused a tremendons lot of
damage in the larger first-year fields. As
a rule less insect trouble was found where
good and {requent cultivation was prac-
tised.

« (3enceral Conclusions.—Qur investiga-
tions show—

(1) That ratooning does not increase
the yield of cotton;

(2) That where incrcased yields are
obtained on ratooned fields, some other
factor or facters, such as the season,
cultural methods, late planting. ete.,
seem to be responsible, and not ratoon-
ing itself;

(3) That there appears to be a differ-
once between ithe quality of first-year
and ratooned cotton, and that the ling
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from ratooned fields shows signs of
deteriorating and even of becoming
shorter in staple;

(4) That as a general rule ratooned
fields are more infested with cotton
pests than first-year cotton.”

I could go on quoting reports on this ques-
tion, but I want to mention one or two coun-
tries that have taken drastic legislation to
prevent the ratooning of cotton, more from
the point of view of dealing with pests than
anything else, I admit. I think the pest
question is a sccondary question. Qur experts
are inclined to think that that question is
most important, but I regard the most im-
portant quesiion is, that, if Qucensland is
to succeed as a coiton-growing country it
must produce the very best, and produce
the article the spinners and the buyers say
they want and will pay a high price for.
Dealing briefly with countries that have
passed legislation on this question I quote
the following—

“ REGULATIONS Ricarpine CorroN PrsTs
AND Diseases 1N BrimisH  CoLONIES
AND INDIA.

“(Summarised from Article in Bulletin
No. 2, volume 20, of the Imperial
Institute, page 192.)

‘“In 1810 the pink boll worm was
known to exist in India, German East
Africa, British West Africa, and Hawaii.
In 1922 it was recognised in Egypt and
the Sudan, Mesopotamia, Brazil, Peru,
Mexico, the United States, and the West
Indies. In fact, almost every country
growing cotton has been infected with 1t
with the exception perhaps of Turkestan,
Uganda, Nyasaland, and South Africa.
The spread of the pest was chiefly due
to the transport of infected cotton seed
often contained in bales of ginned cotton,
and has necessitated legislation, which,
in nearly every case, has unfortunately
been effected rather too late to secure
freedom from attack.”

I want to emphasise that—*‘ too late o secure
freedom from attack.”

Dealing briefly with countries which have
passed legislation, I would mention the
Presidency of Madras, in India. By the
Madras Agricultural Pests and Destruction
Act of 1919 the Governor directed that all
Cambodia cotton plants in certain specified
districts should be pulled completely out of
the ground and allowed to wither before the
Ist August in each year. The reason for this
notification was that the stem weevil and the
pink boll worm were established as pests in
respect to Cambodia cotton.

Then in Uganda (Africa) legislation has
been passed providing that all cotton plants
shall be uprooted and destroyed after the
first season’s crop has been picked, and on
no account shall they be allowed to remain
for a second season or for more than one
year 1m the ground. I think that hon.
members on both sides will take notice of
this, particularly Opposition members, who
talkk about precedents and say that we are
doing somerhing unusual. I want briefly to
call attention to a few countries which have
passed drastic legislation.

In Anglo-Egyptian Sudan an order pub-
lished in 1917 prohibits the transportation of
cotton seed, seed cotton, cotton lint, cotton
plants, and any parts thereof from the Red
Sea province into any other part of the
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Sudan except under the authority of the
Dircctor of Agriculture. A further order of
5th December, 1918, prohibits the importa-
tion of growing plants into the Sudan, but
allows the entry of such plants from Egypt
under stringent conditions. The Cotton Ordi-
nance, promulgated 11 November, 1912, pro-
hibits the importation of cotton seed except
under a permit granted by the Director of
Agriculture. No cotton sced may be used
for sowing unless it has becen approved by
the same authority. Cotton shall be picked
clean, free from leaves, bolls, and dirt, and
none but clean cotton shall be sold or offered
for sale. No cotton is to remain on the
land longer than the one season. By the
cotton regulations of 1913 all cotton plants
must be destroyed in certain specified dis-
tricts before the dates given in each year.
Another paragraph in the regulations com-
pels occupiers of cultivated land in the
Tokar Plain to destroy all noxious weeds and
other plants likely to harbour pests on their
land. Cotton regulations published in 3March,
1917, gave the Director of Agriculture per-
mission to alter the date before which all
cotton plants, stalls, bolls, or parts of plants
shall be destroyed by the owner. They also
regulated the removal or destruction of all
waste cotton seed, ete., from a ginning
factory likely to harbour the pink boll worm,
and made it only permissible to store cotton
seed in a ginnery after the ginning has been
finished for the season where the doorways,
windows, and other openings are covered by
wire gauze mesh, which will prevent the
egress of the moth of pink boll worm.

Then we come to Nigeria, in Africa. I
find that by a native court rule of the Zaria
Province of October, 1916, it was made a
punishable offence to plant any but Govern-
ment secd, or to mix cotton grown from
Government seed with native cotton. In the
West Indies also legislation has been passed
as late as 1919 dealing with the same ques-
tion. In Nyassaland, Africa, in May, 1920,
an ordinance was issued providing for the
destruction of cotton bushes in order to
prevent their being grown more than one
season, and prohibiting the distribution to
natives of cotton seed which had not been
approved by the Director of Agriculture. In
Rhodesia cotton seed can only be introduced
under the permission of the Director of
Agricuiture. In Tanganyika no cotton plant
is allowed to remain in the ground beyond
one year, and the Director of Agriculture may
fix a date prior to which all the previous
season’s cotton plants shall be uprooted and
burned. When disease is found to exist in
any plantation the Director may order all
the cotton plants to be burned, the planta-
tion to be deeply tilled, and no cotton to be
replanted for two years. With regard to the
suggestion that this legislation is drastic, I
submit that the legislation to which briefly
I have called attention shows that we are
wise in dealing with this question now. I
have before me a report of the Rockhampton
District Council dealing with this question,
and I also have the replies which have been
made by Mr. Evans and Mr. Wells to the
various points raised, but I fear that mv time
s limited and that I cannot deal with that
question,

Mr. TivLor: Give us all the information
you can. Why not get an extension of time?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
I have plenty more information which I am
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quite prepared to give the House on this
important question. It may be as well, in
view of the suggestion that I should get an
extension of time if it is needed, to deal with
some of the points raised by the Rockhampton
people. The justification for that is found
in the fact that this organisation—and an
Important organisation, I admit—has seen
fit, I understand, to circularise all members
of Parliament, and I have no doubt that
members of Parliament have, during the
three weeks this Bill has been laid on the
table of the House, not only made themselves
familiar with the provisions of the Bill, but
with all the arguments, and they naturally
want to hear all the arguments I have to
put forward in favour of the apparently
drastic legislation with regard to ratoon
cotton. Taking the points as they have been
submitted. Mr. Wells first of all replied to
them, and Mr. Tvans also replies to them.
I am afraid that my voice will not permit of
my rcading them through, bacause they are
very lengthy reports.

. Mr. Comrser: You have to give us some
idea with regard to the matter, as we have to
reply to you.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
You have plenty of ideas, and if you had
allowed the second reading of this Bill to
go through last night you would have had all
the day to prepare your second reading
speeches. If vou think it necessary to read
my speech after I have finished in order to
reply to it, T am quite prepared to meet hon.
members.

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
While hon. members opposite claim that they
want information they should not interject.

Hon. W. H. Barszs: Do not be unkind.
We are sitting listening patiently.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
I know the hon. member for Wynnum always
18, but some other hon. members opposite are
not such good listeners. In making my speech
under somewhat difficult circumstances, I
am trying to do the best I can with a very
important question. Dealing with the argu-
ments put forward by the Rockhampton
District” Council of Agriculture, I want to
say, as I told the deputation, that, from
their point of view, I have absolute sympathy
with them. I was a sugar-grower in a scrub
area myself, and I say that, from my experi-
ence as a sugar-grower with a hoe, I sym-
pathise with their point of view, and they
would win if there were not stronger argu-
ments on the other side.

Mr. Epwarps: But are you going to ask
them to do that after every crop?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
The Bill makes it quite clear what we are
going to do. The Rockhampton District
Council of Agriculture has made a protest
against the decision of the Government to
legislate against ratoon cotton. I propose
now to read the resolutions passed by the
District Council, paragraph by paragraph,
and then to cive the replies of Mr. Rvans
and Mr. Wells thereto:—

‘“ ROCKHAMPTON Districr Couxcln
RESOLUTIONS OF PROTEST.

Resolution 1.

. ‘“ This District Council places on record
its protest against the decision of the
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Government to legislate against the
ratooning of cotton under systematic
method, as we hold the view that the
demand for such legislation is by
restricted interests and is not conducive
to the expansion of an industry which,
given sympathetic administration, gives
promise of becoming, magnified by its
Empire importance, this State’s greatest
asset, primary and secondary, and inci-
dentally develop our vast areas of inland
scrub lands and also those partially pro-
ductive vet virgin lands now awaiting
closer settlement.

“ Further, this District Council, from a
close observation of the facts leading up
to this decision, and having regard to
the report of its representatives attend-
ing the Conference on the 15th August,
1923, embracing comments on the conduct
of the Minister for Agriculture and the
Director of the Council of Agriculture
thereat, is of opinion that, for reasons
appended hereto. a Royal Commission of
Inquiry is desirable, and

“(1) Despite the weight of evidence
clearly favouring ratconing, the interests
of the farmers of Queensland have been
sacrificed in the interests of a dictatorial
combine.

“(2) By the complete rejection and
utter disregard of the careful delibera-
tion and subsequent recommendations of
the Council of Agriculture and its units
on the ratoon question, to institute
experimental cotton plots for observa-
tion purposcs over a period of years—
withholding legislation in the meantime,
a severe blow per medium of Government
ineptitude has been dealt to the prestige
of the Council of Agriculture, thereby
discrediting its independence and dis-
counting the influence of its activities.

“(3) By its decision and that much of
the agreement published in the ¢ Queens-
land Producer’ of 8th September, page
42, answers to questions C and E of the
Central Queensland District Council, the
Government has clearly created a mono-
poly by placing the industry under the
control of an outside organisation, which,
sooner or later, the farmers will have to
combat by means of a levy on their
resources.

“ (4) That the Gevernment has failed
in its protection of the farmers’ interests
by accepting the bald statement that
ratoon cotton is not legal tender and’
neglecting to make early departmental
efforts by way of an independent inquiry
following the despatch of trial consign-
ments to various markets of the world.

““(5) That the Government has no evi-
dence to prove that the ratooning we-
desire encourages disease and pest infes-
tation more seriously than annual plant-
ing.

““(6) The action of the Minister for
Agriculture in holding aloof his anti-
ratoon evidence from a searching analysis-
by the Conference, and the fact that same
covered mno experience of systematic
ratooning as applicable to Queensland
climatic conditions, and the further fact
that the practical methods adopted in
our own scrub belts defied comparisorx
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with the methods adopted in any part of
the world, coupled with the rejection of
the assurance by growers that they could
profitably, and would, if allowed, ratoon
cotton of a desirable quality without any
guarantee or support from the Govern-
ment, and further the JMinister’s refusal
to submit the quesiion to a referendum
of all growers were features of a narrow-
uess of Ministerial desire to find a =olu-
tion of the ratoon problem.

“ Under the circumstances this District
Council pledges itself to exhaust every
avenue of eudorsement of its protesr and
desire for a Royal Commission of Inquiry,
and reeks the support of the Council of
Agriculture and ail District Councils in
furtherance of its efforts to give effect to
such desire.”

RrerLy By MR. Evaxs.

“(1) It is stated that the weight of
evidence is elearly in favour of ratoon-
ing. This I do not consider to be a truc
statement of the facts of the case. The

vast majority of the cotton-growers
outside the scrub arcas do not favour
ratooning. I have recently returned

from a ten days tour in the Maranoa

district, and after interviewing numbers
of growers in this dry arca, I have
come to the conclusion that they are not
in favour of ratooning. One prominent
grower at Wallumbilla, who has cult:-
vated cotton for the last twelve years.
is now, I believe, definitely of opinion
that ratooning over a serics of years is
not so favourable as the cultivation of
annual cotton, and is abandoning ratcon.
This District Council has also deliker-
ately ignored other points which are
relative to the good of the industry as
2 whole, as apart from those of the
individual cultivator in scrub areas. For
instance, if ratoon cotton is allowed to
go on prowiscuously, it will be impos-
sible to lkeep any new variety pure, as
cross-fertilisation is very prevalent in the
cotton crop. The result will be that
any new variety of good quality, if
introduced, will be deteriorated in the
first year through the proximity of
ratoon cotton plants of another variety.
This is a point that has not been realised
fully in Queensland vet, because the
growers do not fully appreciate that the
textile cotton industry is every bit as
intricate, if not more so, than that of
the woollen industry, and requires pure
types of cotton.

“There is another point which has
been brought to my notice by many
growers in different parts of the State,
and it is noteworthy that this statement
is made by the best farmers, which, as
a class, is the one we want to encourage
in cotton-growing, because one of the
-chief obstacles before the rapid expan-
sion of the cotton-growing industry at
present is the poor farming that is prac-
tised in many of the cotton tracts.
The good farmers will tell you that if
ratooning is properly carried out, it is
just as_costly to cultivate as an annual
crop—that is to say, if the plants are
pruned back properly, all the branches
and rubbish collected and burned, and
the land is intercultivated between the
plants. They also point out that after
one year, at any rate, ratoon cotion is
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not profitable, and this 1s wlse a point
which is conceded by most of the ratuou
pomnt

propagandists  thenwelves.  They
out that at the end of the first yo
the sccond year at the latest, the ple
will still have to be upreoated avd got
rid cof, and that this iz a far more
formiaable task than when desling with
anunual cotton.

<12y If the Govermmnent consider it
absolutely  necessury, experiments  on
ratoon cotton can be carried out on souie
of the State farms. I consider, howover,
that these experiments will be of doubt-
ful wutility, and am strongly avevse to
the withholding of lcgislation in the
meantime. In any case, the Departuient
of Agriculture and Stock is the obvious
agencey for carrying out careful experi-
nients of this sort, as the greatest carce
and accuracy would have o be taken,
and this can conly be carried out proeprly
on an experimental farm., The District
Council has no organiration capable of
carrying out these experiments, nor do
1 think it would carry the confidence
of the vast majority of the cotton-growers
in the same way that properly conducted
z‘{xpﬂrimonts by the department would
o.

“3) In order to place the cotton-
growing industry on a lirm footing, and
to give it the necessary impetus at the
start. the only feasible way was to place
the ginning and baling in the hands of
a company Wwith stvong financial back-
i I do not see that there is any

to be feared by the growers of

nenopoly. I understand  thar the
British-Australian Cotton Association are
only too willing for cotton-growers to
take up sharves in their concern. The
obvious way out of the difficulty appears
to mec to be for the cotfton-growers to
form co-operative cotton-growing asso-
ciations and for cach association or
eioup of associations to take up so many
shares in the British-Australian Cotton
Association. If they do this, they will
be in a position to have their own
directors on the Board, and they will
further have the inestimable advantage
of being in close touch with the ginning
and baling of the cotton, and will keep
in close touch with the markets. It must
be remembered that the ginning and
baling of cotton is a very intricate
matter, and a great deal depends on how
the cotton is ginned and how it is placed
on the market. I am of opinion that the
best way to handle the cotton crop of
Queensland for many years to come will
be by the continuation of a big organisa-
tion with a solid financial backing in
which both business men and growers
are represented.

“(4) There seems to be a good deal of
misconception on this point. It is nob
a question of whether there is a market
for ratoon cotton or not, or whether it
is legal tender altogether. Doubtless,
ratoon cotton, if sold by itself, will
always find a market, but the price
it will realise will approximate to that
of East Indian cotton, and other cottons
of low classes. The point really is that
under Queensland conditions we know
that we can produce very good annual
cotton which. if it is kept pure and free
from mixture, will always fetch a good
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premium over middling Anierican.  As
15 the case with all ourside growth,
however, we have to establish our naie
on the world’s mavkets. and it will take
us soveral vears to do this, and to get
the neecessary * goodwill” If a big cotton
marvket, such as Liverpool or Japan.
Gnds out that we are mixing rvatoon and
annual cotton, our *goodwill™ will dis-
appear, and  the o of  Australi
cotton. will be prejudiced. If ratoon and
annual cotion is wmilxed rogorher by the
grower, and I am alraid that theve have
been some instances of this during the
past scason. it 13 often exceedingly diffi-
cult to detect it during the ginning
and baling processes. We mav be quite
sure, however, that the spinner will find
this out when he works the cotton up in
the spinning mill. because the ratoon
fibres are. on the whole, shorter, wealker,
and lacking in twist,

“(5) With regard to disease. there is
ovidence all over the world that peren-
nial cotton is a dangerous source for
perpetuating diseases and pestz, and it
is tor this reason that nearly evary
cotton-growing country in the world has
brought in legislatrion within the last few
years discouraging the growing of peren-
nial cotton. I understand that the
District Couneil preposes 1o ratoon by
cutting down the branches to within
3 or 4 inches of the ground and burn-
ing the branches and rubbish. If we
could be sure that this would be properly
carried out there would be something
to say, but T amn afraid that this work
will not be properly carried out, and
that the ratoon country may prove a
standing menace to the rest of Queens-
land from the point of view of pests.
The mere pruning of the crop is not
sufficient, however, as many of the pests
hibernate during the winter in the
ground at the base of the stem or
between the rows. (Cotton planted in
scrub areas cunnot possibly be ploughed
up, and the great advantage of annual
over ratoon cotton lies in the fact that
in the former case the land is ploughed
up, whereby these hibernating pests are
exposed to the surface and are destroved
by birds, cold, or subscquent cultivation.
This cannot be the case in ratoon cotton
grown in scrub arcas.

“(®) I consider that there is no case
for a Royal Commission of Inquiry. as
the only protest seems to have come from
a small clique of growers from the scrub
area in the Central district.”

REepLy BY MR. WELLS.
¢ (1) I cannot see where a Royal Com-

mission could settle this question any
better than the recent conferences have.
The question is not one that can be
settled by arguments or presentation of
ideas by men who have not the know-
ledge as to what is good cotton and what
is nct. If & Royal Commission was hear-
ing the case and decided that ratooned
cotton was the best for scrub farmers, it
would not change the nature of ratooned
cotton one bit, and that is the point at
issue. Queensland has the best oppor-
tunity at present that she probably ever
will have to develop into a cotton-produc-
ing State, and in order to take full
.advantage of this opportunity nothing
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should be allowed to exist which may
endanger the reputation of the quality
of the cotton produced,  Every cotton-
growillg country ix suffering from the
results of growing numercus varieties of
cotton of different qualities, and  the
demaads of the cotton manufacturing
world is more uniformity of the charac-
ters of the cotton lint.

“ One has to but read of the efforts of
some of the main cotton-producing coun-
tries 1o rectify this serious shortcoming in
the cottons of to-day. to realise how neces-
sary it i3 and how greai ave the po
bilities for the cotron-growing industry in
Quecnsland i we can start off with a
uniform product. I might point out that
Brazil, which bas been cited as the great
home of ratoon cotten, is known among
the cotton manufasturing trade as having
very low grade and irregular lengths of
cotton indeed; and at the recent exposi-
t1an held at Rio de Janiero. Brazil, the
cotton trade made very strong represen-
tations to the Brarzilian Government to
rectify this serious defect in the Brazilian
cotton.

i-

“The ratooned cotton which I have
examined both in the field and at the
gins leads me to believe that we weuld
soon: be in the same position In Queens-
land if ratoomed cotion was allowed to
be grown.

It is highly essential that the grad-
ing and selling of the ginned cotton
should be under Government control, in
order that the growers may seccure the
highest returns for their products, This
will necessitate the establishing and train-
ing of a fairly large staff of graders, etc.,
and unl the marketable cotton is of
such quality as fo return profitable
remuneration to the grower, it is difficult
to see where the Government will be
justified in incurring the expeunse of such
an organisation.

“{2) The sum total of all the argu-
ments submitted by the Council of Agri-
culture was that certain sections of cer-
tain districts wanted to grow ratoon
cotton. Weighed against this fact is the
fact that there are thousands of acres of
land in Queensland which are producing
cotton, or are able to produce cotton,
where the growers have no desire to
produce ratoon after the true facts of
the case have been presented to them,
and it is the duty of the Government to
protect these growers from the dangerous
possibilities which may develop ‘¢
ratooned cotton is allowed to be grown.

«“ (3 I am decidedly opposed to the
establishing of plots of ratooned cotton
on individual growers’ farms. This is a
question of such importance that such
tests should not be subject to the possi-
bilities of being non-representative
through the efforts of unscrupulous per-
sons. If it is considered necessary to
experiment on such lines, the place for
the conducting of the experiments is on
the State farms, several of which are
growing Durango cotton this season.

1 would point out, though, that
sample bales of ratooned cotton are
being sent to England through the Agent-
Ceneral for spinning tests by mills which
are not connected in any way with the
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British Cotton Growing Association or
the Empire Corporation, in order that an
impartial report may be secured. These
bales represent ten bales of ratoon cotton
grown in the Central district, two bales
of Durango ratooned cotton grown at
Capella, and one bale of Durango planted
cotton from Boyne Valley as a check. I
would consider this a representative test,
as the ratoon cotton is the product of the
persons who are advocating ratoon.

“(4) The statemenrt that ratoon cotton
is not legal tender has had no influence
whatsoever as far as I am concerned. I
have based my observations directly on
the cotton which T have examined in the
field and at the ginnery.

¢ (5) The experiences of the other eot-
ton-producing countries of the world all
go to show that there is grave danger in
allowing the ratooning of the cotton
plant. Why should Queensland take the
chance of developing serious insect pests
which may affect the industry to such an
extent that it will be unprofitable to a
large percentage of the growers? There
are many native insect pests at present
in Queensland, and the services of skilled
entomologists will be necessary to work
out the proper methods of combating
these pests. It appears the height of
folly, in view of these facts, to allow
methods of growing cotton which have
been shown to accentuate the insect
problem in other ccuntries.

“(6) The bare statement of the fact
that they could produce ratoon cotton
profitably and of a desired quality is not
conclusive at all, because I would point
out that there was not one person repre-
senting them who could tell the merits
of a sample of cotton. If every cotton-
grower in Queensland could be persnaded
to declare in favour of growing ratooned
cotton, the Government would still be
justified in declaring against the growing
of ratooned cotton as long as it is buying
the seed cotton. Tt would be further
justified if it were not buying the seed
cotton, as it would be protecting the great
body of cotton-growers who wish to do
the proper thing, but through the lack of
experience have not had the opportunity
to see or learn the true merits of ratooned
cotton as compared to annually planted
cotton.”

Resolution I1.

. “That in view of the facts enumerated
in the preceding resolution, this unit of
the Council of Agriculture requests the
Premier, the Hon. E. G. Theodore, to
appoint a Royal Commission of Inquiry,
representative of the Government and the
farmers, with wide power to call and
analyse all evidence, for and against the
ratoon problem, previous to introducing
any anti-ratoon legislation.”

RerLy BY Mz, Evaxs.

1 consider that there is no case for a
Royal Commission of Inquiry, as the only
protest seems to have come from a small
clique of growers from the scrub area in
the Central District.”

REPLY BY MR. WELLS.

‘“The facts of. the case were all care-
fully considered by the departmental
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representatives, who understood the locak
conditions as well as the growers, before
the Bill was prepared. The Minister
was fully supplied with the growers’ side
of the argument at the Conference of
15th August, and I think will agree with
me that nothing svas presented which
would justify the Government in refrain-
ing to pass the Bill as it was prepared.”

Resolution 111,

 That consequent upon the passage of
the foregoing resolutions dealing with
ratoon cotton, this District Council
strongly supports the sending of a repre-
sentative overseas, carrying samples of
Queensland ratoon cotton, with the object
of approaching the markets to test the
marketing possibilities of this particular
class of cotton, this course being con-
sidered very necessary in the interests
of the growers.

“ That the Government be asked to
assist the District Council in its deter-
mination by subsidising the project to
the extent of £1 for £I.

* That the hearty co-operation of the
Council of Agriculture be sought in
having the matter suitably referred to
the Government, and to strenuously
assist in having effect given thereto.

“That the assistance of the District
Council in cotton-growing districts be-
also solicited in this and the preceding
resolutions.”

RerLy BY MR, Eviaxs.

““I object strongly to this suggestion.
In the first place, it shows a calculated
distrust of the Department of Agricul-
ture and Stock, and in the second place,
this District Council is not representa-
tive of the cotton-growers of Queensland,
and would not, I think, carry their con-
fidence. We should have to be absolutely
certain, in case any action was taken.
on this point, that the cotton sent was
really ratcon cotton and not a mixture
of annual and ratoon cotton, and further,.
that it was representative of the average
grade of ratoon cotton grown in the
country, and mnot a specially picked
sample.”

REepLY BY MR. WELLS.

*“I do not see the advantages of send-
ing a representative with samples. A
spinning test is being arranged for test-
ing the ratooned cotton, and this would.
be far more conclusive than any examin-
ation of samples by men who might be
prejudiced one way or the other in the
matter.”

The replies of Mr. Evans and Mr. Wells are,
in my opinion, most convincing, and I shall’
take the first opportunity of sending thems
in full to the Rockhampton District Counecil.

Now, let me deal with the question of
staple. ‘‘ Staple’” means the average length:
of “the bulk of the fibres, and cotton-millers
who understand the spinning of cotton have-
pointed out to me that ratoon cotton is not:
objectionable because the staple is short so:
much as because of the lack of uniformity,
and that seems to be only natural, because:
Lolls grown on a plant which is in the ground
all the year round will of necessity not be
uniform. Cotton machinery reduces the whole
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of the cotton lint, but the staple which any
machine can use is governed by the shortest
staple in the material going through it.
Thus the shortest staple determines the value
of the whole lot. I think a great deal of
the opposition to the (Government’s attitude
on the question of ratoon cotton is due to a
lack of Lknowledge amongst farmers as to
what the staple really means. When I was
in Charters Towers I went through some
of the farms—unfortunately the drought has
ruined practically the whole of the crops
on them——and I met one farmer who was
verr enthusiastic. He pulled off a boll and
said fo me, “ T think this is going to be an
inch and a-quarter staple.”” 1 said to him,
“Tet me sce.” I took it myself and
attempted to pull it out as the experts had
shewn me, and my conclusion was that the
staple was at most a half of an inch. I
to'd the farmer so, and he said, ** Whyr, 1
thought that the staple was the width across
the boll.”  Instcad of being 1% inch, that
cotton was less than $ inch, and we do not
want short cotton like that.

Colour is another important quality in
cotton, and it has been pointed out that there
is a greater danger of staining in the case
of ratoon cotton. Thinness and freedom
from foreign or deleterious substances are
also important, and in these respects ratoon
cotton is inferior to annual cotton.

Now I want to mention one or two other
matters. There is the question of pests, for
instance, the question of varieties, and so
forth, but before I get on to such subjects as
those I want to deal briefly with the British-
Australian Cotton Association Limited, and
what has been said about it as to its being a
monopoly. I make no apology for the action
taken by the Government in making an
agreement with the Association. It is well
known to everybody who has taken an
interest in cotton-growing at all, that for a
number of years Queensland has been pro-
ducing a handful of cotton and that the
Department of Agriculture has been ginning
it with an old-fashioned-saw gin. But once
we had guaranteed a price and there was a
prospect of greatly increased crops—the pro-
duction was going ahead by leaps and bounds
—there were only two alternatives before us.
One was that I should ask the Government
to place on the Estimates a sum of probably
£100,000 for the establishment of ginneries
throughout the State and the other to accept
the offer made at that time by the Associa-
tion to establish ginneries throughout Queens-
land and to handle the cotton at what we
believed to be a very reasonable price.
Persons who have condemned the Govern-
ment for their policy of State enterprise
and for establishing sawmills to deal with
products in other undertakings should be the
very last to suggest that the Government
should have spent £100,000 on State
ginneries. I was not keen on the prospect
myself, because I believed that the growers
themselves should have the opportunity of
cstablishing their own ginneries by co-opera-
tion. At that time they had not even offered
to avail themselves of the Act on the statute-
book by which they can obtain from the
Government an advance of two-thirds of the
cost of such an undertaking; and the reason
is not far to seek. They did not know any-
thing about ginning or the character of the
machinery required, and therefore they very
wisely left the Gcecvernment to do the job
for them. But I am hopeful that the farmers
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will be so alive to their own interests that
they will, before the expiration of this con-
tract, which is very favourable to the
growers—the Association has not made any
profit, and in fact is having difficulty, owing
to the drought. in raising sufficient capital
to establish its ginneries and oil mills
throughout the State—see their way to take
a step in that direction. However, the offer
was made to the Government at a time when
the Government had made up their minds
that they had to spend a large sum of
money on State ginneries, and the Govern-
ment decided to accept the offer and let the
Assoviation do the job for them. I was away
at the time, and the Secretary for Public
Works was acting Secretary for Agriculture,
and I submit he made a most favourable
contract on behalf of the farmers. My only
concern is to do the best thing for the
farmers, but it takes two parties to make a
contract and this Association made the offer.
We inquired into it as well as we could—we
had not the expert advice of Mr. Evans or
3ir. Wells at our disposal, and we had to do
the best under the circumstances—and we
decided to accept it. I submit that we made
a good ‘‘deal” on behalf of the farmers
of Queensland-—as has been shown by experi-
erce. As to the contention that the farmers
should have their own ginneries, let me
remind hon. members that the Association has
offered to them 48,000 shares upon terms
which I shall mention shortly. I shall
advise the farmers to avail themselves
of this opportunity when in a position to do
so and finally take over the whole concern
and manage it themselves. There is mno
reason why they should not do so if they
employ proper experts to manage the busi-
ness. The farmers will have to realise that
if they are going to control a thing of this
sort they will have to pay to get experts—
they will have to give high salaries to quali-
field men, as the Association is doing, to carry
out the purely technical and expert work.
The shares which the Association has offered
to the farmers may be taken up on payment
of 1s. on application, 1s. on allotment, and
1s. a month for eighteen months as required.
The Association has issued 351,000 ordinary
paid-up shares, and the directors are Sir
Hugh Denison, K.B.E., Sydney (Chairman
of Directors); Mr. C. Latham Baillieu, Mel-
bourne: Sir Owen Cox, G.B.E., Sydney;
Hon. T. C. Beirne, Brisbane; Hon. Craw-
ford Vaughan, Sydney {Managing Director);
Mr. B. Crompton Wood, C.B.E., Liverpool
(England); Sir Rennell Rodd, G.C.M.G.,
G.C.V.0., C.B., London; Mr. W. 8. Robin-
son, London; Mr. Harold Parker, Preston
(England).

That is a strong company, composed of
Australians with English investors behind
them. I hope the Association will be success-
ful. I hope it will pay dividends—hitherto
it has not been able to do so—and I think
that all the facts show that the Government
did the best thing they could for the growers.
We are the trustees of the growers. We had
to adopt one of the alternatives in the
interests of the growers or leave them in the
lurch. We either had to "establish State
ginneries or negotiate with the Association to
do the job for us.

I submit that the agreement which has
already been tabled—the details are familiar
to every hon. member—is an agreement that
has been framed by the Government as far
as possible in the interests of the Queensland
cotton-growers. There are one or two other

Hon, W. N. Gillies.]
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matters that I intended to deal with, but I the mest important feature of the Bill. The
shall srohably have to pass them by, T have Bill is a very simple one, plaiuiv dreafted.
dealt wwith the question of ratoons. the hiz-  and one that any layman can understand. I
tory of the cotton ginning agreement, and  made a special request to the Parliamontary
\\mv the guarantee. T think I might now n_and the Crown Law Office that
desl with the principles of the Bill. dealing with agriculture and the

~ The DEPTTY SPEAKIR: Order! The
hon. gentleman has  exhausted }W tlme
zllowed him under the Standing Ord

Mr. WINSTANLEY (Qurenton): I beg to

Mmove—
 That the Becretary §
granted an extens

for Agriculture be
ion of time.

Question put and passed.

The SECRETARY FUORCAGRICULTURE:
I thank the Houw for ovanting me an
extension of time, but I shall not impose on
them to any m'\n‘ (’\tr\h‘r on account of th at
cm*('m:lon Bofmo I leave the question of
ratoons, I would like to sayv that the autho-
rities who the guided us in connection with
this Bill, and who have advised us to be
wise and ctn’c well, and have counselled us
to prohibit absolutely the growth of ratoons
in the interest of the industry, the interest
of Queensland. and the interest of our repu-

tation. are, bricflv, Sir Jamesz Currie, Mr.
Herold Parker. Mrv. Crompton Wood, Dr.
Butler, and Dr. Stopford. and the experts

that T %3\0 already mertioned—Mr. Wells,
Mr. Evans and Mr. Gudge. A number of
other people have advised the Government,
including the Agent-General, who made full
inquiries, and came to the conclusion that
rnroom should not be grown. Just before

he last elections a do‘mt"ztlon waited on the
Prmmol and to some extent. I think,
enaea\oured to hold a pistol to his head on
the eve of an election. I am very proud of
the reply that the Premier made to that

deputation.  He told them that, on the
advien given to the Government. they had
promi=nd to introduce Ir‘rr1~]qt1011 this session

to nrohibit the growth of ratoons. and unless
evidence could be brought forward to show
that that advice was wrong the Government
intended to go ahead with their policy and
amolnte]v prohlblt the growth of ratoons.
The deputation then mude a request that.
Austraiia being possibly different from any
othor countrv—as stated by Mr. Crompton
Wood-—the Quecensland Government should
wait and carry out ex.pmlmenta That was
the argument of the Council of Agriculture.
who suggested that the Government should
wait for two or three years and carry out
experiments in ratoons to find out whether
the advocates of ratoons were not right, and
whether ratoons might not ploﬁtablv and
safely. be grown in Austraha as against all
other countries in the world, and then, if it
was found that ratoons should not be grown
legislation could be introduced. It is too late
to lock the stable door when the horse i is out.
The Premier was absolutely sound in his
statement when he said “No” to the depu-
tation. e told them that the Government
were going to prohibit the growth of
ratoons, but experiments would be carried
out by the Department of Agriculture under
proper supervision in segregated areas, and
then in the course of two or three years, if
this legislation was found to be wrong, it
could be repealed. That was a statesmanlike
and courageous attitude to take up, and it
summarises the aititude which has been taken
up by the Government en the question of
ratoons. The embargo against ratocning is

[Hon. W. N. Gillies.

*'armor <hc.bld be made a as simple as po~~1ble
so that the farmers, who ought to be familiar
with them, could unders tand them. Lirgal
peopie say that it is not alicgether no»mble

to do that. I cannot argue on that matte

as I am rnot a legal man. I asked that this
Bill in mzllculu should ha 1md as simple
as  pos slb](‘ so that the ordinary cotton-

grower could understand it, and to a degreo
the Parliamentary Draftsman has succeeded.

At 516 p.m.,

The SPEARER resumed the chair.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
The Bill is self-explanatory, and sccks to
give legal effect to the Government's cotton
pohcy First of all, we guarantec a price. I
am pleased to know that the Commonwoalth
Government have indicated that ther will
share in that guarantee. The details have
still to be considered. We have 1o submit
them to the Commonwealth Government. and
I hope that they will be prepared to go as
high in that guarantee as we are prepared
to go. The New South Wales Government
have indicated that they are nnt prepared
to go as high as the Quecnsland Government.
W hv should they not be prepared to go as
high ? They have only grown a handful of
cotton, and in my opinion New South Wales
will not become a great cotton-growing State.
It is when the area runs into thousands and
thousands of acres that thiz guarantee
becomes & serious problem to a Government,
and thercfore I hope the price that the
various States and Commonwealth acree
upon will be one which will encourage cotton-
growing up to the end of the term of the
guarantee in 1926, when I am hop(‘fu} that,
if this policy is going to succeed at all. the
industry will be on such a footing that the
farmers will be able to finance Gheir own
crops, make thelr own markets. gin their own
cotton. and in the course of time cstablish
spinning and weaving factorics, so that the

manufactured article may be completed in
Queensland. That may be away in the dim
distant future, but it is within measurable
distance if the farmers of Queensland will only
embrace this opportunity now, and become
expert cotton farmers. After all, if a man
desires to succeed in anything, he can only do
so by giving the very best that is in him. A
man performs a very mean act if he does not
wive the best that he is capable of giving.
The farmers will be able to achieve what I
have indicated if they follow the very best
advice given bv experts as to variety,
methods of cultivation, dealing with pests,
and particularly as to the question of
ratoons; and in the course of a few years’
time I believe this industry will be on an
absolutely sound footing.

First of all, the Government are wuaran-
teeing a price for a term of years. Then, in
order to give effect to the marketing of
cotton, the Government take power under a
clause similar to one in the Sugar Acquisi-
tion Act to acquire the crops. There is power
to ratify the agreement already made. That
is the legal power, but it is hardlv necessary,
because the agreement made is quite in
accordance with the law. The agreement
will run until the end of 1926, at which time
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1 am hopeful that the growers themselves will
be able to control their own industry in their
own way. It will then be time to consider
whether the embargo on ratoon cotton should
be lifted, but now is the time for the imposi-
tion of an embargo on ratoon cotton, so that
we shall not be taking any risks as to the
market and the introduction of pests and
other things. There is power to _make
advances to the growers. There are impor-
tant provisions dealing with the introduction
of pest=. As 1 have alrecady pointed out, the
pests have injured the cotton industry of
Egypt. Amecrica, India. and in fact every
part of the world where cotton has been
grown for a number of years. They have
plaved havoc with the crops. It is due to
that fact that we have our opportunity now.
There are other matters that I could have
dealt with. but I have probably occupied
more time than I am entitled to. although I
make no apology for the length of my speech
in view of the importance of the legislation.
Tt is far-reaching. It has been fully and
carefully considered by the Government. It
has been introduced on the advice of the
experts. I heard a very good pun. I do not
know who is the author of it, but he is a
very good Queenslander, He said that the
person who. kunowing all the ecircumstances,
would advocate ratoons would “ rat on” the
beset interests of Queensland. I have much
pleasure in moving—

“That the Bill be now read a second
time.”
HoxoURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Hon. W. II. Bamxes: What about that
newspaper cutting?

Mr. CORSER (Burnett): In addressing
myself to the second reading of this Bill, 1
do not want to take away any of the earnest-
nes: from the Minister, but I want to make
my remarks from the point_of view of a
Queenslander and an Australian. T do not
want to take away any credit from the
British cotton-growing interests in all that
the~ have dome to bring about the develop-
ment of the industry, or any of the credit for
the interest that the weavers and manu-
facturers have taken. The Government and
the Opposition should look to the interests
of the grower first, and weigh the arguments
for and against the different interests. No
small amount of credit is duc to the business
enterprise of the British Cotton Growing
Ascociation, but its interests are separate
and distinet from the interests of the grower.
Tt is hard to realise whether this Bill is
introduced on behalf of the growers, the
T.ancashirs cotton spinners, or the British
Cotton Growing Association. It is very hard
to find from the speech of the Minister that
therc are any other arguments than those
that can be secured by and through the agonts
of the spinning interests in England. The
recommendations of the Council of Agricul-
ture have becn pushed aside. Last year, the
Government with a great flourish of trum-
pots ercated an institution under wh_lch they
said the farmers were to control their indus-
try. They were to clect representatives W.ho
wera to meet with experts associated with
the Department of Agriculture, and control,
guide, and safeguard their interests in
Queensland. We find that the Council of
Agriculture appointed a subcommittee to go
into the matter of ratoon cotton. That com-
mittee came to the conclusion that ratoon
cotton should not be condemned, but that the
Government should continue the ratooning,
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and, in the meantime, the Government should
carry out experiments to see whether the
exceptional conditions that arce claimed by
all growers who have had experience to
exist in Australia are not different and do
not present quite a different case to the
evidence collected and used by the Minister,
as he has done on previous occasions, on
behalf of British and American interests.
The Premier is reported in the Press of
10th May. 1923. to have said in reply to
representations by members of the Central
District Local Producers’ Association—

“ Before legislation condemning ratoon-
ing was finally settled the Council of
Agriculture would have the opportunity
of consulting with and advising the
Government on the subjeet.”

Now we find that the advice of the Council
of Agriculture has been pushed aside alto-
gether because the Government have made
up their minds and are determined to oust
ratooning under all considerations. Consider-
ing that the Minister did not give one argu-
ment or quote one Iuterest on behalf of
ratoon cotton—I am entrusted with that
duty, and he cannot but admit that there
are interests—it is essential for hon. members
to look at the question from all points of
View,

This is a most important Bill, which cannot
be dealt with from a party point cf view.
It would not be to the advantage of those
wishing to ratoon or to the industry if we
were to leok at the Bill from a party view-
point. We cannot blame the Government
for taking a stand after hearing the evidence
that they have received from experts. I do
not sav for one moment that the Government
should not have taken cognisance of those
cxperts, but considering the time they have
had that evidence at their disposal they
should have sccured first-hand information
as to the conditions that exist in Australia
which do not exist in other countries, accord-
ing to the evidence supplied from those other
countries. They should have endeavoured
to prove the case for ratooning.

Mr. Corrixs: Why don't you prove it?

Mr. CORSER: I will endeavour to do so
to the best of my abilitv. Ratooning under
systematic and scientific methods 1s what 1s
asked for by the growers of the State, and
not the haphazard out-of-date methods that
have been referred te by the Minister as
mentioned in some of the renorts of the
experts as being the desires of the lazy
man. Ratooning will enable an expansion
of industry which cannot come withcut it.
The development of primary and sccondary
industries will be the outcome of the expan-
sion of the cotton industry, but a control is
wanted in the industry by those who are
engaged 1n it. The Bill does not make any
provision in that direction. The bald state-
ment that has been put forward that ratoon
cotton is not legal tendsr is the statement of
Mr. Crompton Wood. and one that has been
substantiated by his experts and his associa-
tion. If we were to condemn ratooning in
the old days of sugar-cane growing, and con-
demn it in all other cases. where would ocur
sugar and other industries be to-day? Cotton
was first grown in Queensland sixty years
ago, and we have continued to grow it
successfully ever since. During that time we
have probably grown ratoon cotton more
than seed cotton. The Government have
failed to bring forward any cvidence to show
that the action of cotton-growers over a

Mr. Corser.]
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period of sixty years in growing ratoon cotton
in Queensland has in any way militated
against the success or the future of the
industry either on the field or in the export
trade.

I first of all wish to deal with the Bill,
and then later on to address myself to the
matter of ratoon cotton. The Bill unfor-
tunately gives the control of the industry to
the State. The Minister claims that there
is a desire on the part of the British Aus-
tralian Cotton Association, Limited, to make
available 48,000 shares to the growers, but it
must be remembered that that Association
retains to itself 351,000 shares. A Bill was
introduced in this House only a few days ago
for the encouragement of co-operative pro-
duction. In this Bill it is laid down that
75 per cent. or 80 per cent. of the interests
must be retained by the growers themselves.
How can the Minister permit that Associa-
tion to be known as a co-operative one, and
advise the House that it is co-operative when
the shares are held in such proportions?
The three big qeustions which arise under
the Bill are—(1) The agreement; (2) Dicta-
tion of conditions of growing by the State;
{3) Prohibition against ratoon cotton.

Under the agreement with the British-
Australian Cotton Association, Limited, the
Government acquire all seed cotton till 31st
July, 1925, and they are to pay the British
Australian Cotton Association 1id. per lb. for
all cotton ginned, dressed, and baled that is
despatched overseas. The Association is to
retain all the seed at a cost of £1 per ton.
The average price for cotton sced throughout
the world last year was £4 9s, per ton. Yet,
the Association is to get the whole of the seed
for £1 a ton. That gain to the Association is
a loss to the producers and a weakness in the
agreement—an unfair weakness~—because the
farmer is to be the loser. The Association
are to supply seed to the grower at d. per
1b., yet they purchase the seed at 1d. for
9 1b. from the grower. The Bill also pro-
vides for the acquirement of all cotton
grown, and makes provision for special
powers for the Government. They naturally
expact some resistance because we find this in
clause 6—

“and all and every such owners, their
agents, managers, attorneys, servants,
and workmen, shall without any delay,
hindrance, obstruction, claim, demand,
or objection whatsoever give immediate
and peaceable possession of such cotton
to the person authorised by the Minister
to demand and take delivery and posses-
sion of the same.”
On page 5 of the Bill we find that there is
a penalty of £1,000 and imprisonment for
any period not exceeding one year to be
imposed upon any person who refuses to
deliver, or delays or obstructs the delivery
of cotton, or who makes any omission con-
trary to the prohibition in subeclause (4), or
who carries out any contract against the
dictates of the Bill. That is something quite
new in a local producers’ Bill. A farther
provision 1is that a price not exceeding
55d. per 1b. shall be paid for cotton of good
quality and of 1i-inch staple over a certain
period. Yet we find in a report by Colonel
Evans, in the Gayndah * Gazette,” 4th May,
1923, that the only variety likely to produce
a staple of 1} inch is Durango, and it has
not been proved that that staple can be grown
year in year out. The report further says—
“ Regarding the ordinary Queensland
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seced—a few planis will give a staple of

1% inch, but the great proportion is very

much lower than this and sometimes is

seven-eighths of an inch, and even less.”
It therefore looks as though the Bill pro-
viding for 53d. for 14-inch staple is not coming
within the reach of many farmers in the
State, and I hope that we shall be able to
sccure an amendment in this mattes.

No cotton is to be ginned at any place
other than an authorised factory. No gin-
ning concession can be given to any indi-
vidual who is a share farmer. An ordinary
farmer may have his own cotton separately
ginned for himself, but a share farmer may
not. The Governor in Council may make
regulations prescribing the methods of plant-
ing sced cotton. That facility, instead of
being given to the Government, should be
left 1 the hands of the farmer, who knows
best how to till his land and how to produce
his crops.

Prohibition against ratooning is a great
feature in the Bill. This Bill provides that
ratoon cotton shall not be grown under any
circumstances, and it cannot be sent to a
factory if grown. No cotton is to be grown
except for commercial purposes, thereby pre-
cluding the growing of cotton in gardens for
experimental purposes. If we are prohibited
from growing ratoon cotton for experimental
purposes, how are we to secure that know-
ledge which we claim is secured by producing
and marketing certain types of cotton? We
can only learn from experience, and now we
are to be prevented from gaining that
experience.

To prevent disease no person shall sow
cotton seed except that which is distributed
by the Department of Agriculture. Yetr we
find that experts have urged some of our
farmers to save some of the seed from cotton
that they have successfully grown and plant
it themselves, so that they may bring forth
scmething pure and good. Farmers will be
prevented from doing so by this Bill. There
is another point affected. Experts reil us
that, when our cotton is acclimatised In one
district, we shall get a better cotton and
the seed therefrom should be propagated
throughout the district. In the Burnett dis-
trict the whole of our cotton last season had
to be sent to Whinstanes, yet we are now
getting our seed from Rockhampton. How
are we going to acclimatise our cotton in
these circumstances? Penalties not exceeding
£500 are provided to apply to anybody who
plants cotton seed other than that distributed
by the department.

Compensation is provided in certain cases
where cotton crops are destroyed, although
not affected by disease, in order to secure
the safety of cotton plants in the vicinity.
That may be all right, but that unfortunate
farmer who has no disease in his crop is only
going to get two-thirds of the total value of
his marketable crop. No doubt hon. mem-
bers remember that recently a statement was
made that the boll weevil was in the
Northern Territory—in fact, I believe the
Minister mentioned it here. On the strength
of such a report farmers may have their crops
destroyed and afterwards it may bhe proved
that the boll weevil is not there at all.

Notice must be given to the department by
each planter in the State. He must give the
area. date of planting. and the variety of
cotton he is planting. Those are some of the
provisions of the Bill. Sometimes I am
forced to wonder whether the Minister’s old
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statement of the Labour objective—* Pro-
duction for use and not for profit’’—is hidden
within the four corners of this Bill.

1 desire now to address myself particularly
to ratoon cotton. This is a most important
subject, on which we should not have too set
or too fixed a policy. I remember the his-
tory of the opposition to ratooning from its
inception, being with Mr. Crompton Wood
.and his party for several days from Wowan
to the South Burnett, when the Minister,
through an unfortunate illness, was unable
to be with us. 'There is a prohibition
in the Bill of ratoon coitori. I do not like
the sound of the word *‘ prohibition.”” It
appears that this prohibition is the essence
of inexperience—of theory run mad. That
just about sums up the evidence that the
Minister has been able to give this House
to the effect that ratooning is uot a safe
thing. I have listened to the Minister’s
theoretical evidence and evidence from
other countries without any reference
to the great argument in 1its favour—
the sound evidence of practical men who
have experimented over a long period in
this State. If the Minister failed at all, he
failed in trying to prove that ratooning is
bad instead of setting out both sides of
the question and asking us, in the interests
of the State, to try to pick out the right
course. It is essential that we should
consider the other side of the question
in our endeavour to do the right thing.
We should see that we have the information
that the growers have asked for, that is,
information as to a market and the experi-
ence of pecple who are not biassed and are
not associated with any cotton association.
We are to be prevented from growing a
cotton for which Queensland more than any
other country is specially adapted. No argu-
ment can be made as strongly in favour of
the growing of ratven cotton in any other
country in the world as it can in the case of
‘Queensland. We complain of our dry periods,
vet we propose to prohibit the growing of a
plant which will stand through a dry period.

Cotton is a pereanial plant that will
thrive and prosper under dry conditions,
and away underground the roots are ready
to burst forth with the first rains and enable
the plant to produce cotton. On the other
side we have cotton seed in the ground
waiting for the first rains, and when the
seed does shoot, the young plants will
probably be burnt off in the first dry spell.
You cannot produce from a little heifer
the same quality beast that you can pro-
duce from a matured cow, and vou cannot
produce the same quality cotton from a plant
that has not had time to search the soil for
the food that is there that you can from an
established plant, which has had time during

the winter months to extend its root-
system into Nature’s pantry in search
of the food that will be available

for plant life when the first rains come. Such
a plant will produce cotton before the seed
plant is likely to get more than a few inches
above the ground. Again, the young, tender
plant is available as fresh food for any
wsects present. It has been proved that
ratoon cotton grown under scientific condi-
tions has withstood any invasion by insects
while seed cotton has gone down. In 1922
the cotton produced in Queensland was
largely ratoon cotton, yet nobody seemed to
know anything about it. Nobody seemed to
care about it and nobody noticed it, yet the
growers had to be told, *“ You shall print
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on your bags ‘ratoon cotton,’’ If ratoon

cotton is such a rotten cotton, surely our
glorjious experts could have picked 1t out
without forcing the farmers to write
“ Ratoon cotton’ on their bags! Everyone
knows that the 1922 crop was largely ratoon
cotton, and it was on thar 1922 crop that
the British delegation visited Australia. Was
it not on that crop that we made the name
we have to-day? And did not the experts
in Britain enthuse over it, and did we not
induce them to put their money on it?
Ratoon cotton grown in Queensland pro-
duced a staple superior to the staple of the
cotton which is grown in America, and
can prove that statement if our experts know
anything about their job.

But before endeavouring to prove that
statement, I want to refer to one big factor
in the prohibition of ratooning which has
not been dealt with by any of those
enthusiasts up to the present time; that is
the local market we have for kapok. If we
are going to condemn ratooning, we are
going to make it impossible to supply our
local market with a commodity to take the
place of the kapok that is imported to-day.
The Government should permit some of our
ratoon crops to stand so that we might
exploit at lemst our own market. M.
Speaker, it will no doubt surprise you, but,
if you look up Australian statistics in con-
rection with imports from overseas for the
vear 1921-22, you will find that the quantity
of kapok imported in that one year was
5.272,5631 1b. of a total value of £261,424.
That kapok is used for making mattresses
and for upholstering, for which purpose
sezond-class cotton can be used. The tfotal
value of kapok imported in that one year
was $£261,424, which exceeds the total value
of the whole of the cotton exported to Great
Britain in that year. In that year we only
got £80,000 for our cotton, and we are now
seeking to prevent the production of an
article which, even if it is inferior, as
claimed by the Minister, can take the
place of kapok for which we are sending
£261,424 out of Australia every year. In
addition to that, we imported flock amount-
ing to £152, and we imported for the
same purpose 28,547 1b. of raw cotton, and
also 8,233 lb. of fibre. Second-class cotton
would be the best substitute for these articles
which we imported last year to a total
value of £298,356. In spite of that, the
Minister and the department have compelled
the farmers to plough out their ratoon
colton.  If that ratoon cotton had been
allowed to grow, we could have used the
cotton as a substitute for those imported
materials, and we would have given the
world an opportunity of saying whether this
beautiful cotton is to be used for the stuffing
of mattresses and for upholstering when the
world wants such an article. Hon. members
will agree that it is a pity that we should
have to send :£298,356 out of Australia every
year for these materials when ratoon
cotton—if it is second-class—cou'd be used
as a substitute if it were allowed to be
used as a substitute if it were allowed to be
grown. In the previous year we sent out of
Australia £245,586 for kapok and other pro-
ducts used for a similar purpose, yet we find
that the total value of cotton exported from
Australia in that same year was only £82,269
after deducting costs and other things. Hon.
members will agree that that is a very sane
argument in favour of the growing of
ratoon cotten, and, if that were the only
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argument in favour of growing ratoon cotton,
it should be sufficient. Before ratooning is
permanently banned the Government should
permit of some experiments in connection
with Durango plots. They should be
ratooned and reported on by uninterested

people on  the other side. British
spinners should have been asked to
report on certain consignments without
being told which was ratoon. If one

section do mot want ratoon cotton, another
scction may. We produce in Australia the
bLest wools in the world. We have ten
distinct varieties of sheep, and amongst our
wools vou will, no doubt, find at least a
dozen different classes. We have buyers for
every class of wool, and, if we eventnally
sold our cotton here we would have just as
many buyers coming along and each of them
would want a class of cotton to suit his own
requirements. We do not sell all our wool
to one section of the people. We send our
weol to different parts of the world, and
what one person wants another person does
not want, and possibly it can be the same
with cotton., To-day no expert appears to
remember that great numbers of our stock
are being saved by ratooning. Ratooning
to the farmers 1s an insuranhce against
drought and against dry times, and that is
one of the great problems that we have to
face. We have an opportunity of overcoming
this difficulty by allowing the farmers to
grow ratoon cotton, and we should try and
dovetail the two industries instecad of con-
demning ratoon cotton. We want ratoon
cotton because it has been proved successful
to the grower. We want ratoon cotton
because it is the bread and butter of the
grower; and we want ratoon cotton because
the grower has had practical experience of
its success and practical experience of the
cheques that he has received for it from
Britain and from other places, where he
sent it before this embargo was put on. If
we are allowed to grow ratoon cotton, it
will give us a great natural advantage over
other cotton-growing countries, because other
countriez cannect grow ratoon cotton. Because
America cannot grow ratoon cotton that is
no reason why we should not grow it when
sur conditions are such that we are able to
grow it successfully.

The Minister said that one gentleman
claimed that the purpose of the Bill is to
prevent the growing of ratoon cotron. I
have hecard one man advocating the very
same thing as the Minister—the cutting out
of ratoon cotton. He said that the seed from
which ratoon co‘ton is grown should not be
distributed. I want to give the House some
evidence—not of foreign experts, British
experts, or British weavers, but of experi-
cnced men who live here with us, and from
whom we should draw some knowledge. When
the Labour party came Into power in Aus-
tralia a similar party did not then exist in
America or Britain. They did not say then,
‘“Because Britain or America does not believe
in this idea it is no gcod.” They said that
a new country should carve out its own
destiny. That sentiment should be adopted
in regard to this industry, and it” would be
for the protection of those who are on the
land. Let me give some first-hand informa-
tion in addition to that of the experts which
has been quoted. I have a letter here—a
letter to me from Mr. Fredriksen, a cotton
farmer in my district, dated 28th ultimo—

‘“ Received your inquiry about ratoon
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cotton. In reply, would beg to remind:
vou that I do not claim to be an expert,
but have had considerable experience in
cotton-growing, both here and in Texas,
not far from the Mexican border. I
may tell you at once that the reason we
did* not grow ratoon over there was
simply that the severc frost in winter
comypletely killed the plants. Qut of 75
acres of cotton, only an odd one (less than
2 per cent.) survived. I planted cotton:
here twenty yvears ago, as soon as I had the-
ground cleared—1 acre just to see if if
would grow., Well, it grew to perfection;
but at that time there was no sale for it,
so it was left to take carve of itself till
next spring, when I intended to plough
it out. To my surprise, every bush
grew again next spring, and had ripe
cotton on in late November. Since then
T have had bushes growing continually
for vears, and, as far as I am able to
judge, without any deterioration either
to plant or to fibre—length of staple or
otherwise. I most emphatically state
that, in my twenty years' experience of’
cotton in Queensland, I have always
found that the plant cotton suffers most
from pests and insects. The ratoon
appears to have become immune to all
pests and insects after the second year.
T'm spealking for my own neighbourhood ;
cannot sav how it would fare on coastal
scrub.  That the ratoon here improves
in vield, length of fibre, and texture 18
certain. I have taken 600 1b. of sced
cotton more from an acre of ratoon
than what the same acre viclded as plant.
and that the fibre was O.K. the enclosed
letter from the Australian Cotton
Growers' Association will prove. I sent
them a sample from a ratoon bush, as I
wanted the seed for planting and wanted
their eonfirmation of my good opinion of
this particular type for future planting.
Well. I think anvone will admit that
their field officer’s reply on this cotton 1is
favourable. Mr. R. Bovd (who, by the
way. is a member of the Council of
Agriculture) got some samples and sent
to the * Cotton Farmer.” also ratoon. I
enclose their reply as well. That it was
all ratoon in samples sent away my
neighbours can vouch for.

“ My personal opinion is that any legis-
lation of a prohibitive nature is prema-
ture at this stage, with the meagre
evidence against ratoon. If it can be
definitely proved that it is detrimental
to the industry, why, of course, away
with it; but at present it looks like
killing a suve thing. You'll notice that
Mr. Powell says that the samples sent
him would bring from 1d. to 2d. per lb.
more on the Liverpool market than the
standard grade of American ¢ middling.’
That is not too bad for ratoon, and
should make our legislators pause and
consider a bit hefore they pass it oub
altogether.”’

The samples sent by this gentleman can be
vouched for by neighbours in his district.
Mr. Bovd sent his samples to the ‘ Cotton
TFarmer,” and this is the reply from Mr.
Powell, who was not informed what the
samples were—

“In reply to your letter of the 16th
instant re samples of cotton which arrived
here to-day.
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“ Sample No. 1.—Grown from mixed
gsced varicties, probably a mixture of
¢ Peterkin’ and ‘ Russell’ Length of
fibre about % inch. Good durable cotton,
exceptionally strong. I would consider
that this cotton would be classed on the
Liverpool market as ‘strict good midd-
ling’—that is, bringing about 1d. per Ib.
more than the standard grade of Ameri-
can ‘middling.

* Sample No. 2.—This is exceptionally
long in length, but not very uniform
and not as strong as sample No. 1. Tt is
a hybrid cotton, possibly of Durango
or Pima extraction. 1 should think
this cotton, owing to its exceptional
length, lustre, and silkiness, would bring
about 2d. per Ib. above American
¢ middling.”

The Minister quoted experiences in Egypt.
I have here the opinion of Mr. L. C. Atkins,
the Egyptian expert of the British Cotton
Growing Association—the field supervisor
quoted by the Minister. Mr, Fredriksen sent
iwo samples of second-year ratoon to the
British-Australian Cotton Association,
Limited, for their opinion, and this is the
reply from them, signed by Mr. Atkins
himself—

“We are in receipt of your letter of
the 3rd March, also of two samples of
cotton. The cream-coloured cotton be-
longs to the Egyptian type, and probably,
owing to continuous cross-fertilisation
with the Upland types of cotton, has

deteriorated greatly from the pure
original type. We would certainly not
advise you to grow this cotton. The

sample of white cotton, on the other
hand. is an ideal one for Queensland,
and iz almost identical with the Durango
variety of Upland cotton that we intend
to grow in this country. It has a good
bloom and colour, good texture and
strength, and has a fibre length of 1} in.
There is an unlimited demand for this
quality of cotton on the markets of the
world, and it is a very desirable one to
grow. We would certainly advise vou to
keep the seed from this cotton and plant
it out separately, at least half a mile
from any other cotton.” '

There is a recommendation from Mr. Atkins
in favour of second ratoon cotton, and he
advises this farmer to nlant the seed, as it
will propagate rapidly; but this Bill is going
to prevent him from doing it. Mr. Atkins
further says—

“In the TUnited States of America
there are over 100 distinet varieties of
Upland cotton grown, and these varieties
have all been brought up by selection of
seed, and thiz is practically the only
method of improving the variety and
quality of the coiton in any country.

“We are very glad to hear that you
intend to carry out this selection of seed
on your place, and any assistance or
information that we can give you we will
be only too glad to do so. We would
also like to hear the result of your next
season's experiment in this way.”

There is evidence with regard to cotton
grown by an experienced man, who has been
engaged in cotton-growing for twenty years,
previously having grown it in America, on
the Texas border. Cotton has been sent by
bhim to Mr. Atkins, who claims that it is a
most desirable cotton to grow, and he com-

1923—5F

[11 OCTOBER.]

Cotton Industry Bill. 160F

mends its length, texture, and colour, and
is so pleased with it that he asks him not to
lose this variety, although it is in the third
vear of its growth. This Bill prevents a
farmer from planting any other seed than
that supplied by the Department of
Agriculture. I have = lot more evidence
of growers which I propose to give to_the
House, and also evidence with regard to
the actual returns received by growers last
vear. These returns will show the difference
between the ratoon cotton and seed cotton
growing in a paddock alongside.

The Dalma Scrub Local Producers’ Associa-
tion have compiled quite a lot of
cvidence in support of ratooning,
and, after the conference with
the Minister, when the Minister got their
case and would not give his, they forwarded
it to the Country party, and have also sent
a copy to their member. They give actual
results which have been achieved by practi-
cal men by ratooning—not something which
might be done, but something which actually
has been done. The following are experi-
ences of Dalma Scrub growers:—

[7 p.m.]

Per acre.

£ s d.

Mr. J. C. N. Fullerton in 1923—

2.629 Ib. annual cotton off

8 acres, equal to 328 lb.

per acre ...

1,000 1b. ratoon coiton off 1

acve, equal to 1,000 lb.

per acre ... .

M. G. McGregor in 1923—
300 1b. annual cotton off 15
acres, equal to 20 Ib. per

acre ... 08 2
4,480 1b. ratoon cotton off 7
acres, equal to 640 1b.

per acre ... .. 1413 4
Myr. E. Harding in 1922—

560 1b. of annual cotton off

8 acres, equal to 70 lb.

per acre .. L. 112 1
8,960 1b. ratoon cotton off

10 acres, equal to 896 lb.

per acre ... ...2010 8

Those are facts which, coming from practical
men, must lead the Government to a realisa-
tion that behind this advocacy of ratooning
there is something more than a merc care-
less hope—something more than a laziness
on the part of the farmers—as was suggested
br one of the experts in the report read out
by the Minister. Iere we have actual proof,
with the names of the farmer, that last
vear £1 12s. 1d. an acre was received for
secdling cotton off one part of a farm and
£95 10s. 8d. an acre for ratcon cotton off
ancther part of the same farm, both crops
being grown under the same climatic con-
ditions and rainfall, and the seed cotton
being sent to the British-Australian Cotton
Association, who did not know that any cof
it was not the best in the world.

What were Mr. Crompton Wood’s first
statements when he arrived here, and what
was his reference before he left? When he
first came he said that the Australian cotton

had made such a name on the DBritish
market that this country was_ worthy of
a visit, and worthy of the British

people’s best endeavours to further extend
operations so that they could get plenty of
that same good cotton. It was not until he
was here several days that he found out that
included in that same good cotton was
ratoon cotton. Mr, James McNeil, for the

My, Corser.]
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1921-1922 cotton crop, obtained 1.680 lb. off
Pl acres, being 210 per acre, returning
£ 15s. an acre. That was obtained from
scedling cotton. From the ratoon crop in
1922-1923 he obtained 1.008 1b.. being 126 Ib.
an acre, returning £28 17s. 6d. There we
have a statement of a man obtaining £4 15s.
per acre for seedling cotton and £28 17s. 6d.
per asre from ratoon cotton the same year,
under the same climatic conditions and
on the same farm. Surely this evidence
is something more than piffle! Surelv this
%Hustra.tl.on of what a farmer is recciving
i3 suflicient evidence that we should look
to it to bring about mnot only the desires
of the farmers but the successiul cultivation
and the profitable growi of this crop.
That is what we are out for. That is what
we should pin ourselves to. This return per
acre i3 worked out on a basis of 55d. per lb.
for both anuual and ratoon cotton. which is
essential when we are looking for an average

price. Tt has been stated that the cost of
cultivation is much greater with annual
cotton than with ratoon cotton. I have here

2 comparison made by the Dalma Local Pro-
ducers’ Association, showing the cost of pro-
ducing a crop of annual cotton and a crop
of ratoon cotton off 10 acres. That state-
ment shows the cost of cultivation for secd-
iing cotton—

d.
“ Talling scrub at £1 15s.
per acre ... .. .. 17100
Stacking and burning tim-
ber at 15s. per acre 7106 0
Plain wire 116 0
Wire ... .. 1318 0
Erection of fence .. .. 118 0
{'otton seed ... .. 0 6 3
Planting. four days at 13s.
per day .. 212 90
Thinning cotton, six davs at
13s. per day .. ... 318 ¢
Hand chipping, forty days
at 13s. per dar ... .. 2 00
£75 10 3”7

‘The following shows the cost of cultivation
for the ratoon crop:—

£ s d
“ Destroying previous vear’s
bushes, twelve days at
13s. per dav .. Tl 0
Tirst chipping, thirty days
at 13s. per day ... .. 1910 0
Second  chipping, fwenty
days at 13s. per day 13 00
£40 6 07

There we have £40 6s. for ratoon cotton as
against £75 10s. 3d. for seedling cotton, show-
ing that nobody can say that a considerable
amount of work is not put in by the hoe. It
is the hoe alone that can be used on such
land. Most of the work has got to be done
with the hoe. Here we have fiftv days’ work
at 13s. per day. Is all that work to be lost
to those who want work, and is the farmer
going to be prevented from carrving out
his_operations in the way that he «desires
and in the way that experience has shown
him is the best in this country, and in
a way x_vhlch practical experience has not
“proved is wrong. and in a way in which
" the return is going to give him the greatest
- amount of money ? " After considering the cost
- of labour in felling and stacking unburnt
- timber, fencing, planting. and hand-chipping.
-and considering that a crop may be a partial
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or total failure through lack of rain at the
right time. one crop 1z not sufficient induce-
ment to a farpier to grow cotton. The Min-
ister made some statement as to the cost of
cultivation some time ago, but he did not
quote anvthing of that naturve in favour of
ratoon cotron.

I find, too. that Mr. A. S. Bailey. of
Capella. in 1917. secured first prize in Rock-
hampton, and the following ycar he took
both the first and second prizes with ratoon
cotton, and the judszes did not know that ir
was ratoon cotton. The cotton, which was
the first picking as annual, went 600 1b. to
the acre. aud this sear, which has been a
very dry one, the same area has vielded
1.500 1. to the acre first ratoon, while his
annual crop for the vear wiil only yield
300 1b. io the acre. That shows the differ-
ence should a farmer meet with a bad season.
Mr. James Coombs, of Capella, said—

¥ sent two samples of three-vear-old
grown ratoon cotton to the Clermont
Agriculinral Show, and it was gwarded
first and second prizes. Then I mixed the
two samples togeiher and I sent it to the
Brisbane Exhibition. where it was
awarded frst prize and also a special
ize az Lhe Dbes«t cotion grown in the
Domirzions.”

Mr. ELLO: Who was the judge? That
is good cvidence.
Mr. CORSER: I do not know, but the

judge was of the opinion that it was the best
cotton grown within the British Dominicns.

Mr. (‘'oombs submitted that statement, and
it has the halllmark of the Central Queens-
land District Council of Agriculture, so
it is authentic. We must remember with

ard  to the gentiments and ¢pinions
ressed Ly Americans, South Africans, the
English weavers, and the experts who have
come out to Australia, that the strongest
case the Minister put forward in his argu-
ment against ratoon cotton was. that put
forward by (olonel Evans. Who is this
gentleman? He is a gentleman with the
highest credentials—z gentleman of honour
and integrity—but at the same time he is a
man who is out here in the pay of the
Fmpire Cotton Corporation and weavers in

Britain. The British cofton interests pay
him to-day. and attached him to _the
Department of Agriculture. He is here

doing his duty and expressing the same
sentiments ss the master of the cotton dele-
gation, Mr. Crompton Wood. He is using
absolutely the same vxpressions as were made
use of by Mr. Crompton Wood. Why should
we brush aside all the expressions of opinion
by our growers and tueir experiences and say
that we are doing something detrimeatal to
the interests of Queensland when we accept
their practical opinions and will not accept
the opinions of the gentleman who is not
only in the pay but was sent here by manu-
facturing interests. We should not consider
him. I have a letter here from Mr. Earle, for
the Prime Minister of the Commonwealth,
addressed to the member for Wide Bay in
the Federal House of Representaiives. I
made some inguiries through him myvself,
and this letter, which is dated 22nd August,
1923, states—

Tt is understood that the corpora-
tion is arranging for the services of an
expert adviser to bs made available to
the Queensland Government, cnd it has
been suggested to the corporation that
this expert might be given authority to
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for cotton-
interested

also inspect lands suitable
growing in the other States
in the matter.” :
Since that time Colonel Evans has visited
North Quecusland, the Northern Territory,
New South Wales, and Melbourne. A
few months ago the Secrctavies for
Avriculture  of the various States met
in conference in Melbourne to decide upon
policy for cotton-growing in Australia.
Who was the 10171G~o'1rqt1\c of the Depart-
moent of Agriculture in Queensland? Not
the Minister. not a farmier—or the Coun-
cil of Agrieulture—bhut (folonel ]Tvmc, He
repres sented the cotton intercsts of this State
at that conierence. He did not dictate the
ierms to cnsure the iransport of our cotion
overseas but the terms under which growers
shall be allowed to grow their cotton. That
is not right or fair. Sesing that we have a
Council of Agriculture established to look
after the interests of the man on the land
nd the development of his industries,
ﬂhould we send a man who was sent to Dris.
bane by the Empire Cotton Growing Corpora-
tion down to Melbourne 1o say how we should
grow cotton, what variety should be
what staple. and under what regul
I sav “ No.” 1t is for hon. membm~ to look
at the Bill from a a non-party point of view,
and look, first of all, to the interests of the
producers. 1f the Goverument are xot going
1c make it possible for the growers to get a
fair return from their labour, they are not
going to make a success of cotton-growing in
Queensland. If we fail in our em.caxour to
make a success of cotton- mo\nng in Aus-
tralia, we are going to do a very harmful
thing to the Empire. It is for us to seek
v'h"xt is payable; we must consider it from
a payable basis or not a: all.
Me. Kirwax: What about the question of
market for ratoon cotton?

Mr. CORSER: I shall come to that later.
Lot me ask the hon. member for Brisbane
why he did not interest himself some months
ags and ask the Secretary for Agriculture
W hv he did not send an expert or soma:
representative of the growers to handle their
own stuff on the other side and to loock for a
market as an experiment? No, he wou'd not
do that. The whole of our cotton goes to
the British-Australian Cotton Association,
Limived, who are allied with British cotton
irterests on the other side. They haundis and
market the cotton. We are not going to
have successtul cotton production until the
man who grows it has a say in the handling
of it. Do we get a corporation of the wool
interests of the world to come here so that
we may hand our wool over to them, and
sav. “ You market the wool for us on the
other side”? No; we make them send their
LYers hme to compete in the open market.
> case is far different with cotton. and I
think 1t is a bad principle. The producer
should have an opportunity of controlling
and marketing his produce.

Mr. Kirwax: Does the hon.
fuveur selling cofton the same
sold 7

Mr. CORSER: I do not say that I do,
but I say that we should not give any people
this complete representaiion “of the grower
in selling his commodity wholesale.

Mr. Corrixs: The Federal member for
Wide Bay was lacking when the sugar ques-
tion was hefore the Foderal House.
© Mr. CORSER: The sugar-growers
say that. I have seen Tetters

momber
as wool is

did not
from sugar-
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growers and sugar-growers’ organisations
commending him for the stand lhe took.
OrrositioNn MeMBERS: Hear, hear!
CORSER: It is all very well for the
hon. member for Brisbane, who 1s not going
to grow cotton and whose people are not
going to grow it. We must look after the

people who are siruggling in a dry time
to-day, and whose ratoon cotton may still

be of great value to them. We are cutting
out the opportunity of allowing that ratoon
cotton to tide them over a (hv time. Let
us hear some other opinions regarding ratoon
cotton. I will read extracts from letters
written by Messrs. Cassidy and Monaghan,
Bajool—

““We have been growing cotton, both
plant and ratoon, in this locality for the
past four years, and have come to loock
on the ratoon as our greatest staudby,
for, no matter how dry the scason, ws
were always sure of a fair return. (I
may sir we have been doing all our
cotton-growing among the stumps in
fleahlv burnt_ serub =011} To cite this
vears experience alone: When the ban
was put on ratoon cotton last spring we
started to chop out a 10-acre block of
first-ycar ratoon which we had already
trimmed and chipped. When we had 4
acres cut out, owing to the dry scason
and the 3d. guavantce, we decided to let
the other 6 acres remain. When picking
time came. from the 6 acres of ratoon we
got 10 bales of cotton. and from the
4 acves cut out and replanted we got
half a bale. And certainly the bolls on
the ratoon were much larger and to the
lay eve appeared to ploducc a much
better quality of cotton. When you add
io this the expense of chopping out the
old bushes, replanting, and an cxpensive
chipping. which the ratoon didn’t require,
as it had developed sufficiently to smother
the growth of weeds which followed the
Christmas rain, you can sce why cotton-
growers are anxious to have the ratoon-
mg svstem continued.’

Mr. Nagle. Capella, says—

*“ My observations after sixteen years’
cxperience have led me to the opinion
that cotton from a first vear’s ratooning
shows no deterioration whatsoever.”

Sixteen years’ experience, and Australian
too! He goes on to say—

“ An experf to whom I have submitted
samples failed to discriminate between
first year’s ratoon cotton and plant
cotton. More particularly has this been
the case in respect of cottons produced on
the rich heavy soils of the Peak Downs dis-
trict, where the cotton plants do not make
very rapid growth in the scason after
planting, due no doubt to the not rapidly
responsive character of these heavy soils.
But the root growth once established, the
plants show a high degree of vigour,
producing not 0nl§ “ell grown plants,
but an abundunce of boll:. For this
reason the first year’s ratoon crop invari-
ably proves more productive than a plant
crop under the most favourable weather
conditions. In a secason of -scant or
irregular rainfall the plant crop is prac-
tically & failure, while a ratoonm crop
produces, if not a full crop, a very pro-
fitable return. This was very evident
this past scason, when the plant crop was
poor, the lint short of staple and some-
vhat dingy in colour. The ratoon crop

Corser.]
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vielded well, with lint of good staple,
and of good lustre.”

Me. F. 8. Daniels, Gindie, says—
“1 believe by condemning ratoon cotton
thex condemm the chance of growing

cotton in this {Capella) district, for the

seasons are too uncertain to enable a

start to be made with any certainty at

the right time of the year; and that is

a difficulty that can never be overcome.”
Mre. J. K. Stephenson, a cotton plantation
manager from America, said—

“In fact he did not hear anyone
suggest growing ratoon cotton to any
extent until he came to Queensland.”

M. M. H. P. Wynne. of Oldham, England,
when asked at a meeting of the Chamber
of Commerce at Toowoomba **if he believed
in ratoon cotton,” stated—

“0f all the spinners in Oldham there
were none who would make any differ-
ence between ratoon and any other.”

Neither could he. On 19th August, 1922, Mr.
Vernon, a field expert at Lismore, said—

“ Cotron is a perennial. Some people
thought it was an annual because in
America it was killed by the frost every
year. Here there was no frost to kill it.”

Then this is the statement of Mr. Vaughan,
a ficld expert of the department—

¢ The words * ratcon cotton’ were more
or less a misnomer. What many people
meant when they spoke of ratoon cotton
was standover cotton, His association
had always taken a strong stand against

ratoon cotton, because it had been
advised to do so by the United States
Department  of Agriculture and pro:

minent British spinners and cotton men.

Not the growers—not those who have had
experience in cotfon in Ausiralia of what
“ratoon” meant, but because they believed
it was standover cotton, 1 believe Mr.
Crompton Wood and Mr. Parker, when they
traversed the Wowan district and saw the
fields there of standover cotton, thought that
that was to be the ratoon cotton—that from
these old bu«;l(\ they were golng to pick
standover cotton and call it ratoon cotton.
Again—
* Mr. Davies expressed the opinion
that ratoon cotton was as good as plant

cotton.’
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: We have
onlv his word for that.
My, CORSER: I would take his word

before I wonld take the hon. gentleman’s—I
say that to the Minister without prejudice.

Mr. Norr: I defy the Minister or his
experts to show the difference.

Mr. CORSER: I never challenge any
statement quoted by the Minister, and I

resent the hen. gentleman questioning any
statement I quote. I alwavs quote the
remarks of honourable men, and I take the
names of the big men quoted by him as
honourable men. This is a statement by Mr.
Dyer, Capella—
“When the cotton delegation passed
through here last year Mr. Parker was
shown a sample of plant cotton and also
ratoon cotton. He was asked the value

of the plant cotton at that time and he
replied ‘14s.” He was then asked the
yzi,]zue of the ratoon cotton, and he replied

s

The SECRETARY FPOR AGRICTLTURE:
that ?

[Mr. Corser.

What is
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Mr. CORSER: “12s” are the grade he
put 1t in. It goes on to say—

“He had previously been told which
was ratoon and which was plant; fifteen
minutes later he was condommng ratoon
cotton in the strongest terms he could

express himself in, as being nearly
worthless, . .
“When the delegation landed in

Svduey, Mr. Crompton Wood was very
much concerned at being told that 75
per cent. of the Queensland crop was
ratoon. This ratoon was not kept
separate last year, yet we have heard noc
outcry about the inferiority of last
vear's crop.”’
Then we have the following  Special’ to
the ¢ Daily Mail” :—
“ '\Ianchester
“ Recently I have had an interview
with Mr. B. Crompton Wood, who is no
doubt well known to all interested in
growing the raw material in Queensland,
The whole of the Australian cotton crop
of last season, which amounted to about
3,000 bales, was used exclusively by two
well-known Lancashire spinning firms,
and Mr. Wood stated to me that the
results obtaine:l were more satisfactory,
principally so_with regard to the cotfon
grown from Durango, which is an im-
ported sced from the United States. The
cotton received in Lancashire was of long
staple and of excellent quality.”
That was the 1922 crop, which was very
largely ratoon cotton. That is some infor-
muation with regard to the attitude of those
who have condemned ratoon cotton, yet who
we find have been pleased to use it and
have given Australia a good name in con-
nection with it.

The Council of Agriculture was cstablished
to safeguard the industry, and a special
committee of the Council has decided that
ratoon cotton should stay until—what now is
advocated—proper experiments are carried

16th March.

out. It is an clected Council and not a
nominated one. It made a request for experi-
mental plots. The Central Queensland

Distriect Council of Agriculture resolved to
request the Government to appoint a Royal
Commission to inquire into the ratoon prob-
lem, and strongly urged the retention of
ratoon cotton to save the industry., The
Premier promised first to submit the resolu-
tion to the Council of Agriculture, but that
has not bern done.

Before dealing wwith that T must give some
further evidence as to the opinion of the
Central Queensland District Council of Agri-
culture, namelyv—

¢ This Dastrict Council places on record
its protest against the decision of the
Government ~—-
These are not a few growers, as stated by
the Minister. This is the resolution of the
Ceniral Queensland District Council of
Agriculture against the decision of the
Government t{o legislate to prevent the
ratooning of cotion wunder systematic
methods—
‘“as we hold the view that the demand
for such legislation is by restricted
interests and is not conducive to the
expausion of an industry which, given
sympathetic administration, glves promise
of becoming magnified by its Empire
importance . .
“ Further, this District Council, from
a close observation of the facts leadmg-
up to this decision, and having regard
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to the report of its representatives
attending the conference on the 15th
August, 1923, embracing comments on
the conduct of the Minister for Agri-
culture and the Director of the Council
of Agriculture thercat, is of opinion that,
for reasoms appended hereto, a Royal
Commission of Inquiry is desirable.”

The report of the rervesentatives attending
the conference included comments on the
conduct of the Seceretary for Agriculture
ard the Director of the Council of Agri-
culture. These gentlemen came right down
here to address them. What else do they

say—

“Despite the weoight of evidence
clearly favouring ratooning, the interests
of the farmers of Quecnsland have been
sacrificed in the interests of a dictatorial
combine,

“That the Government has failed in
its protection of the farmers’ interests
by accepting the bald statement that
ratoon cotton 1s not legal tender, and
neglecting to make early departmental
cfforts by way of an independent inquiry
following the despatch of trial consign-
ments 0 various markets of the world.

“ That the Government has no evidence
to prove that the ratooning we desire
encourages discases and pest infestation
more seriously than annual planting.

*“ The action of the Minister for Agri-
culture in holding aloof his anti-ratoon
evidence from a searching analysis by the
conference, and the fact that same
covered no  experience of svstematic
ratooning as applicable to Queensiand
climatic conditions; and the further fact
that the practical methods adopted in
our own scrub belts defied comparison
with the methods adopted in any other
part of the world, coupled with the rejec-
tion of the assurance by growers that they
conld profitabls—and would. if allowed—
produce ratcon cotion of a desirable
quality without any guarantee or support
from the Government; and. further, the
Minister’s refusal to submit the question
to a referendum of all growers, were
features of a narrowness of Ministerial
desirc to find a solution of the ratoon
problem.”

“ Under the circumstances this District
Council pledges itself to exhaust every
avenue of endorsement of its protest and
desire  for a Royal Commission of
Inquiry, and seeks the support of the
Council of Agriculiure and "all District
Councils in furtherance of its efforts to
give effect to such desire.”

[7.30 p.m.]

What do the local producers’ associations
say? I have here a list of opinions expressed
by a number of them in support of ratooning.
and to save time I ask that they be published
in “ Hansard 7 without the nccessity of my

reading them.

The SPEAKER : Is it the pleasure of the
House that the document be published in
“ Hansard ” without being read?
HoxoURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. CORSER : I thank the House for that

permission.

“ Ratroox CorToN.
““ LOCAL PRODUCERS’ ASSOCTATIONS’ VIEWS.
‘“ Marmor Local Producers’ Association.
—Ratooning prohibited and the serub far-
mer falls out of the business. The last
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two seazons have shown us that the plant
just pets to bearing stage and then the
cold woather sets in and no crop is
harvested, wherecas. if the plants were
ratooned a crop would be assured the
following ycar. Members state that
corton-growinrg will be vers limited if
ratoon cotton is condemned. Practically
all scrub farmers show a los: on new
burnt scrub. We wish  the delegates
success  and  await  the vesulis  with
interest.

“ Dalma Scrub Local Producers’ Asso-
ciation.—If legislation is introduced pro-
Libiting the ratooning of cotton, the
serub farmer will have no option but to
discontinue growing cotton. and scek
mere rewunerative emplovment.

“ Upper Tlam ILocal Producers” A
ciation.—That the District {(‘ouncil’s
actions in procuring cvidence in favour
of the growing of ratoon cotton is greatly
apprecilated.

“ Hourigan's (Creek Local Producers’
Association.—We approve of the intended
action of the District Council and special
cotton committee on the ratoon cotton
question at the forthcoming conforence.

¢ Calioran TLocal Producers’ Associa-
tion.—That the Government refrain from
passing legislation prohibiting the grow-
ing of ratoon cotton until such time as
the matter has been prominently discussed
by the Queensland Producers’ Associn
tion as a body, with a view to ascertait-
ing 1if it is in the interests of producers
to  have such legislation carried intp
effect.

“Yarwun Local Producers’ Associa-
tion.—That this branch supports the Dis-
trict Council and the ratoon cotton
investigating commitice in thelr move-
ments regarding ratoon cotton.

‘ Bouldercombe Loeal Producers’ Asso-
clation.—An interesting discussion took
place on the guestion of ratoon cotton,
at the conclusion of which it was decided
to give the subjeet our moral and finan-
cial support.

‘“ Rannes Local Producers” Association.
—DMost of the cotton grown in our locality
is on burnt scrub. which, if the growers
were compelled to destroy after harvest-
ing the annual crop, the expense involved
would induce or compel the farmers to
give up the industry of cotton-growing.

““ Marlborough Lotal Producers’ Asso-
ciation.—It is the opinion of this branch
that the ratoon cotton question be
thoroughly investigated and discussed by
local producers’ associations and the
Government before any legislation 1is
passed thercon.

‘¢ Dixie Local Producers’ Association.—
It was agreed to assist the District Coun-
cil in the ratoon cotton question.

“ Capeila  Local Producers’ Associa-
tion.-—It is recognised that ratooning is
vital to the industry in this district, as,
owing to the heavy nature of the soil
and usual lateness of storms, it is most
difficult 1o secure early germination, and
many vears like the last one will be lost
if annual planting is insisted upon.

“ Milman Local Producers’ Associa-
tion.—The action of the council to estab-
lish a case for ratoon cotton is approved
of by this association.

My, Corser.]
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“ Murray's Creek Local Producers’
Association.—~Weo are with you entirely
in the action you arve taking in this
matter, and trust that your efforts will
cventually be successful.

“ Ridgelands Local Producers’ Asso-
ciation.—This branch upholds the cfforts
of the cotion committee in its endeavours
to further the ratoon question, and this
bravch gives our unauimous support to
the delegates on the fortheoming con-
{zvence ol growers.

Buncru Local Producers’ Association.
—That this Local Producers’ Assoclation
cansziders that ratooning cotton will not
enccurage posts provided it is cut down
snd burnt, and offers financial assistance
to the District Council in the question.

“ Nerimbera Local Producers’ Asso-
ciation.—Decided that we support the
District Council in its fight for ratoon
cction -

* (omet Local Producers’ Association.
-~After a lengthy discussion on the above
question, members are of the opinion
that, owing to the uncurtain seasons in
Central Western Queensland and the
trouble of germination, cotton will not
L a success here unless ratoon cotton is
allowed. Plant cotton on virgin soil has
been attacked by pests here this season,
vet ratoon cotton from the previous year
was {ree of pests. Trusting you will do
vour utmost in favour of ratoon.

“ Boolburra Local Producers’ Associa-
tion.—That we support the question of
ratoun cotton.

“ Parmova ZLocal Producers’
tion.—Financial support
ratooning.

*“ Pheasant Creek Local Producers
Association.—Financial support to help
protect the ratoon.

.*“Don River Local Producers’ Associa-
tion.—Financial support in the interests
of ratoon.

“ Dululun Loeal Producers’ Association.
—That the District Council try and get
the Government to allow growers to
ratoon cotton.
| Struck 01l Local Producers’ Associa-
ticn.—That we assist the Central Queens-
tand Ratoon Corton Committee 1in its
investigations in support of ratoon cotton.

* Alma Creck Local Producers’ Asso-
ciation.—That we assist the cotton com-
mittee in their efforts in regard to the
ratoct cotton question.

Y Calmorin Local Producers’ Associa-
tion.—That we support the District Coun-
cil in its efforts to establish a case for
ratoon.”

The Secretary for Agriculture in the course
of his speech this afterncen asserted that I
made a vicious attack on the Premier, and
he asserted that the Premier had stated
that the British Cotton Growing Association
had limited their guarantee to £10,000. I
challenge the Minister to prove his assertion
that I made any attack at all or to show
that I am wrong. He said that * Hansard”
would show. Well, let me quote “Hansard.”
On 28th September, 1921, as reported on
page 966 of * Hansard” for that year, I am
reported as having asked the Premier:—

‘1. What offer has been received by
the Government from, or an agreement
made with, British cotton interests
regarding a guarantee on Quesnsland
cotton crops?

[Mr, Corser.

Associa-
in defence of
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“2. For what period does such agree-
ment hold good, and what {¢) maximum
or () minimun: price for Queensland-

grown cotton has been offered from
oversea ?”’

To that the Premier replied—
“1. No offer was reccived. but th=
Agent-General made an arrangement
whereby the British Cotton Growers

Association guarantec a price.
“2. Five years from Ist January,

19205 (2) no maximum; (b)) 1s. 6d. per

Ib. (sea-freights and insurance parable

by the British Cotton Growers’ Associa-

tion) for cotion lint of good quality.”
Tion. members will notice there is no vefer-
cnce to a £10,000 limit. This afterncon the
Minister said that the first offer they got
was for Is. 3d. per lb., and they did not take
it.  That veply says no offer was made.
There is no £10.000 limit mentioned there.
1 have quoted all the answer of the Premier
—the first announcement made in Queensland
with respect to the first guarantee, and
challenge the Minister to produce anything
carlier.

Mr. Braxp : There is nothing about ratoon-
ing cither.

Mr. CORSER : No. That was a guarantce
for coiton; and they got the cotton, and it
was chiefly ratoon cotton. The next year the
Minister said, ¢ There will be no guarantee
this year. It was subject to a limit of
£10,000, and that is exhausted.” Naturally
I stand on my dignity and demand why the
Premier did not say so before.

The Secrerary FOR MiNes: You stood on
vour dignity about the arsenic.

Mr. CORSER: I stood on my dignity, and
I put the hon. gentleman where he ought to
be. {Opposition laughter.) We could have
fed hon. members on that arsenic and it
would not have killed them, I said it was
17 per cent. arsenic, and the Minister found
out afterwards that it was only 14 per cent.
arsenic, although he told me that it was
90 per cent. He got it conveyed to Brisbane
by the police and he was bowled out.

The SECcrReTaRY ror MINEs: You cannct
complain of the quality, quantity, or price
of any of the arsenic that went into your
clectorate.

Mr. CORSER : T did not, but the Rawbelle
Shire Council did, and the Minjster knows
it. He said, “ We wiil send you no more.”
(Opposition laughter.)

But let me get back to the question of the
cobton guarantee. I will now read what the
Minister says is my vicious attack on the
Premier over the first guarantee. On page
262 of “ Hansard” for 1922 I am reported
as having asked the Chief Secretary—

“1, In view of his answer to my cues-
tion on 28th September, 1921, contained
in ¢ Hansard,” voiume 137, page 966”—

The question I have just quoted—
“that an arrangement has been inade
between the Agent-General and the
British Colton Growers’” Association,
whereby that Association guaranteed a
minimum price of Is. &d. per Ib. (sea
freights and insurance payable by the
Association) for cotton lint of good
quality, for five years from lst January,
1920, how can he reconcile this state-
ment with—
(a) His answer to my question this
week—zthat the agreement with the
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British Cotton Growers’ Association
was limited to a risk of £10.000, which
limit had already been reached?

{6) His statement made in Perth on
. his return to Australia on 3rd Septem-
ber. 1920—that an offer had been made
bv the Empire Cotton Growers' Assccia-
tion of a guaranieed minimum price
for cotton lint, and mnegotiations were

still in progress when he (Myr, Theo-

dore) left England?

i} His statement in Melbourne on

Bth September, 192C (published in the

Brisbane Pres: of 9th September)—

that sinee his arrival he (Mr. Theo-

dove) had been met in Adclaide br
the Hon. W, McCermack and had been
advized that the Association had now
indicated 1its willingness to guarantee

a minimum price of 1s. 6d. per lb. for

goced, clean lint, the guaraniee io

operate for five vears?

* 2. If this agreement existed, where is
it now "’

Nothing about £12,000 anywhere there!
There 1s evidence of another crror.

The SECRETARY I'OR AGRICULTURE interjected.

Mr. CORSER : I say that the Premier did
rot state that there was a limit, and the
Minister is not going to shuffle in his mis-
statements in that way. He said that the
Premier had stated that there was a £10,000
limit.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
he did.

Mr. CORSER: There is his statement in
“ Hansard,” his statement in Melbourne, and
his statement at Perih, and in none of ihem
did he say that the guarantee was sukject
to a limit of £10,000. It was after the season
of 1921 had passed that he said, * No guaran-
tee this yvear because it was subject to a
£10.000 Iimit.” It was then the Common-
wealth Government came in, the Minister
says, but as a matter of fact I have proof
here that the Federal Government were
negotiating before Mr, Crompton Wood came
here at all. I have here a letter from the
Prime Minister’s Department, Melbourne,
dated 28nd August, 1922—

‘““I have vour letier of 28th July re-
garding particulars of the gnarantee to
cotton-growers in  Ausiralia = by the
Empire Cotton Growing Corporation. In
repiy I desire to inform vou that as the
cutcome of representations which have
been made, it is hoped the Corporation
will co-operate with the Commonwealth
Government in is efforts to obtain the
desired guarantee. In order to secure
the co-operation of the Corporation and
stimulate the promotion of this enter-
prise, the Commonwealth Government has
extended an invitation to that bLody to
send an expert to Australia to discuss the
possibilities of cotton-growing and to
advise the Government generally in the
matter.

. ‘“1t is understood that the Corporation
is arranging for tne services of an expert
adviser to be made available to the
Queensland Government, and it has been
suggested to the Corporation that this
expert might be given uauthority 1o zlso
inspect lands suited for cotton-growing in
the other States interested in the matter.

“ Three accredited delegates represent-
ing a large and influential section of
Lancashire cotten manufacturers have

And so
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also been invited to visit Australia to
discuss fully the details of a. proposed
scheme to manufacture cotton goods from
Australian cotton and to erect mills in
Australia. The matter and extent of the
Commonwealth’s participation in  the
guarantee has nct yet been finalised.”
That shows that arrangements were being
made with this influential section of Lanca-
shire manufacturers. It is this influential
section  of Tancashire manufacturers who
have advized the Government to put their
ban on ratoon cotton, and the Governmens
have done so without listening to the
farmers, and without considering Australian
conditions.

Mr. Kmrway: Who asked them to come
out here?
Mr. CORSER: The Commonwealth Go-

vernment. Yet the Secretary for Agriculture
says that his Govermnent alone were respon-
sible for propagating this great cotton busi-
ness in Australia. and that no credit is due
to the Commonwealth Government, who are
paving half the guarantec in every State
of the Commonwealth. The credit is due
to the farmers who grow the cotton. I give
credit to the British delegation for coming
out here, but I am not going to forget ta
give credit to one man, who right along has
contended that cotton could be grown, and
that is Mr. Daniel Jones.

OrrositioN MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. CORSER: If there is one man who
was able to speak right out, and who has
been an cneyelopedia on the possibilities of
cotton-growing 1a Australia right along the
line when people have gone out of the in-
dustry because there was no market, and when
the whole world was looking towards Aus-
tralia for cotton, it is Mr. Danicl Jones, who
kept pace with the whole matter, and could
place his finger on the possibilities of cotton-
growing, not only in one little centre but
throughout Quecensland and Australia. He is
sccond fo no man in his experience and as
an expert so far as Queensland conditions are
concerned, as a practical ratoonist, and as a
man with practical knowledge who is out in
the interests of cotton, the Empire, and
Queensland. We are very lucky to have him,
and it is a pity that the Government did nok
weigh in the scales his argument and experi-
ence as well as the experience of big experts
who may come from other parts of the world.
The Minister says that Mr. Jones cannot he
considered an expert. He would not be con-
sidered as an expert for one reason, and that
is because he does not pockei the big screws
that the big experts do. If he pocketed those
big amounts he would be called an expert,
and as such he would be recognised.

OprosiTioN MeMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. CORSER : It appears that for the 1922
crop the growers were advanced £86,064 for
3.755,526 1b., which is equal to 54d. per lb.
The Govermment sav that of this amount
they have lost £70.000. How this was done
seems to be very peculiar. The Government
got 3755526 Ib. of seed cotton, and they
ginned 1,251,842 1b., costing £6,520, and_at
1s. 6d. per 1b. in London that would realise
£93.876. The freight on that amount was:
£2.513, making a total cost of £9.033, leav-
ing the total amount secured £84,843. Cottow
in London was selling at 1s. 10d. per lb., so
that 1s. 6d. is a low estimate, and added to
that is the value of 1,117 tons of seed. whick
at £10 per ton make another £11,170, or a

Mr. Corser.)
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fetal of £96,013. How the Government can
claim that they have lost under the guarantee
I am at a loss to know. The Government are
providing that the Association is to receive a
further benefit in respect of the price at

[ASSEMBLY.]

Cotton I'ndustry Bill.

which it will get the cotton seed, which will
be to the detriment of the grower. The
following sets out the ginning charges offset
against value of sced TUpland cotion in
Amerlca:

State. No.of | Costof Ginning Value of Grower’s Credit or
¢ Records for ! One Ton of Lint. Two Tons of Debit.
| Ginning. Seed.
Average. £ s.d. £ s.d. ! £ s d.
Texasg X 146 712 0 816 0 Cr. 14 0
Ax:katns_as. . 83 512 0 9 8 0 Cr. 316 0
Mississippi .. 78 5 2 0 10 0 0 Cr. 418 ¢
Georgm. . 201 415 0 1018 0 Cr. 8 8 0
8. Carolina . . 150 4 5 0 910 0 Cr. 5 5 0
Alabama . 153 4 4 0 11 0 0 Cr. 6 16 0
Average . 1 5 9 0 918 0 | €. 4 0 0
Australia .. 11 13 4 9 6 8 Dr. 21 96 0
Mr. Kmwax: What did the Governor of the rate of 9 lb. for 1d. I think that hon.

North Carolina say to the Governor of South
Carolina? (Laughter.)

Mr. CORSER: T will tell the hon. member
what he said. He said * Do unto others as ye
would they should do unto you.” I hope that
the hon. member for Brisbane will remember
that when he is in the Chair. (Laughter.)
When the farmer puts his seed cotton on the
train he loses control of it, and the Associa-
tion are going to get the seced in it for £1
per ton, yet the average price throughout
the world is £4 16s., which the farmers by
the agreement are going to lose. That is
the agreement.

Mr. CosTELLO : What would he have to pay
when he bought the seed back?

Mr. CORSER: He would have to pay &d.
per lb.,, whereas the Association gets it ab

‘1. Without regard to the valuc of the seed.

members will agree that things are not all
that thev might be under the agreement, so
far as the farmers are concerned. The fol-
lowing shows the analysis of the profit and
loss account from a reply to question (a) of
a serics of questions submitted by the Central
Queensland District Council of Agriculture,
and replied to by the Department of Agri-
culture. This document will take a con-
siderable time to read, and I ask permission
to have it inserted in ¢ Hansard.”

The SPEAKER: Is it the wish of the
House that the hon. member bhe allowed to
insert the document in *° Hansard 7

HoxotvrasLe MrevBERS: Hear, hear!
Mr. CORSER:

their permission.

I thank hon. members for
I hope the Government

—_ Sold in Sold in To als and

Anustralia. LEngland. Averages.
Lint, Ibs. . 54,000 |
Amouunt realised .. £3,240 !
Axverage price per 1b, gross . 14144, |
Charges, insurance, brokerage, &ec. £169 I
Charges per 1h. of lint .. 0-74d. ‘
Average net price of lint .. .. 13-40d. |
Per cent. of charges to total gross return 520 |

‘2. Taking value of seed into account, for which the grower has not been credited, and allowing 1d. per lb.
the price charged to him for seed purposes) on the basis of two pounds of seed to one of lint, the charges work

out as follows :—

On Lint Sold in | On Lint Sold in Totals and

Australia. i Lngland. ’ Averages.
‘Charges .. £160 | £11,925 | £12,104
Ada value of seed £325 ! £5,046 : £5,371
Totals .. . £404 . £16,071 | £17.565
"Total charges per 1b. of lint .. .. .. ol 2-164d. 3-36d. ' 2-33d,
Per cent. of charges to total return ool 21-51 l 21-36
i H
| i

|
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i

will set aside all prejudice and party feeling
in discussing this matter.

.The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I would
Tike to have an opportunity of reading your
irresponsible speech in * Hansard” and
veplying to it.

[Mr. Corser.

Mr. CORSER: That would be more than
I would care about doing with the hon.
gentleman’s. The Minister was not respon-
sible enough to make a speech.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber has exhausted the time allowed him under
the Standing Orders.
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Mr. MAXWELL (Zoowong): I beg to
move— :
“That the hon. member for Burnctt be

granted an extension of time.”

Question put and passed.

Mr. CORSER: In reply to the Minister, I
would like to ray that I am responsible for
my remarks, but he is not responzible for his.
My remarks are made in the interests of ho
growers and the $State, and arve not the
remarks that have been compiled by the big
interests. That is one thing I am pleased
to say. The remarks made by the big
experts arc in one direction; bur I look at
this matter from an Australian point of view.
I am_sorry that the Minister cannot on any
cceasion deal with a matter from a broad
point of view when he cannot get his own
way. Hvery time he is beaten he shows the
white feather. He also turns up pretty dirty.

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

Mr. CORSER: I will go back to the state-
ment I was making when the Minister inter-
jected. I trust that this marter will be
locked at from a non-party point of view,
and from the point of view not only of the
cotton-weaving interests in Britain—although
not excluding that view—but also from
the intevests of the people here in Aus-
tralia, to whom we musi look if we are going
to make the industry a success. We must
remember that, if we do not satisfy the
growers and make it possible for them to get
a yleld, we shall not make a success of the
industry. The Minister does not understand
the demand of the growers in Central Qucens-
land—and. in fact, of the growers of Queens-
land generally—for facilities to grow ratoon
cotton on scientific lines and under intense
cultivation, and the fact that they are guided
by an experience that the Minister has not
got and never will have. All we ask for
those growers. who with their wives and
families have passed through dry times and
times of hardship but experience. is that the
crop which has been established by them-
selves and their families, and which they have
not received payment for, should be allowed
to follow its coutse in nature and yield to
them a reward for their labours. They have
proved conclusively that something can be
grown successfully in Queensland which can-
not be grown in any other part of the world,
and that is good rafoon cotton. The Minister
will find that out if he will take the pains to
look at the other side of the argument to
that which he is Jooking at the present time.
I wurge that before ratooning iz doomed
experiments along the lines desired by
growers should be properly carried out.

OrposiTioN MEeMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. PETERSON (¥ormanby): The argu-
ment with regard to ratoon cotton has been
from the point of view of the buyer, but I
wish to look at it from the aspect of how it
concerns the interests of the growers in
‘Central Queensland and not from a political
aspect. The desire is not to make political
capital to the advantage of any party, for
the simple reason that the District Council
of Agriculture in Central Queensland, or the
majority of them, are supporters of the
present Government. As supporters of the
present Government, the Council are asking
the Government to step in and assist them in
the passage of this measure,

I will deal with the general provisions of
the Bill later. but for the moment I intend
‘to digress and go straight on to the question
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of ratoon cotton. The Minister seemed to
be obsessed with the idea that those who
favour ratoon cotton are demanding from
the Government something for nothing. I
wish to state emphatically, speaking an
behalf of the cotton-growers of Central
Queensland, that their desire is to be per-
mitted to grow ratoon cofton without any
assistance from the Government in any shape
or form. Ther are asking for nothing, and
surely when a body of men who have such
faith in their own interests

Mr. Hartiey: What about their markets?

Mr. PETERSON: 1 am coming to the
question of markets.

Mr. Harreey : Thev are asking the Govern-
nient to market for them.

Mr. PETERSON: They are not. I am
going to show later on that they do not
ask the Government to find a market for
them. I listened very carefully to the lucid
address of the Minister, and I sympathise
with him for the trying time which he has
undoubtedly gone through, and the great
effort he put forward this afternoon in speak-
ing for a considerable time. ¥e has my
svmpathy and the sympathy of all hon.
members on this side of the House, He
will agree that he was given a very good
hearing. I paid particular attention to the
evidence adduced by him to show that ratoon
cotton should be condemned. He submitted
evidence from certain prominent gentlemen
from overseas, but, if hon. members look
threugh every particle of it-—through, under,
and over it—the conclusion that they must
arrive at is that the statements of those
gentlemen can be boiled down to this—

“We object to ratoon cotton being
mixed with plant cotton.”

Nobody objects to the Lancashire people
or the people on the other side objecting to
mixing plant cotton with ratoon cotton.
That is the basis of the argument against
ratoon cotton. Now, the settlers in the Dalma
Scrub. the settlers in Central Queensland
and elsewhere, are not asking that ratoon
cotton should be mixed with plant cotton;
but they are asking this Legislature not
tc place an embargo on their growing
ratoon cotton and saying that they will
find their own markets for it. It is a
diabolical principle to introduce in any Bill
where farmers are to be told what to grow,
where to grow it, and all the rest of it.
When the Government pay a guarantee,
undertake the markefing arrangements, and
undertake to enter into contracts with the
British Cotton Growing Association, then
they have some grounds for making stipula-
tions. But when a body of men say they
arc prepared to grow a certain class of
cotton without any assistance from the
Government, and submit evidence that the
arguments brought against them are in-
correct. the Government should play fair
and give them a trial at growing ratoon
cction for two vears. 'The Minister first
bLrought forward the argument that it would
not be salable. That is the case of the
spinners when plant and ratoon cofton are
mixed. Their objection to it is because the
texture would not be of sufficient strength.
When the Minister was twitied on the allega-
tion that ratoon cotton bred pests, he replied
that even if it did not breed pests the pests
settled in the roots.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
that they hibernaied in the roots.

Mr. Peterson.]

I said
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Mr. PETERSON: If the Minister will
remember the time when he went through
the Dawson Valley with the Cotton Delega-
tion, and I went over the Dawson Valley and
other parts of Central Quecnsland—practi-
cally two-thirds of the district—during last
cotton scason, he will recollect that the pest
in the cotton was the corn grub. If the argu-
ment of the Minister is that any cotton-
growing association has the right to =ay
what class of cotton should be grown, then,
as the hon. member for Burnctt said, the
people of Bradford should insist on only
merino wool being grown in Australia. We
have in Queensland about ten different
varieties of wool, and, as has already been
pointed out, there are purchasers for all
those wvarieties. The people of Bradford
might as well say that they will not take
werino wool because it creates blowflies as
for anyone else to say that they will not
take ratoon cotton hecausc it breeds pests.

The SkcRETARY FOr AGRICULTURE: I did not
say that.

Mr. PETERSON: No, because if it was
grown, markets would be established here
where buyers could come and buy.

Mr. HarTLEY : Wool buyers can buy every
class of wool, but you cannot classify ratoon
cotton and annual cotton.

Mr. PETERSON: I have samples of
ratoon and annual cotton here, and I defy
anyone to show the diffcrence.

Mpr, HamTiEY: That is what I say—vou
cannot tell the difference. That is what
causes the damage.

Hon. F. T. BrExyAN : And kills the market.

The SECRETARY For AGRICULTURE: The
machine will tell the difference.

Mr. PETERSON: The 1922 crop was
largely composed of ratoon cotton. The

Minister gave out enthusiastic reports which
ke had received on it from the other side of
the world. He did not condemn it then, bust
gave his meed of praiss to the standard and
height that the cotton industry had attained.

All 1 ask is that the Government, before
the Bill goes into Committee, will concede
the right to growers to grow ratoon cotion
for, say, a term of shree years. This would

give them an opportunity of
[8 p.m.] proving its worth wunder the
adverse conditions of to-day,

which have proved that plant cotton is a
failure. In the Centra! district last year
the farmers had a disasirous cotton scason.
I know of one man who had 16 acres, and,
owing to the pauecity of the rainfall, he
received only £9 from it. If that man had
been permitted to grow ratoon instead of
piant cotton, his crop would have broughi
in something in the vicinity of £180.

_If these people aro prepared to taks the
risk of growing ratoon cotton, why should the
Government object? 1 agree that the Go-
vernment have a perfect right, in launching
out upon such a big industry, to see that the
industry is established on a sound basis. At
the same time the Minister has not proved
his case up to the hilt even with regard to
the pests that attack the crop as a result of
ratoon cotton. In America they do not have
ratoon cotton, yet they have there the
greatest evil that has been found in the
industry—the boli weevil. If you had gone
through any of the cotton areas—and those
hon. gentlemen who went through last season

[Mr. Peterson,
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will bear me out in this—you must have
come to the conclusion that the plant cotton
was riddled with pests from end to end.
Why not condemn plant coiton and have
none at all if you arc going on the argwment
of pests?

The SecRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: [ said
that the pests—althcugh the expert: cited
that as a strong argument—was a secondary
argument. The market 13 the first.

Ar PRETERSCON : We can appreciate that
part of the Minister’s argument. Supposing
that pests are a secondary argument and that
marketing is the chief, these people are pre-
pared to talte the responsibility of finding
their own market. I will jog the Ministar’s
memory courtrously and ask if he does not
remember that I asked at the commouee-
ment of this session whethor his depavtmeat
had taken every opportunity of exploiting
the markets of Britain and Japan to ascer-
tain the possibilities of ratoon cotton.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTLTURE: We scnt
a censignment to Japan the other day.

Mr. PETERSON: The Minister replied
that everything had been done. Now we find
that only a few weecks ago he discovered that
evervthing had not been done and that he
has since sent consignments to the other side.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULITURE: If was a
promise made by the i'remier twelve months
ago.

Ar, PETERSON: I am veorv glad that the
Minister did that. 1 sm sovry that a disaster
has taken place in Japan, otherwise we might
have got word sooner as to the possibilities
of the cotton. To hoil down the facts, the
position is that growers in Central Queens-
land particularly, shere the rainfall is so
inadequare, as has been proved by the state-
ment of the hon. member for Burnett, can-
not hope te succced with cotton-growing
under the present conditions, which ban
ratoon cotton. I again repeat the argument,
and ask what need there is to oppose the
resolntion of these people when they are
prepared fo take the whole responsibility of
the growing and marketing of cotton under
the supervision of the Government? That is
a fair proposition, and the Minister will
surely consider it from a non-party point of
view and agree to try out the idea. He did
not even agree fo the principle of experi-
mental plots, which we consider would be
advantageous.

My next points are in connection with the
Bill itself.  Before going cn with thera I
desire to sav that I am of the opinion that
the restrictions in the Bill, particularly those
regarding ratoon cotton, will go a great deal
towards minimising the output of cotton this
vear. No grower will submit to those restric-
tions if he wishes to refain his decency as
a citizen of the State. I intend to enumerate
the various conditions in order to bear out
my contentions. First of all we find that the
Minister—though he may disagree with me—
tekes upon himself power to proclaim
throughout Queensland, through the Governor
ia Council, that immediately areas have heen
gazetted he may take over the whole of their
property from the farmers included in the
proclamation. He may say that the Bill does:
not mean that, but it distinctly shows in nne
clause that after the proclamation is issued
the Governor in Council can step in and {ake
away the man’s title to his property. The
Minister said that this Bill had been drafted
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in very clear language, but I think that
point should be made perfectly clear when
we go into Committee,

The next matter I complain of is the auto-
eratic powers to be given in the Bill. It
is intended to make eriminals of certain men
if they do not conform to the ideas of the
Minisfer. Ie may either impose imprison-
raent for twelve months or, if the man has
cnfﬁcv'onr money, he may be fined up to
£1,006 for not complymg with the regula-
tions. A tel 'gram or notice or scrap of paper
may be issucd that So-and-so has to hand
over everything to ihe Minister or his ser-
vants, and, if he does not carve to do that,
he receives either the imprisonment or the
fine. That iz a malicious principle. I agree
that where regulations are made under an
Act of Parliamnent jir is nccessary to bave
some penalty. but I think the Minister has
overstepped the mark with this provision.

In one part of the Bill power is given for
ihe Governor in Council to declare a fixed
price of 54d. per lb. up to 1926,  There is

o provision whatever made after that period.
Possibly the Government or the Minister may
have some reason for inserting that restrict-
ing date. I hope that the MMinister will see
his way clear to insert an amendment
whereby, after 1926, p1ov1=10n will be made
for the proelamation of the price, to bc issued
in June of each year. I ask that for this
reason: that the farmer will then know
whether the proclaimed price will pay him
to put in cotton or not. He will not then put
in his crop and be dissatisfied after the price
has been fixed.

My next complaint. is that provision is
made for the Minister to contract himself
onut of any liability for indiscretion. Any of
the Minister’s servants may go along tc a
cotion area and set it on fire; they even
ha\e the power to burn off or clear the crop.

Supposing that is done—I will not say
through malice, but through lgnorallceuthe
grower has no right by law to obtain any
compensation from the Crown. I think that
the Minister should be fair to those people,
p(.nwulallv anybody caught in the way
have indicated. TPast experience has shown
us many cases where the Crown has been
mulcted because of the mistakes of its ser-
vants,

In this Bill no provision is made for any
compensation to the growers in that regard.
I notice that, whilst the Government pre-
clude growers from combining at the present
moment to have their own cotton ginneries—
probably that may be correct because of the
agreement that is in existence—they at the
same time make provision that any Southern
companw that is growing cotton in Central
Queensland will have the right to go to the
authorized ginneries and have their cotton
ginned, but nobody else can. Why this pre-
ferential trearment?  Share farmers are
prohibited. For what reason are share
farmers prohibited, and for what reason are
others who grow ratoon cotton banned from
having their cotton ginned if they are con-
ceded the right to grow ratoon cotton? I am
not going to labour this aspect of the question
further than to express the hope that the
Government will amend the Bill in certain
directions in order to make it a better Bill
than it is at the present moment.

I wish to revert to the question of ratoon

.cotton and to refer to some of the questions
that have been submitted to me as member
for the district and also to other hon. mem-

[11 OCTOBER.]

Cotron Industry Bl 161%

bers in the House in order to emphasise the
absolute necessity for the Government giving
all the relicf that is possible to these settlers.
I have a letter written by the sccretary of
the Dalma Scrub Local Producers’ Associa-
tion, which iz in the Normanby electorate,
and in that letter, amongst other things, he
asked this—

* If the spring months are dry a clean
fire can be secured. but adequate rain
must fall after the fire or the seed will
not germinate.  If sufficient rain falls
xnthm a2 week or =o after the land is

ady the grower 1: very fortunate; bub
(rtten he has to wait for rain till neur
Christmas. The result again is a poor
crop. In the two scts of conditions
above mentioned the bushes, if ratooned,
would vicld a prolific crop in the sceond
season.”’

Tt has been borne out by facts, and even
admitted by the Minister, that if they had
been allowed to ratoon there would have
been a prolific crop. Owing to the proclama-
tion having been issued in 192122 stating
that the Goxexnmont were prepared to take
all cotton grown in Queensland at 55d. per
ib., quite a Thumber of people came to Queens—
laud and took up land, not only in the
Normanby electorate, but in other parts of
Queensland. Many of them ratooned their
cotton. They came here because they thought
they could ratoon the cotton. However, the
Government have debarred ratoon cotton and
these people have been left high and dry.
The Central Queensland District Council
Exccutive have put up a most excellent case.

There is no other side to it. They have
shown the climatic conditions under which
they operate. They have shown, as the hon.
wmember for Burnett has pointed out, what
it costs them to produce plant cotton and
\\hat it costs them to produce ratoon cotton,
and they bave shown that they are able to
make five or six times more from ratoon
cotton than they can from plant cotton.
Seeing that it 1s not the desire of these
growers to harass the Government or make
any political capital, or to injure Queens-
land, I sincerely urge the Minister to show
some consideration to them and at least to
cive them three years in “Inch to prove their
case. A little further on in this letter from
the Dalma Scrub Local Producers’ Associa-
tion we have this statement—

“JIf we are allowed to ratoon we can
fall an area of scrub, plant it with cotton,
ratoon it the second vear, and in thé
third vear destroy the cotton bushes and
sow Rhodes grass. Every year an area
of scrub would be felled and treated in
this manner. After a period of five to
seven vears the area felled the first vear
would be fit to stump and plough. With
this method ratoon cotton offers an
officient and profitable method of clearing
Queensland scrub land.”

That i1s another argument in favour of ratoon

cotton. I am not going to read the figures

submitted by the hon. member for Burnett,

because thev are alreadv in * Hansard.”

The Dalma Scrub Local Producers’ Associa-
tion also makes this statement—

“ WHY ANTI-RATOON LEGISLATION SHOULD
Nor BE PASSED.

“ Because no evidence exists to prove
that Queensland ratoon cotton will lower
the good name of Queensland cotton in

the world’s markets.”
Mr. Peterson.]
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Has the Minister submitted any evidence that
Queensland ratoon cotton up to the present
moment has damaged the name of Queens-
land cotton in England? Not one single
word of evidence has been submitted. These
people are to be turned down because certain
gentlemen say, “ We do not want the cotton
to be mixed.” We arc not asking for the
cotton to be mixed. We are asking for it to
be kept separate from plant cotton and
allow the people who grow it to market it
themselves, without any responsibility on the
part of the Government.

Hon. F. T. Brexxax: Do you want a
separate ginnery for ratoon cotton?

Mr. PETERSON : Yes, if the Government

agrees to this request. This letier continues—

“or that ratoon cotton will breed disease
more than annual cotton.”

Has the hon. gentleman proved that ratoon
cotton is going to breed more diseases than
annual cotton? In the Central district two-
thirds of the plant cotton was ruined by the
corn. grub. The hon. member, if his argu-
ment 1s sound, should legislate against plant
cotton. I remember visiting the Stanwell
district eight years ago. The first cotton
grown in that district was on Mr. Cousin’s
place. and I remarked to him eight years
ago that I never saw so many pests in my
life on anv crop as I had seen on the cotton
plants. That was the first time cotton had
been grown in that area. I have never seen
any crop that had so many insects as plant
cotton had. Consequently, if the hon. gentle-
man’s contentions are corrcet—and he made
a great deal about raioon cotton creating
pests—he should introduce legislation to pre-
vent the growing of plant cotton. As I said
before, the boll weevil, which is such a curse
in America. is there because of plant cotton,
and the pests the hon. gentleman complains
about are already in Queensland. They are
here with plant cotton. Consequently there
is nothing in his argument about the intro-
duction of insect pests. If the Government
cannot see their way to concede this most
reasonable request that has been emphasised
by other speakers, the Dalma Scrub Local
Producers’ Association ask that the Minister
will at least agree to the establishment of
experimental plots.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: We are
going to do that under the department.

Mr. PETERSON: I am pleased to hear
that, because that is what the farmers are
asking for. T am most hopeful that, as a
result of these experiments, we shall be able
to prove that there is a market for ratoon
cotton. I want the hon. gentleman distinctly
to understand that I am not arguing that
ratocon cotton will fetch the same price as
plant cotton on the other side of the world;
but I do argue, in common with the growers
of Central Queensland. that there is a market
for ratoon cotton. and the growers are pre-
pared to take the lesser price for ratoon
cotton.

The SecreTaRY FOR AGRICUTLTURE: Can they
grow it at 25d. per 1b.?

Mr. PETERSON : All T can say is that
they should be given the opportunity to get
the best price they can. They are asking
for this, and there should be ne objection to
it. because they are going to foot the bill
themselves.

Mr. Hartiey: How are you going to keep
ratoon cotton from the annual cotton?

[Mr. Peterson.
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Mr. PETERSON: I am fully convinced
that during the last season a large amount
of ratoon cotton found its way into the plant
cotton bales, and no expert found it out.

Mr. HARTLEY : They
daid find 1t out.

Mr. PETERSON: I am not arguing that
it i1s a good principle to mix the cotion.
The weight of evidence is rather against the
mixing of ratoon and plant cottor. I am
not arguing on those lines at all, but I am
putting up a battle for the grower: who
find they cannot grow plant cotton success-
fully, but that they can grow ratoon cotton.
By growing the ratoon cotton they will be
able to make a livelihocd for themselves.

Mr. IiaptLEy: Their argument is that
they should grow ratoon cotton and get an
annual ratoon crop.

Mr. PETERSON : That is not so—the cor-
respondence shows that such is not the case.
They are asking for that right. which I have
reiterated here to-night. In appealing to the
Minister for that consideration. I again urge
upon him that there is no desire whatever to
make political capital. The cotton industry,
if handled wisely, will help to make Qucens-
land one of the greatest States in the Com-
monwealth.

A GOVERNMENT MEMBER :
Government.

Mr. PETERSON : I give the credit which
is due to the Government. but we owe a great
deal to the gentleman who did all the
pionecring—Mr. Dantel Jones. I do not
know Mr. Jones personally, but T have read
of Him in the Press and in the ** Queensland
Agricultural Journal”” and T am familiar
with his persistent efforts to bring about the
growth of cotton in Queensland. As credit
should be given to any Administration for
anvthing they do to try and huild un the
interests of the State, so credit should be
given to the men who have ploughed a lonely
furrow and who may not be able, as the hon.
member for Burnett said. to claim large
salaries. If it is the intention of the Govern-
ment to commence aright in this great
industry, in their attempt to be right let
them not be unjust. We must remember that
these people have rights which should not
be trampled upon. They are not asking the
Government to foot the Bill, but for the right
as Britishers to be able to grow a crop for
which thev honestly believe there is a market.
If that right is not given to these people,
much of the good of the Bill will be lost, and
the value of the cotton crop in_Queensland
will be minimised—not only under previous
legislation but under this Bill. We desire to
give the Minister every assistance to make
this a perfect measure. We are not offering
captious criticism: our desire is to do the
very best we can in the matter. We have a
mandate from the people who sent us here to
protect their interests, and in doing that we
are not defaming Queensland or doing any-
thing which will drag Queensland down. I
hope that the Minister will see fit to give
wav to the resolutions which have been sub-
mitted to him, not only by the associations
concerned but by certain members of this
Chamber. In giving way to these resolutions
he will not be losing anv party prestige, but
he will be doing something which will be in
the interests of Queensland.

OpposiTIoNy MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

That is not correct.

Thanks to the
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Mr BULCOCK (Barcoo): I feel that we
should approach this question as one which
is fraught with the greatest responsibility to
those of us who are assembled in this Cham-
ber, and in whose hands to-night rests for
good or evil the future of the cotton industry
in Queensland. T have listened with a good
deal of interest to the arguments which have
been advanced by hon. members opposite who
nave acdressed themselves to this question.
One thing which has struck me in listening to
the speeches which have been made is that
this question has been considered by hon.
members opposite purely from the point of
view of the grower. I will admit that the
point of view of the grower is a very serious
matter to him; but there are two other
points of view which have to be taken into
consideration—the point of view of the tax-
paver and the point of view of the spinner
who is going to buy the commodity. We all
recognise that the grower will no doubt
regard the ban on ratoon cotton as being in
the nature of an imposition caleulated to
impede the expansion of the cotton-growing
incustry. That is the cotton-growers’ point
of view, which has becen more or less ably
put forth by the hon. member for Burnett
and the hon. member for Normanby. But
the point of view we must consider in this
connection s that the final court of appeal
i« the spinner. It has been said that there
is a certain definite market for ratoon

cotton. and that the evidence in favour of
the abolition of ratooning is somewhat
meagre. That mav be so, but we must

remember that the big epinners of the old
world who are going to buy the product of
Queensland have definitely said that they
are not prepared to take ratoon cotton. In
support of their statement they have
advanced certain arguments, which were
ably put forward by the Minister in charge
of the Bill this afternoon. I must confess
that, to my mind, the hon. member for
Burnett, instead of strengthening the case
in favour of ratooning, tended to weaken it
by some of the illogical arguments that he
brought forward, and some of the reasons
he gave are not worthy of serious considera-
tion. This question is one which rises above
the narrow trammels of every-day incident.
It is fraught with great consequences to the
State. The hon. member for Burnett
insinuated that the prohibition of ratoons
and the Government’s attitude on this par-
ticular question are the result of inexperi-
ence. The District Council of Agriculture
in Rockhamnton has been quoted in support
of ratoon. but can we pit the opinions of
those centlemen against the opinions of the
spinners who will be the buyers and who
will convert the product into fabries?
Further, we have to realise in this connec-
tion that cotton is a comparatively new
industry in Queensland from a big com-
mercial point of view, and necessarily our
experience iz limited by the limits of that
industry. and if we were not to avail our-
selves of the Jesson of the past—the lesson
which has been learnt by bitter experiences
in other parts of the world—we would be
wanting in our dutv to the community as a
whole, especially if we allowed the con-
tinuance of a policy of ratooning.

The hon. member for Burnett made some
reference to the production of wool and
cotton. and claimed that there was an
analogy between the marketing of the two
products. There is no analogy, because in
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the first place one is a vegetable substance
and the other an animal substance. Wool is
not subject to disease in the way that we
understand vegetable substances to be sus-
ceptible to disease, and further, there is a
recognised market for all classes of Aus-
tralian wool.

The chief objection to ratoon cotton is the
irregular staple that is found in it. That
argument cannot he applied to wool. While
you may have wool of a weak staple, yet you
have a definite staple of an even length, and
therefore it is not reduced to the lowest
common factor with regard to value as
happens when ratoon cotton is being spun.
The hon. member for Burnett suggested
that we might save stock by allowing ratoon-
ing, but the saving of a few head of stock
by endangering the future of a great industry
certainly indicaies a poor conception of the
duties of a member of this House on an
important issue of this nature.

Some question was raised by the hon.
member for Burnett about the United States
of America. It was said that a certain
adviser in the United States of America
had recommended to this Government that
the ratooning of cotton be not allowed, and
the hon. member suggested that probably
the Americans would not try and encourage
us to ratoon cotton in Australia and Queens-
land because we are going to be active com-
petitors with them in the English and Con-
tinental cotton markets in time to come.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICLTURE: A very
mean suggestion,
Mr. BULCOCK: That argument is not

borne out by facts, because we find that the
Fedoral Government of the United States of
America and the Federal Bureau of Industry
there have suggested even more drastic legis-
lation than we are considering at the present
time They do not encourage the production
of ratoon cotton. Further, a very intcresting
chapter in the fight against insects and other
pests in America can be read in the Federal
law which was passed to create a non-cotton
arca in the vicinity of certain States. The
State of Texas would not agreo
8.30 p.m.] to the prohibition, conscquently
a non-cotton arca was not created.
But the proposal was made, and is it not
more drastic to prevent by Federal enact-
ment the growing of cofton at all than to
do as we are doing—institute a system
whereby plant cotton may be grown which
will return a sure and certain revenue?

Some question has been raised about the
akility of the farmer to grow plant colton
vear in and year out. Naturally cotton, like
all other crops, will fail to mature in certain
cogsens.  That i1s not peculiar to cotton, nor
is it a risk solely confined to cotton. Liucerne,
maize, and wheat—in fact every other crop—
go through periods of adversity, and cotton
cannot claim to be placed on a more secure
basis than these other crops. Consequently,
let us consider the question from the point
of view of plant cotton. It has been said
that the statements which have been made
by hon. members on this side of the House
atd the statements which have appeared in
the Press on the authority of the Secretary
for Agriculture have at least been biassed by
the influences which are at work on behalf of
the cotton-spinning interests in England. It
has been suggested by hon. members inside
the Chamber and outside the Chamber that

Mr. Bulcock.]
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some sinister unseen influence is seeking to
prevent this Government from allowing
ratooning to be practised. Let us therefore
look at an independent authority on the
question. If hon. members will look up the
© Encyclopedia Britannica.” they will find
this very significant paragraph in the article
on ¢ Cotton”—

“ Under normal conditions in warm
climates many of the species are peren-
nials, but in the TUnited States of
America, for example, climatic conditions
necessitate the plants being renewed
annually, and even in the tropics 1t is
found desirable to treat them as annuals
to ensure the production of cotton of the
best quality, to facilitate cultural opera-
vions, and to keep fungoid and inscet
pests in check.”

At 8.31 p.m.,

Mr., KIrRwaAX (Brisbanc) took the chair as
Deputy Speaker.

Mr. BULCOCK : There is an authority
certainly removed from the trammels of party
polities. There is an extract from a publica-
tion accepted in the whole of the linglish-
speaking world as an authoritative treatise
on the various matters it sets out to discuss.
The ** Encyclopedia Britannica ™  ranks
anicng the classics of authoritative literature,
and 1t is noted for its accuracy both in
gereralities and in details. It is not biassed
by politics, and we find that statement
emanating from it. Whilst we are discussing
thiz question of boll weevil and fungoid pests
which may attack cotton. it is interesting to
quote from * The Scientific American’” of
recent date as follows : —

“In 1921 66,662 square miles of addi-
tional cotton country was infested by the
pest and there remains uninfected only a
small ring of cotton-producing land con-
taining only scattered plantings and pro-
ducing only 5.4 per cent. of the total
cotton crop. The annual damage caused
by the insect is conservatively estimated
at £2,000.000 and the total damage atb
between £40,000,000 and £60,000,000.”

It is interesting to recollect that hon. mem-
bers on the other side of the Chamber and
the Press also have been continually reiterat-
ing the statement that for the past sixty
vears on and off Queensland has been pro-
ducing ratoon cotton. That is so, generally
speaking; but we have to remember that,
svhilst we have been producing ratoon cotton
«nd have fortunately enjoyed an immunity
from fungoid and insect pests, it is only of
vecent years that the boll weevil has attained
any degree of prominence as a destructive
agent of the cotton crop in America. Its
onslaught is insidious, as I shall show by
the statement I intend to make. The boll
weevil appeared in Georgia, one of the big
cotton States of the United States, in 1916.
It was ignored there till 1920 as being of
comparatively little importance in the final
analysis of results, bui in that year, after
gathering 1ts forces during the first few
vears, it made an onslaught, and the devas-
tation was so alarming that in 1921 its
depredations resulted in the complete anni-
hilation of the cotton crop of Georgia and
the abandonment of its growth in that State.

The question we have to consider is this:
Would we be justified in allowing ratooning
in view of the experience of other parts of
the world? Would we, as a Government, bs

[3r. Bulcock:
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justified in allowing the creation of condi-
tions which have led to that sert of thing?

Mr. Moreax : That was not ratoon cotton.

Mr. BULCOCK: Would the State be
justified in running the -rvisk of almost cer-
tainly duplicating those conditions in Aus-
tralia? A great point has been made about
the ability of the farmer to produce cotton.
The best standard of comparison we have
at present is afforded by the cotton States
of the United States of America. and I have
goue to some trouble and made some research
tc determine the actual cost of production
in America as compared with that in Aus-
tralia. The land values in the cotton belt
in America are rather staggering. Accord-
ing to the Bureau of Agricultural Statisiics
of the United States of America—which, I
believe, compiles very accurate informaton—
a prospective cotton-grower requires from
15,000 to 30,000 dollars. To take up a farm
of 160 acres at an average cost of 300 dollars
an acre—which frequeutly does exist in the
cofton belt—would represent a capital of
50,000 dollars, exclusive of agricultural
machinery and the labour required to carry
on farming operations. In spite of these
big overhead charges which the scttler has
to incur, they can make a commercial
success of cotton-growing in America. I
has been suggested that certain portions of
the United States of America are ceasing
to be cotton-producing districts and are
bocoming producers of other commodities.
That is true within certain limitations, but
no doubt it is due in the main to the depre-
dations of the boll weevil and other inscect
and fungoid pests. In spite of the fact that
wages on the average are higher in rural
industries in Ameriza than 1n Australia,
thal greater capital is needed there, and that
the price being rcalised in England to-day
for American plant cotton is not equal to the
price which Queensland growers are realis-
ing overseas, the farimer in America who
is able to get a erop regards himself as being
very comfortably situated financially. On
that standard of comparison 1 amn inclined
to think that the argument of hon. members
opposite, that it is impossible to produce
plant cotton in view of the expense involved,
falls to the ground. As a matter of fact, in
America—even under conditions where the
settler can get advances of only 50 per cent.
of the value of his land and 25 per cent.
cf the value of his improvements, in com-
parison with the much more favourable
treatment which he can get in Queensland
under the State Advances Act and allied
Acts—we find that plant cotton-growing is
a very profitable undertaking.

We must all realise that possibly the
greatest assets we are going to have In our
cultivation belts in Queensland will be cotton-
growing and dairyving. Those who have a
vision of the future can see that with proper
control and with the State having adequate
resouvrces to enforce that control, we can
become one of the great cotton-producing
countries in the world: but. if we fail to
cxercise that control, we might just as well
abandon our cotton project, and allow cotton
to be grown in just-the same way as we allow
the growing of wheat, maize, lucerne, or any
other crop. In this question the Government
have a duty to the whole of the people of
the State. I knew—and we all know—that
individual ecases make bad law, but ‘the
Government are not justificd in considering
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individual cases in this instance. The Go-
vernment are only justified in considering
the wellbeing of the community socially and
industrially.

Plant cotton can be made to pay.
Some question has been raised during the
debate about the productivity of ratoon
cotton, and it has been stated that ratoon
cotton can be made to pay. An article
appeared in the paper devoted to the cotton
intereste in Rockhampton recently which said
that the evidence on which the Government
were basing their proclamation banning
ratoon cotfon was unsubstantial and uneco-
nomical. I think that pounds, shillings, and
pence is the finest argument that one can use.
In spite of the statement that our conclusions
are unsound, uneconomical, and not founded
on fact, we find that ratoon cotton on the
weild’s market to-day is worth about 6d.
per lb. less than plant cotton. 1lon. members
cpposite will probably argue, and they have
argued, that ratoon cotton has a certain
definite market value. It has a certain defi-
nite market value provided it can be sold;
but the point we must not lose sight of in
this connection iz that two crops of plant
cotton would probably vield more than onc
crop of plant cotton and one crop of ratoon
cotton under normal conditions. We approach
zhls debate at a time when normal conditions
do not exist in the country. We are drawing
coriclusions from what lon. members are
advancing in this Chamber from an experi-
ence of two dry years—two unfortunate years
so far as cotton production is concerned—
but, fortunately, these vears are the excep-
#ion. The rule will be to strike an average,
and if we were to approach this question when
cood seasons prevail, hon. members would
not advance such arguments as they have in
support of growing ratoon cotton. We must
rot lose sight of the fact that, at the present
time, we are going through a period of agri-
cultural depreesmn so far as droughts ars
concerned, and naturally that colours the
outlook of the farmer and the farmers’ repre-
sentatives sitting on the opposite side of this
Chamber; but, in a_year or two, when the
trouble is passed and the dmuvht is 2 thing
of the past and things are more flourishing, 1
think it will be rronemllv recognised that there
is wisdom and forethought in the Govern-
ment’s action in barring ratoon cotton. The
local authorities that have been quoted in
favour of ratoon cotton are meagre in the
final analysis; but go where you will, and
search what authorities vou may, vou can-
not find any authoritative statement favour-

ing ratoon cotton amongst Old World
experts. If you go to the United States
of America yvou find they discourage ratoon
cotton. If you go to Brazil, the home
of ratoon cotton. you find that strong
representations arve being made to the

Brazilian Government to _prevent the
growing of ratoon cotton. While on the
question of ratoon cotton, so far as it applies
to Brazil, I would like to ask hon. members
opposite if they desire to reduce the Aus-
tralian farmer and put him on the same
economical basis as the saffron-coloured
Brazil farmer, who is growing cotton for an
average of 7d. per Ib. on the London market.
We quite realise that the Australian farmer
‘should not be asked to compete with the
‘saffron-coloured farmer of Egrpt and Brazil,
It ratoon cotton is.allowed and the quality
nf our cotton does not e\cood the quwhtv
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identity of climatic conditions in some regard
—then. when our product is put on the London
market, what will be the result? Our Aus-
traliau farmer demanding Australian condi-
tions and asking for decent conditions of
livelihood, and the Government demanding
that he shall pay decent wag:s to the men
he emplovs to do the \\ork, will have to
compete on the London market and the
L(»{toll Lxchanges of the world with the
col onred labour of Brazil. That js an econo-
niical phase of the question that we dare not
lose sight of if we are going to develop the
highest productivity of the land.

Thele is another point that we should also
consider. I spolke some little time ago abous
the communal aspect of the w hole thing.
The cost will have to be borne by the tax-
pavers in the final analvsis if anticipations
aré not justified by results. The people of
Queernsland will have to dip deep_into their
pockets to finance the cotton crop in the next
year or two if the results that we anticipate
are not justified on the Cotton Exchanges of
the world. Therefore every hon. member

must realise the necessity, and the community
must not lose sight of the fact, that we must
definitely lay it down as a policy that the
best staple we can produce shall be produced
for sale overseas.

Then, again, we have to look to the question
of our railwavs. We anticipate that in the
Burnett and Calhde distriets we are going to
open up a new ‘‘ Dixie’s Land.” We believe
that within a few years we shall have count-
less numbers of small farms and _prosperous
cotton-growers, and men engaged in dairying
and the lTlowmff of other crops in conjunction
with cotfon. In order to justify our belief,
we have had to commit the State to an
expenditure which, I believe in the final
analysis, may easﬂv total £15,000,000. That
is a char"e against the public purse, and if
results do not justify our anticipations, who
is going to bear the cost? The cost 1s going
to be borne by the taxpayers of Queensland.
Then, again, in the State the big majority—
hon. gentlemen opposite are very fond of
saying that in these big questions the majority
volce should prevail—will have to bear the
cost if anticipations are not justified. There-
fore, it is clear that we have a duty not
only to the farmers who purpose growing
cotton but a duty to the community as a
whole, who will have to dip decp into their
pockets to finance the cotton industry and
the cotton railways if things do not turn
out as we hope they will.

There is another question that we might
discuss in this connection, and that is the
question of labour and Iabour conditions.
The highest productivity that the soil is
capable of will yield sufficient remuneration
to the grower to enable him to pay decent
wages and not exploit child labour. What
happens in those countries like Kgypt and
india. where cotton is worth 3id., 5d., 7d.,
and 8d. per 1b.? Bxploitation of labour—the
labour of little children! What happened
in Amcrica in order to keep the cotton indus-
try going? The exploitation of the litile
children! In order to prevent exploitation
and to see that deesnt wages may be paid
to the men and women who will be engaged
in picking cotton, we have a perfect right
to sav that the best cotton shall be grown.
The best cotton 1is. the cotton that is going

- to return. not only the maximum amount to
-~ the farmer, but. the maximum amount to the

My, Buleock.]
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people who are engaged in the planting and
harvesting of the cotton. If we allow ratoon
cotton to be grown, seeing that hon. members
opposite admit that the difference in. price
of plant cotton and ratoon cotton is con-
siderable, it is not likely that the prices of
the two will be brought closer together in
the process of time.

Mr. MORGAN: Some people say that ratoon
cotton is superior to plant cotton.

Mr. BULCOCK: The hon. member for
Murilla informs me that some people say
that ratoon cotton is superior to plant
cotton. Some people say this and some
people say that, but the spinners, the buyers,
and the men who have to finance the crop
definitely say one thing, and that is that
ratoon cotton is noi satisfactory.

Mr. Swayne: They have not been able to
tell the difference.

Mr. BULCOCK : Every authority that I
have been able to consuit in this matter leads
me to believe that, while some experts may
not be able to tell the difference between
ratoon and plant cotton—and it may not be
possible for an individual to tell the differ-
ence—when that cotton goes over the mill the
spinner can very soon tell the difference.
The ratoon cotton is harsh and brittle, and
consequently can only be used for certain
purposes.

Mr. SwAyNE: Why cannot the experts tell
the difference before it goes to the machines?

Mr. BULCOCXK : T do not profess to be an
cxpert, but in every case when it does go
over the machine it can be easily detected.
1f experts cannot tell the difference and
ratoon cotton is sold as plant cotton, and
goes overseas hearing the brand of Queens-
land as an indication that the cotton is of
high quality and is bought as such, what
is going to happen when the buyers find that
they have been deceived? What caused the
slump in our canned and dried fruit trade?
It was because we did not send our best
article.  We cannot afford a slump in our
cotton trade. Tt has been said that this
question of plant or ratoon cotton is a sort
of modern War of the Roses between Lanca-
shire and Yorkshire. That is not borne
out by faects, becauso, if hon. members will
consult the cotton movement within the
Empire, they will find that a British Empire
Colton Growing Association was formed.
The project was not to encourage the
spinners of Lancashire in opposition to the
spinners of Yorkshire, or vice versi, but
to produce cotton within the KEmpire. It
was recognised that the available supplies
in America were getting less and less
because of the ravages of the boll weevil
and the fact that certain cotton areas were
going under other forms of cultivation, and
it was realised that the stability of the
cotton industry in England was threatened
with almost extinction if something was not
done. Supplies were to be obtained from
wherever they were obtainable. This Asso-
ciation was formed with the distinct object of
fostering the growth of cotton within the
Empire. It did not have any particular brief
for Yorkshire or Lancashire. The Associa-
tion was not allied to any particular spinning
interestd, and ‘we find that the highest
authorities in cotton are against ratoon
cotton and in favour of plant cotton. Can
we accept the judgment of the hon. member
for Burnett, the Council of Agriculture, or

[Mr. Bulcock.
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the District Council of Agriculture in Rock-
hampton, against the considered judgment
of gentlemen like that? Can we put our
immature experience in Queensland against
the matured consideration of the cotton
magnates of the Old World?

Mr. CosteLno: They are controlling you.
Mr. BULCQCK: Would we be justified

in putting their opinions on one side simply
because a few coston-growers in our elec-
torates are up against the Government for
rrohibiting the growing of ratoon cotton
and the fact that a little political capital
may be made out of it?

Mr. Norr: You are proving that the
cotton-spinners have got hold of the Govern-
ment.

Mr. BULCOCK : Does the meagre intelli-
gence of the hon. member for Stanley not
bring him: ‘to realise that /in the final
analysis there is no appeal from the decision
of the spinners? If the spinners have got
hold of the Government, as the hon. member
suggests, the conteniion of hon. members
on that side becomes ludicrous, because the
spinners are the only purchasers that we
have. If they say, “We won’t buy ratoon
cotton,” that 1is the whole position in a
nutshell.,

. The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
is so.

Mr. BULCOCK : Are we going to encour-
age farmers to grow ratoon cotton, and,
when they grow it, sav to them that there is
1o market for it? The ratoonists are pre-
pared, it is said. to grow ratoon cotton and
market it themselves. If they were allowed
to market it, and ratoon cotton is acknow-
ledged to be inferior to plant cotton, would
they not be militaring against the ultimate

That

success of the reputation of Queensland
cotton in the old world?
My second argument against allowing

ratoon cotton to be grown is that cotton to
be successful must be grown under the
closcst possible supervision. If ratoon cotton
is allowed to be grown for the purpose of
increasing productivity, and supervision is
not exercised in order to steer clear of the
pitfalls that have overtaken it in the older
countries of the world, it will be most
dangerous to the industry. We must avoid
every possibility of allowing insect and
fungoid pests to get a hold in the industry.
We have an opportuniiy of asserting our-
selves on the market of Manchester, and per-
haps the Continental markets. There is an
opportunity open to us of building up a
unique trade and a great reputation for Aus-
tralian cotton. We shall have to avail our-
selves of that opportunity in the next two or
three yeavs. Xxperiments are being carried
out on a large scale in the United States with
a view to the elimination of the boll weevil,
and it is meeting with some success. They
are using dusting mixtures. The question,
then, is that within the mnext two or three
vears we shall have a chance of asserting our
claim as a cotton-producing country. Can
we assert that claim by sending an inferior
product to London?

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : No.

Mr. BULCOCK: Can we asscrt that
claim by competing with Brazil, China,
India, and various other coloured-labour coun-
tries, or should we not endeavour to produce
the best article that we ocan in order to
capture the markets and enjoy a reputation
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for our cotton such as we enjoy on the
overseas market to-day with our wool?
There are other faciors we have to consider.
As 1 have sald, we have a unique oppor-
tunity of making this issue a success. The
year before the war Britain, which is likely
to  become our chief consumer, imported
£70,000,000 worth of raw cotton, while in
1920 those figures had risen to £256,000,000.
We can have that market if we like by pro-
ducing a high quality article, and thus insert
the thin edge of the wedge by proving that
our cotton Is superior to the cotton grown
under coloured labour conditions in other
parts of the world.

Mr. BraxD: Our ratoon cotton to-day is
superior to that produced in India.

Mr. BULCOCK: The hon. member for
Burrum suggests that our ratoon cotton to-
dey s superior to that produced in other

parts of the world. Is that why

[9 pm.] we were invited recently to sell
ratoon cotton for 1s. a lb—which
weuld be equivalent to about 10d. a 1b. in
Lovdon—while American cotton was receiv-
ing 16d. and 16d. a 1b.7v That disposes of the
houn. gentleman’s assertion.

Mr. BranD: I said Indian cotton.

Mr. BULCOCK: It has been said that
the growers themselves are particularly
enamoured of ratoon cotton, and that there
is & unanimous opinion amongst the growers
in favour of the production of ratoon cotton.
Thae official figures from the Department of
Agriculture do not disclose that. In 1922-23
the total number of cotton-growers was 7,143
Of this number only 3385 were ratoon growers.
The total area of plant harvested over that
period was 27,500 acres. the proportion of
ratoon being only 912 acres. Does not that
iudicate that hon. gentlemen opposite are
speaking merely on behalf of these 335 indi-
viduals and that, for particular rcasons and
catch-vote purposes, they are going to put
the claims of 335 individuals before the
claims of 7,143 individuals?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The
hon. member has exhausted his time under
the Standing Orders.

Mr. HARTLEY (Fitzroy): I beg to move
tht the hon. member for Barcoo be granted
an extension of time in order that he may
firish the very valuable contribution that he
is making to this debate.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Is it the plea-
sure of the House that the hon. member for
Barcoo be granted an extension of time?

HonounABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. BULCOCK : Referring again to the
serious aspect of this question of diseases, we
find that apart from the boll weevil we have
a cotton boll worm. Quite a considerable
furore was created in Western Australia a
littie while ago when somebody discovered
that this worm had manifested ifself and had
commenced to devastate an avea of the crop
near Broome. The conference of Ministers
of Agriculture instructed the Department of
Agriculture in Western Australia to cause
that plot or plots to be destrored. That was
done. because the great danger of the exis-
tence of that plot was recognised. This
cotton boll worm is an insect pest that is
going to cause us a great deal of trouble in
Queensland if we are not more than pheno-
menally lucky. As a matter of fact this pest

1923—5 ¢
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attacks Iucerne, tobacco, malze, potatoes,
beans, and various other crops.

Mr. Moreaxn: Is it the corn grub?

Mr. BULCOCK : It is a first cousin to the
corn grub. If the hon. member wishes to,
however, confine the discussion to this type
of grub, I will do so if he continues to assume
a supercilious attitude. The corn grub has

unquestionably attacked some cotton in
Quecnsland.

My 'TavLor: Why is it called the corn
grub?

Mr BULCOCK : I have no time to instruct
the leader of the Opposition in these little
elementary lessons that he should have learnt
when he was at school.

My, TavLor: I never heard of it attacking
€Oorn.

Mr., BULCOCX : The hon. member says
that he never heard of it atstacking corn.
If we look at the statistics of the Department
of Agriculture in the United States, we shall
find what a danger it is likely to become to
Queensland.

My. XMorcan: What relation is it to the
wire grub?
Mr. BULCOCK: The United States

Bureau of Agriculture in 1920 stated that
the total damage done to maize by this
insect was £30,000,000 sterling, and that it

has destroyed in recent years £8,000.000
sterling worth of cotton. Again, I would
ask if it is the intention of hon. members

opposite to subject the cotton-grower to the
almost certain risk of the similar destruc-
tion of the cotton areas of our State.

Mr. EDWARDS : We are subject to that loss
with plant cotton.

Mr. BULCOCK : That is certainly so. but
the fact remains that the degree of destruc-
tion by this pest is very considerably
enhanced when ratooning is permitted.

Mr. Epwarps: Not at all.

Mr. BULCOCK : That remark shows that
the hon. member is not conversant with the
facts of the case as laid down by the leading
cotton experts of the world.

Mr. EpwarDps: We have had no experience
of ir.

Mr. BULCOCK: The hon. member
reminds me of the ostrich which buries its
head in the sand and declares that there is
no danger because he has not the intelligence
to see that danger.

Mr. EpwarDs: That is all right as regards
the ostrich, but what about the other fellow?
(Laughter.)

Mr. BULCOCK : In comparing the grow-
ing of ratoon with plant cotton you must
take into consideration the fact of the spread
of fungoid and insect pests, and the two
cembined make an unanswerable argument
so far as the Government are concerned.
There has been some question raised about
the scrub farmers and the hardship that will
be inflicted on them.

Mr. EpwarDs: That is true, too.

Mr. BULCOCK: I do not stand for
unscientific or slipshod methods of agricul-
ture. It has been suggested that the scrub
farmer will be the man to suffer most under
this restriction. I point out that the scrub
farmer is not under any great disability,

because he need not grow cotton; and in

Mr. Bulcock.]
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any case there will be financial assistance
forthcoming from the Government to clear
areas and put them under cultivation.

While on the question of cultivation, I
would like to say that, to my mind, better
conditions of agriculture will prevail by
insisting upon plant cotton being produced.
It is obvious that you cannot work the land
properly and expose it to atmospheric
action if you are growing ratoon cotton.
The security that may be vested in the
cotton industry can only be secured by cul-
tivating plant cotton under scientific con-
ditions.

Mr. EpwarDs: What would you do in
reference to scrub farming ?

Mr. BULCOCK: In the future scrub
farmers may obtain assistance from the
Government to enable them to bring their
areas under the plough. If the hon. gentle-
man thinks that a handful of serub farmers
should determine the fate of the cotton
industry in Queensland, I think that he is
again adopting the attitude of the ostrich,
and is unable to look at the matter from a
national point of view, Those scrub farmers
may participate in the dairying industry
until they are able to clear their land and
grow cotton. This Bill undoubtedly aims at
a complete control in every way, shape,
manner, and form of the cotton industry.
Were there any loopholes the Bill would be
valueless. Hon. members opposite have
complained of the drastic nature of the legis-
lation. I know it is drastic, and if it were
not drastie, and if it were not watertight,
then it would be valueless in its entirety.
Given soil and climate, what we require for
the success of our industry is a pure seed
supply, and the Minister has ensured that by
what he has done in this Bill. We require
the cradication of all insect pests. The Bill

gives the Minister full control in that
regard. In order to produce the best cotton
we require proper cultural methods, and

proper cultural methods are brought about
by growing plant cotton and prohibiting
ratoon cotton. The hon. member for Bur-
nett, when he was addressing himself to the
question of guarantees, and the answer that
the Premier gave to certain questions, unfor-
tunately did not confine himself to the facts
of the case.

The SECRFTARY FOR AGRICULTURE: A very
common practice of his.

Mr. MorGaN: Be fair.

Mr. BULCOCK : I want to be as fair as
“ Hansard,”” and nobody can he fairer than
that. As reported on page 262 of “ Hansard”
for 1922, the hon. member for Burnett asked
certain questions of the Premier concerning
the alleged agreement betwcen the Queens-
land Government and the Empire Cotton
Growers’ Association with regard to a
guaranteed price for cotton. I do not want
to weary the House with the questions. as
hon. members may look them up for them-
selves if they desire to do so. The hon.
member asked a series of questions which
were very sweeping in their nature, and the
Precier replied—

“1 (a), (B), and (c), 2. and 3. The hon.
member’s imperfect acquaintance with
the facts is responsible for the alleged
irreconcilability, he evidently being not
awarc that there was a money Jimit of
£10.000 as well as a time limit of five

vears.”

[Mr. Bulcock.
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The hon. member for Burnett to-night said
Ythat the Premier did not mention the
" £10,000 limitation. I am sorry that the

hon. gentleman was so poorly seized of the

facts of the case, and I am very pleased to
have had the opportunity of pointing out to
the hon. member that he did not do the

Premier justice in casting the slur at him

that he did to-night.

Mr. EpwArDs: He read from ‘“ Hansard.””

Mr. BULCOQCK: I have read the full
report of ¢ Hansard,” and it shows that
the hon. member, whether wittingly or unwit-
tingly, did not do the right thing so far
ag that matter is concerned.

To my mind, the cotton industry is, in
the main, the making of a great industry.
1 do not believe in ratooning cotton, because
I do not believe in encouraging insect pests.
I believe in getting the best value for our
cotton, and therefore we must grow the best
cotton under the best cultural methods. I
do not believe in allowing cotton to deterio-
rate. The experience is that ratoon cotton
deteriorates very rapidly indeed. In a report
issued by the American Burcau of Cotton
Research, we find that a number of obser-
vations were made, and 1t was found in
certain areas that. owing to ratooning, the
bolls did not open until after the frosts
came, and consequently there was no crop.
In other instances the cotton so deteriorated
that a very poor lint and a big proportion
of seed were produced. One can quote
specific instances of deterioration vouched
for by authoritative statements proving
that the three big issues we have to
consider in connection with ratooning cotton
are—first, the question of insect pests—
how we can best guard against them ; second,
the question of marketing values, and how
we can best adjust our conditions to grow
the best type of cotton: and third, we must
prevent deterioration of our cotton, and we
can only do that by unhesitatingly and dras-
tically. if necessarv, applying the conditions
of the Bill we are discussing to-day and
ensuring to the future generations of Queens-
land a safe, free, honourable, and profitable
industry.

HovyouraBLE MEeMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. MORGAN (Musilla) : T quite recognize
that the Bill we are at present discussing is
one of the most imporiant measures that
has been brought before this House for
many years. 1 have endeavourcd to obfain
all the information possible, both from those
in favour of ratoon estton and thosc against
it. I have endeavourcd to approach this
matter with an open mird as I am a grower
of cotton, and I maturaily desire to get all
the information possible on this most im-
portant subject. Although I listened very
attentively to the Secretary for Agriculture,
T must come to the conclusion that up to the
present time no definite proof has been forth-
coming that the ralooning of cotton 1n
Queensland is likely to bring about a failure
of the industry. The hon. member for Barcoo
mentioned the fact—a most important fact
he stated—that the spinners in Great Britain
would not buy ratoon cotton from Qucens-
land. Up to the present time we have had
no evidence that ratoon cotton grown in this
State has been submitted to the machines in
Great Britain to be tested, so there is no
evidence as to whether the hon. member’s
information is correes or not. We have had
evidence submitted that ratoon cotton grown
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in other parts of the world has been
proved to be weak in staple and not cqual in
strength to plant cotion, but we have had no
evidence whatever that Queensland ratoon
cotton is of weaker fibre than the plant
cotton. Until that evidence is forthcoming I
insist that the Government are not justified
in condemning absolutely the ratooning of
cotton.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
be too late next year.

Mr. MORGAN: It may be too late, but
on the other hand it must be recognised that
a considerable amount of injury has been
done to Queensland owing to the fact that
the Minister has put an embargo on ratoon
cotton. Last year hundreds if not thousands
of acres of cotton were ploughed out owing
to the fact that the Government announced
that ratoon cotton would not be paid for at
the guaranteed price of 5id. per 1b. In my
district in particular, if the growers had not
ploughed out their cotton, it would have
produced a considerable amount of wealth,
but unforturately thev took the advice of the
Minister and ploughed out their ratoon
cotton, with the result that they did not
durlng the season just past pick onc boll of
cetton.  The whole of the work they have
been engaged in for the last two years was
lost, and the same thing may happen during
the coming scason. We do know from experi-
ence that with very litile rainfall you can
produce a crop from raioon, but up to the
present our experience has been that, unliess
the sced is planted in thc cooler months of
the year there is a very great risk of the
young plants burning off and no crop being
obtained. Owing to that fact the amount
of cotton that is likely to be grown in Queens-
Jand will be considerably Tess chan would
otherwise be the case.

The Minister has also endeavoured to prove
that by preventing the ratooning of cotton
he is likely to decrease the possibility of the
introduction of pests into the State. We
have no evidence before us that ratoon cotton
is more subject to pests than plant cotton.
If those who are engaged in growing ratoon
cotton are compelled to cut down the plant
to the ground and burn the tops to get rid
of pests, the Minister cannot contend that
there is a greater risk of the introduction
of disease by the ratooning of cotton than
by plant cotton. I suggest to the Minister
that ho should compromise and allow those
engaged in cotton-growing to grow one half
of their crop ratoon cotton and the other half
plant cotton. Until time proves that ratoon
cotton is of less value than plant cotton, I
do not think the Minister is justified in
taking the extreme step he proposes to take
in connection with this measure.

At 9.21 pm.,
The SPEAKER resumed the chair.
Mr MORGAN: It has heen stated by the

hon gentleman that ratoon cotton is not all
of the same length of staple. He must admit
that that applies to plant cotton. During
the year just expired it would have been
impossible” for the crop grown in the State
to be all of an equal length of staple. Any
umount of the cotton would pelhahs be an
inch or three-quarters of an inch in staple,
but the whole of the lint produced from the
plant cotton last year would not be of the
saine length of staple.

I also wish to state that many of the
clauses in the Bill are, in my opinion, very

It may
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drastic. I do not think the Government are
justified in bringing in a measure of so far-
reaching effect as this. First of all, the Bill
does not definitely state the price to be paid
for plant cotton during the next five years.
The Minister has notified us that he intends
to pay bid. per lb. for cotton with a staple
up to 1} inches, but he knows that very few
cotton-growers during the coming season, no
matter what the state of the weather may
be, are likely to produce cotton of li-inch
staple; so that the hon. gentleman iz really
reducing the price of the cotton. He is de-
ducting from the grower 4d. per lb., and the
grower will not receive the same amount that
he received for the cotton he produced last
year. Therefore the Government have baclked
down so far as the guaranteed price is con-
cerned. Not only have they backed down
in that direction, but they have also placed
upon the cotton-grower an additional expense
of 4d. per lb. for seed for next year’s crop.

The SECRETARY ¥OR AGRICULTURE: That &d.
per 1b. may go into the farmers’ fund.

Mr. MORGAN: That may go into the
farmers’ fund, notwithstanding that the
Government have not kept strictly to the
agreement they entered into with the farmers
twelve months ago. The Government gave
the farmer to understand that he would
receive 5id. per 1b. for cotton of good
commercial quality, and they have backed
down already. They are not going to pay
55d. per Ib. for godd quality cotton, but only
5d. per lb.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: We paid
55d. per lb. for good commercial cotton lass
year, irrespective of staple.

Mr. MORGAN : Why are the Government
paying b5d. per Ib. for good commercial
quality cotton, irrespective of staple? They
promised 55d. per b, for five years.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I defy you
to produce any evidence of that.

Ir. MORGAN : The Government entered
into an agreement for five years.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
was not dyd. per Ib. for five years.

Mr. MORGAN: It was stated that 5id.
per lb. would be paid during that particular
period.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
quite wrong.

Mr. MORGAN: The price to be paid is
not fixed in the Bill. We have no guarantee
that the price is going to be 5id. per lb. for
cotton of 1jinch staple. The Government,
by regulation, can do just as they desire.
The price ought to be fixed in the Bill, so

The price

You are

that the people will know definitely what
they are going to be paid.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It is a

matter for the Commonwealth Government.

Mr. MORGAN: The Commonwealth
Government have stated that they are agree-
able to do what this Government recommends.
Mr. Groom, the Federal -Attorney-General,

has already notified the Minister what his
Government are prepared to do.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: To share

in any fair and reasonable guarantce.

Mr. MORGAN: If it was a fau thing tn
ouarantee 55d. per 1b. for last wear’s crop, it
is also fair and reasonable to guarantee 554d.
per lb. for next year’s crop, and also for a

Mr. Morgan.]
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further period. The Government have
entered into an agreement with the British-
Australian Cotton Growers’ Association for
2 period of years, and are giving that Asso-
ciation a monopoly. By this Bill they are
preventing anyone else from entering into
conipetition with the Association. They even
prevent the grower from ginning his own
cotton. Notwithstanding the fact that they
have a special guarantee spread over a period
of years, the farmer is always going to be
in a state of uncertainty. He is not going
to know for a longer period than one year
what he is likely to get for the cotton he
produces. The grower has no right to be
placed in that condition of uncartainty.

If anybody should know just what is going
to happen during the term of the agreement
into which the Government have entered, it

is the grower. The Government
[9.30 p.m.] take possession of his cotton and

do what they like with it, even
to making it an offence for him to feed
cotton crops to his stock; but they give him
no guarantee beyond the fact that the price
may be fixed by regulation. I am one of
those who think that the price should be
specified in the Bill, and I hope that in
Committec the Minister will agrze to give
the grower a guarantee of greater security
after the present crop.

The Bill provides that no guarantee shall
be regarded as existing in respect of any
area of more than 50 acres belonging to any
one grower. The Government will not allow
such an individual to sell the cotton grown
on the extra area as he likes, but they will
not guarantee him the fixed price of 53d. per
Ib. If they are not prepared to take the
crgp off the area in excess of 50 acres, they
should let the individual do what he likes
with the cotton. It is not fair to say to the
grower, ““ We will pay you the guarantee
for tha 50 acres, but over and above that you
will be at the mercy of the buyers overseas.”

I notice in the ¢ Telegraph” to-day a
paragraph which I would like to read, since
it concerns the Empire (otton Growing Cor-
poration, about which the Minister has said
a good deal and which has assisted Queens-
land by sending out a very competent gentle-
man to advise and instruct us as to the grow-
ing of cotton. The paragraph states—

“ London, 10th October.

“ Lord Derby (Secretary of State for
War), speaking at the annual meeting of
the Empire Cotton Growing Corporation,
while declining to discuss preference,
expressed the opinion that whatever ¢ould
be done to extend cotton-growing in the
Dominions must not merely be advan-
tageous to the Dominions, but of the
greatest advantage to Britain. He
pointed out that white labour was impos-
sible in many parts of the Empirs, there-
fore he urged the corporation to encou-
rage the natives to grow cotton of the
best type, even supplying the natives with
the best seed under the superintendence
of experts. It was useless for the natives
to produce an inferior article. He
balieved that eventually the whole of
Britain’s cotton would come from the
Dominions.”

There is an_indication that that particular
corporation is anxious that cotton should he
grown by coloured labour. There is nothing
to prevent the Americans from controlling
the boll weevil—they know how to get over

[Mr. Morgan.
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their difficulties very quickly; they bring
scimnce to bear upon any question of that
nature very promptly—and what usc would
the English market be to us then? The
Americans put the Australian beef out of
court and put the cattle industry here in
such a position that it 1s not profitable.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: A good
argument in favour of producing the best
article

Mr. MORGAN: There is not a man on
this side of the Fouse who has advocated
producing anything but the best article; but
up to the present the Minister has not demon-
strated that ratoon cotton has had a fair
trial, whilst it has been shown by hon. mem-
bers on this side, who have quoted authorities
from other parts of the world, that climatic
conditions have a great effect on ratoon as
well as on plant cotton. Ratoon cotton is not
grown in America bacause of the frosts, and
Quecnsland seems to be eminently suitable
for the growing of ratoon cotton, just as it
is suitable for the growing of ratoon sugar-
cane. We might just as well say that ratoon-
ine sugar-cane should be condemned, as being
likkely to produce discase or encourage borers
to a greater extent than plant cane, as to
say that ratoon cotton should be condemned
for a similar rcason. The cotton spinners
in Great Britain have never had an oppor-
tunity of proving whether ratoon cotton
grown in Queensland is good or bad. They
have condemned ratoon cotton because the
ratoon cotton from other parts of the world
has not been of equal quality with the seed
cotton. The English spinners consider that
the ratoon cotion grown in Queensland is
inferior to the seed cotton grown in Queens-
land. It may be that the climatic conditions
of Queensland are such that we can grow
ratoon cotton of equal quality with seed
cotton. I have submitted samples of ratoon
and seed cotton grown in my district to the
Government experts and the experts who went
around the district.

The SECRETARY FOR ACGRICULTURE: We have
only two experts. Which one did you submit
it to?

Mr. MORGAN: 1 submitted
expert from the Empire Cotton
Association.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: We do
not recognise those cxperts.

Mr. MORGAN: Last year those experts
went round the country and told us to
destroy this and plant that. Tbe Govern-
ment knew that they were going round
amongst the farmers for the nurpose of
instructing them, and now the Minjisics tells
us that these men were let loose on the
tarmers as alleged exverts to guide the people
and they were not experis at all., I am pre-
pared to submit to the Government expert

it to the
Growers’

three samples of ratoon cotton and seed
cetton grown in Queensland.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: He will

be able to tell the ratoon cotton blindfolded.

Mr. MORGAN : I will give him an oppor-
tunity of doing so. A ran who has grown
cotton in America and other parts of the
world told me that ke was prepared to put
np £50 against £50 submitted by ancther
expert, to be forwarded to the hopsital by the
person who lost, if the other expert could
pick out the ratoon cotton from three samiples
of cotton produced.

The PremrEr: Three average samples?
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Mr. MORGAN: Yes.
The PrEMIER: He wonld lose his money.

Mr. MORGAN: This man has grown
cotton in America and other parts of the
world.

The PreMIER: He is a very rash man.

Mr. MORGAN : I do not profess to be an
expert, but I have examined the cottor, and
1 cannot tell the dilference between ratoon
cotton and seed cotron, although it mar be
possible so to do. The Minister has not pro-
duced any evidence to prove that ratoon
cetton in Queepsland is inferior to the s=eed
cotton in Queensland. That iz the most
important point. The Minister is justified
in making the law as strict as possible in
order to prevent the introduction of diseascs
aud pests. At the present time he has power
to dostroy fruit trees in crchards and wvards
that may be responsible for the spread of
1the fruit flv, and he should hav~ the same
power in respect of cotton. He should have
power to say that the coiton plant should be
cut level with the greund. Nobody wants to
allow the plant to ssand. No oue¢ who has
advocated the growing of ratoon cotton is
anxious that the piwnt should stand after
the cotton has been picked. If the planr is
cut level with the ground, there is an oppou-
tunity of getting a crop with little or no rain.

1 want to tell the MMinister my own expori-
erce. Last vear I put 70 acres under cotton.
Owing to the dry spell the cotton came
through in some places and not in cthers.
After it came through the cutworm destreved
a number of the plants. After some other
setbacks there were only 12 acres that were
capable of being picked. 'The bulk of the
people in my district did not pick at all I
chtained frcm those 12 acres about £8 or
£9 an acre. About the beginning of Sep-
tember I ploughed up the land again. but
before it was ploughed up I had a leck at
the plants and saw that they were beginning
to sprout. I pulled up :ome of. the plaus
and found that the root and the plant had
grown about the same¢  The plant was about
% feet high and the roots had gone down
about 3 feet € inches below the surface. They
were in soil that was moist, while the soil 2
feet below the surface was so moist that
water could almost be squeczed from it. We
were sure of a crop had we not destroyed it.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICCLTCRE: I aave
never attempted to deny that—you could
have got a crop.

Mr. MORGAN: Az case was only the
case of many other farmers. I have the
ground ploughed up now ready to plant
cotton as soon as rain comes. 'The point is
that the ratoon crop which could have been
sold and would have given a return was
pvloughed out. I could give the names of
many unfortunate farmers who  Thave
ploughed out 20 or 30 wcres of ratoon cotton.
They have lost the fruits of their labour by
bheing deprived of the right to sell the crop
they were assurced of.

Mr. Epwarps : That happens very often.

Mr. MORGAN: Some of those men lost

£100 worth of cotton and some an even
greater amount.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTLTURE: That is

assuming it was worth 54d. a 1b.

Mr. MORGAN: Yes. Has the Minister
produced sufficient evidence to deprive a
man of his livelthood in the face of the
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soasons we are going through? In good
scasons the hardship would not be so great.

The SECRETARY 7OR AGRICULTURE: You did
Lot grow any cotton before the guarantee
was given by the Government?

Mr. MORGAN: No, but my growing
cotton was not altogether the outcome of the
guarantee, although 1 admit that it had a
lot to do with it. When cotton falls below
5sd. a lb. very little will be grown, as it
will not pay to grow it.

The PREMIER: Will it assist to raisc the
value of cotton to produce ratoon cotton?

Mr. MORGAN: I have tried to look at
this question apart from a party viewpoint
as I want to do the best for the cotton-
growers, but the Minister has not produced
arguments to outweigh those used by the
growers of ratoon cetton.

The SECRETARY ¥OR AGRICULTURE: You are
very hard to satisfy.

Mr. MORGAN: The Minister has only
produced evidence from the spinners.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: They are
the clients.

Mr. MORGAN : We should not be domin-
ated by the spinncrs, who are practically
settling the legislation that is being intro-
duced.

The PReEMIER : The Empire Cotton Growing
Association has advised on it.

Mr. MORGAN : It must be admitted that
the whole of the evidence against ratoon
cotton has practically come from the spinners.
AMr. Crompton Wood, at a banquet. said
that we ought to be able to grow cotton 1in
Queensland at 33d. a 1b. Does the Minister
rexlly think that we can grow cofton 1n
(Cucensland at 34d. a 1b.? From my experi-
ence I know that men engaged in picking
colton receive 14d. a lb., and in many locali-
ties they are paid 2d. a lb. If that is so,
what is the grower to get? He will get
practically nothing. When all is said and
dene, it is merely a matter of the price
which will be obtained.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It costs
as much to pick ratonn and inferior cotton as
it does to pick plant cotton.

Mr. MORGAN: Ratoon cotton can be
picked more cheaply than plant cotton owing
to the fact that a great deal more can be
picked. Taking last ycar as a criterton, I
discovered that you can pick a greater
quantity of ratoon cotton in one day than
vou can of plant colton.

The SECRETARY FfOR AGRICULTURE:
lergth is unsatisfactory.

Mr. MORGAN: That is a matter of
opinion. I was shown some ratoon cotton
to-day in this House which was egual in
length to any cotton grown. One can judge
its length eastly. 1 know how to tease it
out, and even a novice may find out the
length after being once instructed how to do
0.

The PreMieRr: It is not so casy to judge
the evenncss of the cotton.

Mr. MORGAN: I am sure that from a
lergth peoint of view we can produce any
amount of cotton this year that will be
equal to #ny plant cotton.

The PREMIER: Jivenness of strength and
length of staple are two details to be con-
sidered.

The

—

Mr. Morgan.
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Mr. MORGAN: That cannot be distin-
guished even by an expert. The hon. mem-
ber for Barcoo told us to-night, reading
from an extract, that only the machine is
capable of distinguishing plant cotton from
ratoon cotton.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The hon.
member for Barcoo also showed that that
is not so with respect to wool.

Mr. MORGAN: Wool is not always of
the same staple. Merino wool is not always
of the same strength.

Mr. Burcock: Supposing you get a ewe
with two years’ wool on its back, is it not
of lesser value than wool from a ewe a vear
old?  You might ecall that ratoon wool.
(Laughter.)

Mr. MORGAN: Let me ask the hon.
member this question: Supposing vou get a
wether four years old and a wether one year
old, which gives the better wool? The hon.
member mentioned a ewe, which may have
had several lambs. T say that the four-year-
old wool is better than the one-year-old wool,
and that the hon. member’s argument goes
for nothing. The four-year-old wether wool
is ratoon wool, and is better than the plant
wool of the one-year-old wether, (Laughter.)

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The
ofterer you ratoon sugar-cane the worse the
crop becomes.

Mr. MORGAN: Every hon. member who
desires to speak on this question should do
so. It is a most important matter——

Mr. KirRwaN: It is important that we
should do the right thing.

Mr. MORGAN: Exactly, and cveryone
will have to shoulder the responsibility of
deciding for or against this Bill. I am
prepared to shoulder my responsibilities, and
I feel sure other members are also prenared
to shoulder their responsibilities. I am
more or less voting in the dark on this ques-
tion of ratoon cotton. I have endeavoured
tc get all the information possible. I have
read both sides of the argument, and still
I have a doubt in my mind. I cannot
honestly say that T can support the prohibi-
tion against the ratooning of cotton. I want
more evidence. But whatever I do T am
prepared to shoulder the responsibility for
my action, and only time will tell whethar
the Government were justified in bringing
in this measure, or whether they were hasty
in the conclusion arrived at.

The SEORETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: If you
support the ratooning of cotton the day will
come when you will be very sorry.

Mr. MORGAN: On the other hand, if I
vote to prohibit the ratooning of cotton, I
may be sorry. I was sorry for the men who
lost their crop last year.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
are

Mr. MORGAN: I should be sorry if my
vote compelled any grower to plough out his
ratoon cotton this year if it is likely to
produce £100 or £200 worth of cotton, and
then for him to receive no return from that
land owing to the weather conditions. It
15 an enormous responsibility to place on the
shoulders of any member of Parliament. and
therefore I want all the information I can
possibly get. The discussion that may take
place on this measure should be listened to
attentively by members on both sides of &ne
House, and no heat should be displayed

[Mr. Morgan.
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Members on this side, if they support ¢
ratooning of cotton, have to shoulder %
responsibilitv of their action, and the samz
thing applies to members on the Government
side if they vote against the ratooning of
cotton. ''hey have to shoulder their respon-
sibilities, and only time will tell whether the
Bill is justifiable or not.

Mr. DEACON (Cunningham): I cannot
speak with any experience of cotton-growing,
because my line of favming is altogether
different, but I have to recognise that many
farmers in my district may take on cotton-
growing as a side line, and I am interested
tn that extent. I find a great deal of
difficulty in arriving at a conclusion on the
main point at issue. The evidence we have
had to-night has been very conflicting, and
it is a very difficult matter, now that we
have heard the evidence on one side and on
the other, to say wheither we should allow
pecple to ratoon their cotton or not. So Tar
as 1 understand the master, it is all a ques-
tien of the manufacturer and the grower,
and the manufacturer, no matter how
capable he may be to form an opinion from
the manufacturing point of view, certainly
has not had the opportunity to know whas
th2 Queensland climate can do. It has been
pcinted out quite clearly in the evidence
placed before us to-night that a tremendous
proportion of the cotton grown in Queehs-
tanvi in the past has been ratoon cotton.

=
&

Cotton-growing is no new thing in Queens-
land. The first cotton was grown in 1860,
on an area of something like 14 acres, aud
ratooning, I understand, has been going on
fairly continrucusly ever since. At times a
largs area of cotton has been grown and all
exported to the same manufacturers who are
now condemning ratooning. Could these
manufacturers at any time sav that the
ratcon cotton grown in Queensland was of
no value? We have had experts coming
here from the old country—experts coii-
nected with the manufacturing industry—and
thev have told us time after time that the
Queensland cotton was good cotton, yet a
large proportion of that cotton was ratcon
cotton. It is very difficult to uanderstand
why there had been such a sudden con-
demnation of ratoon cotton. 1 am in the
same position as the hon. member for
Murilla, who said he found it difficult to
bring himseclf to compel people not to grew
things when they were willing to take all
the risk themselves. It is hard if we are
going to tell farmers that they must neot
grow things when they themselves will be
the sole sufferers. I do not feel justified as
a farmer in giving my vote to compel other
farmers not to do what they say it suits
thern to do, and of which they are willing
to take all the risk. The only question we
should consider is whether we are justified
in preventing others from engaging in the
grewing of this type of cotton. After hear-
ing the opinions of people who have grown
cotton, I am rather doubtful if cotton-grovr-
ing is going to be any good to Queensland
at all. We know that in all parts of Queens-
land the spring is uncertain—it is the one
period of the year which is uncertain—and
apparently we have to depend on the spring
every year as to whether we are going to
have a successful cotton crop. When it
comes down to an annual plant we should
seriously consider whether we should put
capital into growing cotton at all.

Mr. KirwaN: Don’t be pessimistic,
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Mr. DEACON: The Secretary for Agricul-
ture said that the reason for the decrease
in the production of cotton in the United
States of America was partly owing to a
large number of farmers giving up the cotton
industry and going in for mixed farming,
dairying, etc., as being more profitable. 1If,
after cotton-growing has been established
there for so many vears and they have had
the advantage of plenty of labour, they are
leaving the industry now when prices are
high, what is the use of our starting here
if thev do not find it profitable? I listened
more attentively to the Minister on this point
than on any other, and it seems to me that
it will be good enough under these circum-
stances to leave the whole business alone. It
has been stated that cotton would be more
profitable as a catch-crop in conjunction with
other crops. The men who have grown the
most coteon are those who have made cotton
their main crop. No crop can ever be grown
to large dimensions unless it is grown as a
main crop by the majority of those who are
engaged in it.

Mr. Kirwax: Yes, and you must also have
a standard.

Mr. DEACON : If we are going to sct up
a standard that the people cannot attain, and
that they will not attempt to afttain, it is

nnpossible to keep the industry

[10 pm.] gomg. A good «deal has been

said about the ratoon cotton
grower. We have to consider the case of
the scrub farmer. The hon. member for
Barcoo was very contemptuous about him.

Mr. BULCOCK :
temptuous ?

Mr. DEACOXN : The hon. member referred
to a handful of scrub farmers as if they were
only a poor lot and not worthy of much
consideration. If there were any in his elec-
torate, I am sure he would say something
very differcnt. But even if there are only a
Landful, we have to remoember that they can-
unot plough. The whole of their ground is
unstumped. Tt is impossible to clear out the
stumps even with Government aid, because
it would be impossible to make farming pro-
fitable after going to such expeuse. When
you come to clear some scrub country it will
cost you £35 an acre

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : They can
put in plant cotton with a hoe on scrub land.

Mr. DEACON: I have seen scrub farms
and I know that they cannot be ploughed for
many years after the scrub has Leen feiled,
and no man with any experience of farming
—of course hon. memberz opposite have no
experience, and I am sorry for them—would
attempt to do so. If he could leave the plant
cotton in and ratoon it for three or four years
until the stumps rotted—-and they rot very
quickly in scrub country—then he could
plough ond grow plant crops. It is imuvos-
sible for a man on a uew scrub farm to piant
cotton every year. Ide has either to try
ratooning or nol grow it at all, so that by
insisting that all plants shall be cut out after
the first year the Government are going to
cut out cotton growing by scrub farmers alto-
gether, and scrub farmers—even if they are
orly a handful—are worth considering as we
expect them to do their sharc in the develop-
ment of Queensland.

I said a little while ago that I was doubt-
ful whether it was worth while bothering
about cotton. Take the people on the Downs

In what way was I con-
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in a season like thiz. They certainly have
land on which they could plant cotton.

An annual crop is a very expensive one.
It means all hand labour, and hand labour
in this country is a very expensive ltem,
and is likely to continue so. We have done
very well in this country with very little
cotton to speak of. It is not cotton that has
made Queensland what it is to-day. We are
now going to introduce a new industry on a
big scale. If the people on the Downs do
not think it worth while to go in for the
industry. they will be able to hold their own
and still bring into Queensland the great
amount of wealth that they have introducad
in the past by following their present avoca-
tions. The Downs produce, acre for acre, as
much as any other district in Queensland
the same size. It will not be worth while
for the Downs farmers unless they can have
the plants for the following year. One of
the great advantages of lucerne is that it
stands. One of the advantages of cotfon-
growing that has been held out for a con-
siderable time is that the plant would be
there the following year.

Let me take the question of cotton-growing
in the warmer parts of the State. The Bill
provides that the definition of ‘“‘cotton’ shall
be that which is planted and harvested
in the year it is sown. I understand
that it is quite possible in  some
of the northern parts of the State to plant
cotton in the carly part of the winter. and
it may possibly grow up and bear bolls in
the spring. According to the Bill, the
people will have to wipe out that cotton
before it has a chance of reaching that stage.
There is a great deal in the Bill that wants
to be thoroughly considered before 1t is
passed in its present form. It may possibly
prevent some people starting in the industry
in the North, and it will certainly prevent
some from starting on the Downs.

Hon. F. T. BrReNNAN: Why?

Mr. DEACON: I have already given my
reasons. The hon. gentleman was out of the
Chamber, and if T was to repeat them again
I would get into trouble. I ask him to
excuse me and read them in ¢ Hansard.”

Mr. Grepsox: You will spoil the market
if you grow ratoon cotton.

Mr. DEACON: I am not out to spoil the
market. When you hear the Minister say
that the growing of ratoon cotton is becom-
ing unprofitable in other countries, is 1t not
a fair inference to say that it might not be
nrofitable to grow it here? We have fo go
very thoroughly into this question.

Tet me now deal with the question of
pests. I understand that the main objection
to ratoon cotton is that it will encourage
pests.

The SecrersRY For DPusLic Works: That
is one of the objections.

Mr. DEACON: The main pests with cot-
ton are the pink weevil and the American
boll weevil. They cannot start here unless

they are brought here. Growing ratoon
cotton will not encourage them. It might

if they were alveady here. There are many
pests already in the State which have not
been discussed.

A GovervueENT MemsEr: There are.

Mr. DEACON: Hon. members on the
other side might think there are pests in the

Mr. Deacon.}
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House, but there are certainly no pests on
this side.

Hen. F. T. BRExNAN : They are all ratoons
on the opposite side.

Mr. DEACON: We are endeavouring to
improve the Bill for the Government. The
Government are never willing to go in the
right way. There scems to be some natural
kink on that side of the House, because, if
there is a wrong way of doing a thing, they
will do it.

The SPEAKER: The hon. member must
address his remarks {o the Bill.

Mr. DEACON: 1 must apologise for
allowing myself to be drawn off the Bill.
I have not heard the pumpkin bug men-
tioned, and that is a tremendous pest. I
have seen a field on the Downs eaten out
in a few days by this insect. It is also
prevaleni on the coast, and is a pest that
has always been here. It is a hibernating
pest. Then there are the maize grub and
several other grubs which attack crops
allied to cotton. They are already in the
country, and not one of them is a stalk pest.
They are foliage pests. They only attack
the plant when it is young or when it
reaches the flowering stage. 1 fail to see
how this Bill is going to stop pests from
being carried from place to place. If a
disirict 1s infested with any of the pests 1
have mentioned, it can be guarantined. Any
cotton field that is infested can also be
quarantined, but cotton is the only plant
mentioned in the Bill that is likely to be
quarantined. That would not stop the
pumpkin bug.

Hon. F. T. Brexnan: Why not cut their
wings?

Mr. DEACON: I should be very pleased

if the hon gentleman would cut their wings.

We have had legislation of a similar
character to this, but it has never been
enforced in order to destroy pests. We have

ari Act on the statute-bock under which
orchardists are supposed to destroy any fruit
that falls to the ground in order to minimise
the evil of the fruit fly. Anywhere in
Queensland who bothers? Nobody bothers
in_the districts where fruit is the main
industry. The Government never compel
anybody to adhere to the restrictions. We
may have inspectors who are supposed to
(cian:_a’ out the restrictions, but they never
o 1t.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: We will
make you an honorary inspector if you like.

Mr. DEACON: If the hon. gentleman did
make honorary inspectors, the job would not
be done. We would have the same state of
affairs even if the hon. gentleman had an
army of honorary inspectors right over
Queensland. They would never bother their
neighbours. We have legislated to prevent
these pests, but we have not stopped a single
one.

Mr. WEIR: We-have not stopped you yet.

Mr. DEACON: The hon. gentleman will
not stop me until I have gone a certain
time. There is another pest—that is wax
matches. This Bill proposes absolutely to
prohibit the use of wax matches in any part
of a cotton field or cotton factory. Who on
earth is going to deal with the bagman?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 'The
precaution is a very necessary one.

Mr. DEACON: I should like to see the
Minister or anyone else dealing with the

[Mr. Deacon.
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bagmen. They are the
persons on earth,
matches they like.

most dependent:
and will use whatever

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon.
member must deal with that detail in
Committee.

Mr. DEACON: We shall have great diffi-
culty in dealing with all the things which we
are supposed to prohibit.

Hon. F. T. BrexnaN: We have to prohibit
thn export from the country of inferier
butter and meat.

Mr. DEACON : I submit that it is unfor-
tunate that the Government should fail to

consider the opinions of the growers. They
should be considered most.
Mr. WEIR: No; the State should be

considered most,

Mr. DEACON : If the growers are going
to grow for the benefit of the State and not
for themselves, they will not grow much.
The farmers of the State should be
encouraged to grow cotton.

Hon. F. T. BRENNAN:
export.

Mr. DEACON : What else would they be
growing it for but for export? What is the
vse of going into a detail like that? There
are a certain number of farmers who are
represented here to-night by hon. members
on this stde of the House who say that they
only desire permission to grow the crop they
with to in their own way and to take all the
risk.

Mr Grepsox: The trouble is they do nof
take the risk.

Mr. DEACON : If the arguments put up
by the Opposition do not justify the growing
of ratoon cotton, they certainly show that
there is a good case. The first thing that the
Government should do is to inquire into any
possible case of injustice. It is possible under
this Bill that a certain number of farmers
may suffer a great injustice. They may lose
something they have counted on to rarry
them on. They may lose their livelihood.
A certain number of them say they plant:d
cotton with the full intention of ratooning
it, and if they had thought they would be
prohibited from ratooning, they would never
have planted at all. Their claims ought to
be considered, and they should be given a
further chance to make good their case. Up
to the present they say they did not know
the evidence the Government have to justify
them in prohibiting ratooning. That evi-
dence was unknown to members of this House.
Until the Minister gave his reasons to-night
nobody outside or inside this House knew
the full reasons why the Government pro-
hibited ratooning. There are good reasons
why we should delay this matter for another
year, if we do no more. TFor at least another
year give these farmers a chance to make
good, and give them a chance to get out of
the position thev are in of depending on the
ratoor crop. I hope the matter will be given
that consideration by the Government to
which it is entitled.

Mr. SWAYNE (Mirani): 1 beg to move
the adjournment of the debate.
Question put and passed.

The resumption of the debate was made an
Order of the Day for Tuesday next.

The House adjourned at 10.21 p.m.

Tt is grown for





