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THURSDAY, 11 OCTOBER, 1923. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. \Y. Bcrtram. Jlunc) 
tonk TIH' chair at 3.30 p.m. 

ASSEXT TO BILLS. 

The Sl'EAKER 'lllnouncccl the receipt from 
His ExcrlleiJc .. · the Gon::-rnor of n1essages 
conY(·\-ill!..!' .His Exccll.cnc-:.·'s assent to the 
follo,:ing Bilis:- · 

Stallions Registration Bill. 
:\Icctropoiitan \Yatcr Supply and Sc>wr-

ctg·e ~\cts .._--\lnL'ndnient Bill. 
C'!o~cr Scttll'n1ent .. -\eis An1endmcut Bill. 

.Jmy Act .-\mcndmcnt BilL 
~ug n \Yorkcrs' Perpetual LC'aSl' Selcc·­

~ions Bill. 

,J ·;>allc''e Earthquake Helief Fumls Bill. 

Q'GESTIOXS. 

HEOl"EST FOR A:\IEXD:\IEXT OF HEG\:L.\TIOX 
o;:· :-)rG.\H C\::\E PRICES .. \cr. 

:\It-. BRAXD (Rurnun) asked i he Secretary 
for -~griculturc- • 

" 1. I-Ins he l'('ceiyr~d any rcqurst front 
rh\' Cnit{~d Caup Growt•r:-::' ..\s:-3-ociation 
a ... kinp: bin1 to anlr'nd the Cane Prices ~\et 
ir. CL'rtaiu particulars'! 

, .. 2. If sn. is it his int ution to bring 
tor\yard Hll an1endiug· Bi1l during tbis 
'T ~SlOD '?'' 

The SECHETAHY FOH AGRICCL1TRE: 
(Hon. \Y. X. Gillie>, Eru·hrtm) replied-

,, 1. Yes. 

·· 2. Xo." 

E:'iii'LOYEE:-:J AT S_\RGE.\XT _\XD CO).IP.-\:xY's 

\YoR':s. BHJSB\XE. .\XD RELIEF FRO:\I 
Cxu!I'LODIEXT IxsrRAXCE Fvxn. 

:\h. ELPHIXSTOXE iO:r/,y) asked the 
Secrctnr~7 for Public \Yorks~ 

··In connection >Yith the industrial 
trc•u:ble. which is existing a,t Sargeant's 
~·arks 1n Brisbane, wh --re the President 
uf the Arbitration Court ba- ruled that 
rhc·re is no ju~tification for a, .. ..:trike. \Yill 
rlw ernployees affPctcd he~ entitled t~ 
relid under tlP L:nemplo•icd \Yorkprs' 
llJ:";uraucc Act':'' ~ 

The SECRETARY FOH Pl'BLIC \YOHKS 
(lion. \Y. Fcn·gan Smith, Jiarkay) replied-

.. I ·would direct the hon. 1nC'r11ber's 
attention 10 the prm·isious of the 
l'llrrnployed \York~r:-)' Insnra11cc Act of 
1922, particu1arly to ~uLsL")ction 4 of 
.;:, ·tion 14, paraD,Ta11h (r ), and al~o to 
~-,JFec·tion 5 of section 14." 

:~ P PREXTICESHlP HEGl:L:\ TIO:'\S. 
0HDER FOR PRJXTIXG. 

Th,, SECRET~~RY FOR P"CBLIC \YORKS 
(lion. W. Forgan Smith. Jiacl ay): I beg 
to ~110\'t"). without notice~ 

.. Thd the pajwr laid on rhe table o[ 

rhe Home by me yesterday wi1l1 regard 
to appreutie:c::.h1n regulations, datl'd 28th 
Scptcmlwr. 1923. under tlw Inductrid 
.-\rbttratioH :\cts, 1916-1923, be printed.'' 

Tl-~2 object i~ to allow the regulations to :)e 
[ll intccl and to be ou 'ale at the Um·crnmcnt 
Printing OfiJce. 

'!uc-~tion put and passed. 

P_-\PERS. 
Tlu~ folio\\ i11g papcrg t're laid on th(.:· 

· bk. nud onlncd to be printed :--
:-)c.yPnth a nrnwl report of the State 

Go\·crn1n0nt Insurance Offic;; for the 
,Vl'ar cmlcd 30th June, 1923. 

..:\Jncndl'd ·j_·pgulal-ions, dated 14th Septen1-
lwr. 1923. under the l'nblic Sen·ice 
.\et of 1922. 

Rt'lntlations. dated 4th Odobcr, 1923, 
·nnde,· tl1c Dcsc'ascs in l'oultry Act of 

1923. 

l'RI:\L\HY l'HODCCTS POOLS :\CT 
.\:\IE:'\D:\IE::-.IT BILL. 

INITlATIOCo;. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTLTl'RE 
(lioL \\-. ~\. Uiliic,, Eacham): I beg to 
lllOYC~ 

"Tba t the Hou'c will, at its next 
:-.itting. ref'-oh-c itself into a. Conuninec 
of the \Yhole to consider of the desirable­
ne~:-; of introducing a Bill to a1ncnd the 
l'ri,narv l'rodncts Pools Act of 1922 in 
(·t>rtaia L particulars. 

QuC'stion put and pas~ed. 

:IIE.~T IXDl:STRY ENCO'GRAGE:IIEXT' 
BILL. 

IXITIATIOX. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIC'GLTl'HE 
(Hon. \\". X. Gillics, H11cham): I beg to 
1110\"C--

"' That the Home >Yi!l, at its next 
~itting, rcsoh·o itself into a Comlnittee 
of the \Vhole to consich•r of the desirable­
ucss of introducing a Bill to encourage 
alJd inlp!·ov~ the n1cat industry, and for 
otlH'l' incidental purposes." 

:\lr. CUHSER (!Jurnctt): Anticipating that 
th•' :\linistcr's action would be that of silence, 
I -cdlocl " l\ot formal" to this motion, in the 
hor<· that 1ve n1ight get solne infonnation 
rq~ardi12g it. \Ye kuo\Y the intention of the 
( ~c,, ernrnent \Yith regard to dealing witi1 
other products by >Ya:>- of pools, and >YC want 
1 o kno\\. \vhcthe·r this Bill is in auv \YU v 
a-sociat-cd m· allied \Yiih those operations . 
\Y c Y.-ould liko to get SOll1(~ i11forrnation fron1. 
the :\Iinistcr. 

'flu' SPEAKER: Order: 01"dcr 1 

Quc,tion put and pa,sc-L 

COTT0::-.1 IXD'GSTRY BILL. 

SECO);D RL\D1KG. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTr~RK 
iHon. W. X. Gillics. Euclwm): In risin;; to· 
lTrOYC the second reading of this Bill I recog­
nise that it is one of considerable importance· 

Hon. ~~r. N. Gillies.J 



t.-, Quc_'1L-JanU. :tnd fJJlC' ,,·hic!1 ·will haYc a 
fu1-reaebing drt'Ct uu the cotton ind~~~rry. 
L-\ny Bill thn1 aJTccts r\rir.wr; prodllct-.. c:utd j-; 

.JestincJ to cncounu.t' ;t Ill' iudustn· i-- r1i 
iwportatH'f' to thi.-. 1-iou~('. · 

The possiLjJitic"~ of cntto!l (Lllt1!f!' in 
(luC't'aslu1td Ul'f__' airuo:'t lintidt -;':!-. 1 an1 jn::;ti­
E_d in ·aying that ·d•.l'tl' arc- in Qnet•Jb~ar1cl 
n::t onJv hnndn'LL.; of th···nf,tnch of acrL',;; h11t 
w.iilionS of acn·~ (_ap:~blc' of growing cot:rJJl. 
Cotton j...; a druug-ht-1'\'':'.i~~tiJJg crop. and -.,yill 
g-r-ow on any ~oil ·wbich will grow Jnai;:r'. Ju 
fact. it will t!,T0\1.- Dll ntanY ~oil", that will 1101 
gTO\V nHt-izc'. · Tht1 l'C re ~nillion;;;. of acre:' of 
land in Queensland Ycith ,. ,uf!iciPat ra;n­
fall-and a rainfall of 20 inches per annum i~ 
::1:fficient-to gro-..\- cur.1o~·~ of a good qualitY. 
"The onl:, dangl1 r nncl th0 only risk iu rcgu1d 
.to cotton b0corning :~ .~·n:at and imnor~·outt 
industr:v in Qu('en.;.;la.ud i..- whether Y,'~"' start. 
·V~l right line" or I 10t. That 1s. we nHl"t pro· 
duce the bc"i article the .~pinner.-; rcquir•', 
r.nd we rnust take sufficil'nt :::d eps -;_o pl'('YPlJ~· 

·tLe spread of pest-;; in ..._--\_u~tralia. lt has be-·n 
::;aid that wr- haYe no :~.JPxican bnrd('L· jn 
Australi~l, and that ),.n:-:tr:dia. bC'ing an ishncl. 
i:-J aln10st fr(~e. so far as WP kno\~7 , frrHr; th!• 
g1cat cotton pef;t~ th~t Hff(•ct the industry jn 
other parts of thC' world. \Ye haYc no boil 
weC'vil or pink boll worm. for instance. and, 
if we n1anag0 our affaies wisely and well. 
then• is no reason wh~- these pe:<ts should be 
introduced into Qne0ndancl. but this means 
dra:;:.tic legislation. 

Queensland i~ a conntr~T ,-.,-hm·r \Y<tgr-~ a1·0 
cornpal'ativPly hig-h ~~::; <'omp~l't'(l ., i1·h tht~ 
\\ages in otht'l' corton-gro11·ing countric"'. \Yith 
U1e excontion of AnH'1-:ica, where \\'Ugf\; al'e 
higher in the cotton-gt·owing districi. than 
!:ere. It, behoYes us therefore. if \\"\' on· 
going to succeed. to produce an a.rti.el.:~ th.tt 
will con1n1and a prif'e sufficienily high to 
-er.able t.hc induGtrv to worli: nndcr c]p;·c•r:t 
·cOnditions and to }1:1y Jecont \Vag-e~. It i~ 
wise that W<' shonld start \Yell and tak·• no 
,risks. \Ve should be guided by the c•X]J<'1'i­
ence of 0ther coui1tric~ h1 framing and c'J'-':V­
Ing out a polic:'i'- wlri2h fxill I:Jakf' this indns­
tl~v a pennanent 8nd a ,.,-pry la.rgc o1v--•. I f'l'f:~ 
·no reason Y\-hy the ('Oti-cn-gro;.ving- indu~tr_,. 
in Queensland inn few years. if it is h·uwi,d 
properly, if tlw farmers do th0ir part. ··n.J 
if the politicianB- a.nd tlH~ Gnvcnnncnt fll~ 1 

rlo their part. will not b0 worth '" rnnch in 
pounds stPrling as the wool indmtn·. I loolc 
forward to the time wlwn our scpondarv 
indmtries will proc .. ecl sicle b~· sick wiich 
0u1· primar~,T industrie-=-: ln 0thcr --..-..-ords. tn 
thtO timre when Queensland "·ill stawl nn lw•· 
two l0gs, :-o to :;:.pea,k. of the prinu1ry and 
fi(lCondary induEi ries \Yt-. rnui't bP nrop 1 l'l' ·t 
io se-n that people Ttho nr0 ;.vi11in·.~ to in-..-e,!" 
capital in spinning and WC'a-..-ing cotton have 
'"Ufficient f'ot-ton pt·oducc··i for 1l10nt io hnndlc 
~t) :lB to just.if:v n1ills lw1ng <'1'Cctnd in ~\:w­
tralia to mannfnr•tnrc thP r:1 . ariidc. 

ThC' main abject of tlw Bill is. in short. to 
IT:ve leg-al backing- to tlw nolicy of the 
Qw•c·n~land Co-..,crnmf>nt~ 1-rhirh. a~ I ha-ve 
<1.lread? stated. has ~10011 re~ponsibie f-or in­
cren~inp_· the nnnna] Ynlu0 of the cotton out­
rut in Oueemdanrl frOP1 £853 in 1919 to 0\'01' 

£250.000 for tho crop \Yhich has jnst been 
he1n-ested. Tl·at j, a ]>h<'nomennl growth and 
1·~ du.~ E'ntirf•~\. to ollP- eansc It is not du0 
to the ~r-n:.;on". bt~( :ilr~e 18'it ~0ason wa::; a bad 
one. If la3t :-:<e-a;:;on hacl bt1 P11 n good ~ca~on, 
ihP cotton crop in QueC'nsland would haYe 

[Hon. lF. S. Gillies. 

L(·cn v:nnh prob1bly £500.GOC-. The or:a 
c u~;__- to ,-.,-hich this Bati:'factory grtyv;-t}t ld 

t~UC' i:; tht:> :~~w=u;a_ntce ,hY.r thr: 9ueen:=.iand 
(Jo-..-L'rtHncnt ot 52 d. a lu. 101' cotton. r~hat 
~!'uaranrc-o relio-..~ed the- faL'D1Ct' ab::Jolutely tronL 
-all re·,,ponsibility in the matter of tran,pmt. 
!2.·inning, shippincr. ancl n1arkcting of fns 
~otton.'~ For the fir3t tin1e in histor:.- t11c 
Qt~eens.land farine:i' has {'onfined hi" IYf'rk and 
re:;:.ponsi1)ilit~· to rhe ~T-owing of. his t~l'Ol '· 
\YhetiJel" that policy can continue rndcfin!tely 
Ol· 1JOt I mn 110t prepal't~d to .'-ay .. bnt I do 
not thiuk that it ,!Jould. l think that the 
p_t_·oti'etiYe poliC'y shoulcl continue until t!1o 
coi ton in-dlu·h'\T i::; placed ou a sound financial 
fc.otiuo· :ll1d u;1til the farmers arc ena.bled to 
gi11 a;d nltll'kt~t their own crop~ individual_ly 
~ nd co-onel'ative1Y in n :-.ound and ~ ,tl3-
f:td0l'\' ''"~"· It i; due to the Con1Jnonwealth 
aud Quee1l~land GovcrnnH~nts to C'n('ourage 
the indusi-r': until sufficient areas l1aYt' l.Jepn 
c"'taLlishcd ~in th,. cotu·sr' nf time to just if? 
the o~tal.JJ.;shrncnt of spin~Iing,· and \YC'aYing 
ntill 

l.\Ir. ~I'JHG.\X: How nre yon going to break 
(lown thi~ l!."ono1)oly which you arc crcnting 
to-dn~; '; 

Th,. Sr<:CHETARY FOR AGRICULTL'RE: 
I ant not g-oiiifS to repl:-..- to any interjections. 
Lccause ihis Bill has been on the table of 
the Honsc for three wPeks. and any reason­
" bk suggestions will be. considered wh~n the 
Dill rea.:he' its Cornmtttee stage. It hon. 
tnt~nl ber:-: opposite ha vt? any reasonable v_ie,vs 
"h;ch thcv wish incorporated in tlw Bill. 
thC'\-" -.,-.,-ill 'bn a bl0 to adYance then1 in the· 
proper way. 

'Jhe oulv motiYc which tlw Government 
i1an in this Bill is io place the cotton 
industrv on a sound fooling. It ma) be 
r0rr_,_etnbered that year.-; ago Queen'3land 
Covcrnmcnts spent largE' sun1s of n1oney \'n 
i'iw cotton industrv. 1 may say-I Will 
nuote the ficrures bv and b:ce-that pad Go­
,:Prnmenh slwnt U!J to £80,000 in nnc year 
in fostering the ind nsh'y in the State. 
Dnrincr the .An1erican \Yn.r cotton-growntg 
'\\'•tS a~1 irnportant indu:;:.try in Queensland. 
1t flourieh0d because the price of cotton 
wn high, but, wl~en the \Yar was oYer. price-;; 
dropped and fanners could not make tlw 
jndn:.:;trY pay. Like everything else, when 
prjce~ Lt.l're high the indnstr.v iJay~. \Yheu 
t·he goldfields in \Y estNn Australia broke 
out men flocked there from other Statf's anrl 
e:ountriE s. 

:i'llr. ELPHTXSTOXE: \Yhat i' going to happen 
-.,-.,·hen sociali:sn1 cornes about? 

The SE:CRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
The farmer does not g·o into an industry 
for the sake of l1is he a Jth or for the sake 
of the frr·-h air. He goes into an inrlustrv 
lwcause it promi~es to ])ay. The cotton 
industry ls no\v JYLying 1Pcause the. Onecn::.­
Iand GoYd'nrnent had sufficient forcs1ght and 
f,ufEcicnt state~marJship tn guarantee a pric:e 
thQt would enabk the farmer to makr' 1t 
''""· with the result that last year the crop 
;n{s mcrth onr £250.000. 

Dcfore clPaling· '"ith the principles of the 
Bill I \vant to give a. few fa~t~ with 1:cga_rd 
j·o the ea rh· historY of cot ton as a JllStifi­
ration for · en{'our::igin?: c•Jtton-gro~;,:ing in 
Queensland and to show. "' ~ ha,-e nlready 
1ncntlonecl. that cotton-grow1ng years ago 
ru:;i~nn1r-d in1portant proportions in Qneen::;­
Iand. P,pc•,tnoe the price <1roppecl after the 
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An1, ric:rtn \Yar, \Yhen _\tnc-cican p'Jl't~ I.Ycre 
again opened and the Ano.er1\.~<1lb get busy 
with their O'\\n cotto11A~Tov•in:.2:. d1n 
1ndustrv in Qnc:ens]and langttishPd ancl 
Befol'e V cotuing to the deYelopli1ellt of 
intlu,~try in Queensland. it ruight be as 
o giYo Eon1e figures ::'hawing the i1npon <'tl1(·e 
;f 1 he· industry. 

"CocNTRIES GnO\n~c CoTTo~ A~D 
QL\~TITIES PnoncCEu. 

,. (Taken from Cotton Statistic·. by .John 
A. Todd-revised to 31st December, 
1921-issued from the Book of the 
\Vorlcl's Cotton Conference. 1921. pages 
5 and 6.) 

Country. 

America 
India 
EgYl't 
Rn-.'5ia 
China 
Others 

B .le-. 1921-22. 
3.500,000 
~.750.00Q 

660,000 
200.000 

1.500.000 

Total 

(ithers, 1920-21 
Per-ia 
Europo and _-\~ia l\Iinor 
Mexico 
Brazil 
Pen1 
Other Souih An1C'rican 
West Indies (British 1 

West In dies (Others 1 
East Indies and Occania 
Japan 
Korea 
In do-China 
Africa (Beitish) 
Africa (Others) 

Total 

1.625,000 

16.23S.DOO 

100.000 
139.000 
250.000 
500.000 
200.00G 

29.000 
4.0oc: 

16.000 
50.000 
20.000 

150.000 
70,000 
77.000 
20.000 

1.625.000 
" Total \YOl:ld'F- proL1uction. 

b'1les; Lalo llYeragc•·. 500 lb." 
16.235.000 

" ToTAL ::'\c}IBER OF SPI~DLES E YARIOcS 
CoTTO~ :i'I1A~cncrcm~G Cor~TRIES. 

~•·(Taken from page 25 of Cotton Statis­
tics, b.v ,T ohn A. Todd-n·visc-<1 to 3ht 
December, 1921-issuc·d from the Book 
of the \Yodel's Cotton Confen'nce. 1921. 
Half-ypar to 31st ,)nly, 1921.: 

Conntry4 

Great Britain 
German\ 
Franrc ~ 
Rus-:;ia 
Po]ancl and Finland 
Amtria .. 
Czccl1o 4 SloYakia 
Italy 
Spajn 
Beh;inm 
f:h~:itzcrland 
Ot.her European 

Total EuropPan 

U.S.A. 
Tndia. 
.Japan 
Gf!nada 
Others 

Spindles. 

56.Hl.OOO 
7.000,000 

750.000 
U18.000 
1.140.000 
3.58~.000 
4.506,000 
1.306.000 
1.591.000 
1.531.000 
1.844.000 
1.803.000 

36.473,000 
3.80UOO 
1.100.000 
2.+70.000 
1.291.000 

Total '\on-Europcan 45.ld3.000 

"World',; total. 123.257,00J.'' 

One• of the opportnnilie;;; Quc·en,~iarH1 h.a'> 
11ow to f:tnbark on a. ncv.· indu~try is lH?cau.·.· 
of the !act thctt the bulk of the• population 
of tiH' \\odd at wc•arer' of cotton. Th<tt 
j..; t:) ~aY. 111 cuuntric~ peopled by 
colour,·rl .l'dCl"S the 1nain :.ranncnts are rnade 
of conon. The total popnlarion of the world 
i" L586.000.000. and out of that nurnbt•r 
829,000,000 rcsidP in Itr-dia. China. Japan. 
uncl Eg·:'-:Pt. ancl in rho5e couiJtries. ·when ~hP 
pt'ople' WL' H' anything at alL they ·w~~ar cotton 
garlnt~nt~. En~ry year tlu~rt' are n1o~·e pcoplt• 
\Ycarinrt· cotton. and coincident \nth that, 
clue pr~1cipally to the boll \Yecyil in ~~Ineric~~. 
th · American t 'Jtton orop " fil.lhr, 6· oll. 
Therefore our opportunity to e_stablish tho 
cotton industry at the prc.-;ent t1me appears 
to n1e to be unique. It i~ rr golden opp~~.r­
tunit.\' in .J. countrv \YhPre n g;ood quuht.'i' 
cott'lll can be S!:rowiL The indiC::ttion:-> <ll"i'­

of cour~e \Yl' cannot foreca:.'t ·~n hat the condi­
tion~ rnav be two. thn .. "l'. four. or fivl' year:; 
h(~nct•-bi1t the lndic Jtion~, an:- that the pl·ict• 
v. ill be nwintaincd for a Inunber of year::;, 
anJ. in thar tint:~. if Queen.,.L.HHlers ar·~' 1livP 
io tlH~ir opportunitil~. thp~· ill bP abJ~ 1(J 
pluce thi::; industr~; ou ~ueh a soun~-l foot~ug, 
as the .. - can g-row the Y£'r .. ~· bP:;;t quaht~· cotton, 
that the indusuv \Yill continue. I shall be 
ver·; ~OITV inJeL;d ill da:v:' ro conlt~ to h.:J.vP 
1wP .. n a~--o~'iah•d with a n1oventP11t ''hi eh had 
such great possiLilitief' if l1:-'o· :;.ome action. rn· 
fai:nrc to take son1C' action b:: tlu:• Govern­
UH'llt with which I arn associated. tlw oppor­
innit-; to establish thi' industry on sound 
a1td la~ling· lin·-:-; had lwPu rnis:;C'd. That 1~ 
whv I rcc·ontnH."'Ild the Governn1ent to tukP 
the. clru~tic ~tPp so111f' people say we ar~ 
t(t kin;:..; to put all ab::.olntP t~mbargo on ~thr~ 
ITJ'0\\'1 h of 1·atoon cotton. "·htch I >'hall deal 
~-ith la.ter 011. TlH' demand i:3 incr 'Using, 
and tht· eotion crop in Arnerica last year 
fell off bv onc·third. not altogether due to 
the deprc'~lation' of thP Mexican boll weevil, 
although the hall '"'"""il played a most impor­
trrn1 part. but due also to the fact that tlw 
~\rncricnn farmers 1HtY0 gone in for other 
erops. The American farmers. like the Au>'­
tralian farn1c-r~-like farn1er~ all o\·p~· thf' 
world--wh n the': beo·in to rcali~e that sonlP 
otll<'i' crop pay' ·bette~·. or they think it ''ill 
pav bctt -r. inuncdiatPly cease growing 
thUt cro11: bccau~C' there' i:"= nothing to conlpf•i 
the1n t'l o-row a cron if the..- find that son1r- 4 

thing cls·l~ v,·ill pa;; thC'In bct'ter . The farn_1er::; 
in An1erica haYe engaged in nnxcd farnung. 
d,1irving. fruitgro\ving. and othel' crops f:hat 
pa.- · better in some cases than cotton· 
gro\Ying. That. togctlll"'r 1\-ith the dcpreda~ 
tions of the boll wcn-il. re5tdLcl lasr :vc•ar 
in a falling ciT b" one-third of the total 
cottcm crop of the ·cnd·ed States. To-day. 
insh•ad of tlw -Cnitcd Sunc:-. of A1ner!ca 
l>Pin~: abl0 to ~uppl:-'o· cotto11 to thf' l~nitr•d 
I\::i1~ ·donl. thc:v- prat·ticall:v rPquirP all their 
ra\Y cotton to knep thPir o'Yn spindles going. 
In 1901 the Lancashire ~pinners becatne 
n1ut·n1N1 at the :::lride~ of rlw cotton n1anufac­
ttll"(' in Amcric:1: a1:d b(•('all:"(' of thP facto:--. 
1 l1avc ju:'! m0ntinned operating thPr,~. the.v 
1Jcran to look around for ~ome nu:thoJ;-:; 
·wh~'rehy cotton 4 gTo,Ying could hP encourag ·d 
"-ithin the Emnirc tn L'nabk thcnl to g"l't 
their raw rnatct:ial. A-. a rc:-nlt, tll(> Br1 ti~h 
Cotto:1 Gl'owing· A~sociation wa:-. fonneJ in 
1901 frorH Yariou~ La.nca~hirc a;O.:S.ociatioE-; 
\Yith a guorante0d fund of £50.000. "' hich 
wa> aft>'rwards increased to £100,000. Tlw 
objL~ct of this organi:-Octtion 'va~ to encouragP 
cohoi;-gTowind within the En1}:ire. Thei.r 
;)rincip<d f~Inction~ w~'re inqun·~·. expf:\rl-

Hon. W. lv'. Gillies.] 
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llH'ntal and dcYclopmcntal work, and amongst 
nth,_>r thiugs thr•y proYided in th, articles of 
ns•ociatiou that no diYidond ,.hould be paid 
for .sc'Yen years. Their cnC'rgie:', hitherto haYe 
ln .. 't'll c-onfined to India. L-:-ganda, .:.\yas,;,aland, 
\Y est ~\frica, ~\nglo-Egyptian ::indan, and the 
\Yest Imlics. Quite rcccmh· theY turned their 
attention to Au·n·alia, afthough they haYe 
not :,-er done a great deal in thi~ -country. 
I am going to deal with what the:.· have done 
l~n")l' on, and l an1 also goi11g to deal with 
:-:ome oi tlL" Yt'l'Y erratic ::;tah'rrlPuts n1ade 
by thL' hon. lllt'nlbcr for BurnPit on .. this ques~ 
tion sonw tirne <tgo, IYhcu he tric·d to point 
nut that this orgaui~atiou ·was prepared to 
;_Lw.rani<'e ls. 6d. a lb. for Queensland 
l·Ot ton fo1· fiyc yt)ar:-::. This organisation has 
not done Yl'l'Y rnuch ~o far to hl'lp the gro1Yth 
nf cotton in Australia, but >H' arc hopeful 
that 1he llC\YPr organisation \Yill giYe so1ne 
~·ucot:rag-ClllC'llt v;.-'ith regard to cottOH-grow­
wg m (/uN'nslaud later on. Hitherto their 
attention has bec'n particularly cPntred in 
the countries I haye rucnhoncd IYithin the 
EHlpin•. I do not kno1Y of anY countrv \vithin 
1he Elll]Jire that offers bette1~ possih(lities or 
~.tn'cHCl ju:3tiflcation for assistance fron1 the 
British authoritic'S than Australia. Cotton 
eau b1• grown in States in Aw;;t ralia other 
than in Queemland. It may be' grown under 
llTJgat!Oll oil the ::\luna0· RiYcl·. and probablv 
i11 \Yestem Auslralia thee' will establish the 
indurtry. · 

I haYe no he6itation rn saying that 
Quee1Bland should be the premier cotton­
growing Stnte in .... -\ustralia if the indu::;tr\· 
is deYclopecl oil sound lines. ' 

I >mule! just like to quote >Yhat has led 
up to the recent gua.rantee so far as the 
Briti~h Cotton Growing As6o~iation is con­
cerned. The Premier Yisited the old countrv 
in 1920. The A.rcnt-General >Yas <Tettin;;. 
into touch "·ith th~ authoritics prior t~ thaf 
nnd H::' a, result negotiations were entered 
into v, ith the British Cotton Growing Asso­
(jation. ThP. g('ncral n1anager of the ..._British 
( otton GroYnng· Asso~iation, under date 3rd 
:.ray. 1920, wrot~ to the L'mlcr Secretan of 
State ~or th_o Colonies. London, offering' for 
a penod ot two years as fron1 1st J nne, 
1920. to guarantee a rninin1u1n price in Liver­
pool or London of ls. 6d. per lb. (less insur. 
ancc, et<:.) for all cotton of first-class quality 
fonYardecl them for sale and "'hich was pro­
dure{-1 from an annual Yarietv of cotton ~ecd 
it-snecl by the Go:7 et·nrr1cnt; riny surplus oYer 
ls. 6d. to be ren11ttcd to thR plauter, I call 
spcc1al attention to the >Yords "ar,.nual 
"" rictv of cotton.'' 

The' Ag·ent-Gcneral. 111 replying- to this 
ofYC'r. r0g·r0t tccl. that rhe ofFer \Yas not 
~il:cl~,, tn giYc_ t1lc c..timulus to produ<::tion 
that IY<l." dc~Ir('d, and if the association 
,. nu !cl rxi en cl the period of guamntee for 
f.,-c !·cars the Queensland GoYcrnmrnt >Yould 
be prepared to co-operate b,- setting a part 
an area of lane! for tlw establishment of a 
cot ton gronJ~ settlen1ent in Queensland. 

(lp 13th July. 1920. the Association made 
tht.) £Dllo"'ving- offer to the Pren1icr :~ 

, "Thilt" it "·ill guaranto(' fo1· a, period of 
['-"'' ·:ea~'' a fixed price of h. 3d. JWI' lb. of 
:nn for all clean cotton of good quality 
:or\Yardcd to th0n1. freio·ht .and in'-'urance 
:·aiel. to sell in LiYCrpo;L The cotton to 
:_'ft. proclncccl from long staple Yarieties 
:nr eotton, and to be produced fro1n seed 
"''"'cl b~· the Agricultural Department. 
.\n,- >m·plns oyer h. 3d. to be equally 
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d.iYidcd between growers and ... '"'-s'"ociation. 
ThL• ..:\s~oei.ation'~'--loss to L-0 lirnitC'd to an 
a~JJOU}~t not exceeding £10.000. The 
!tllnl'<llltce to date front the 1st ,Jauuary, 
1920 .. , 

IYant to L'lll]lhasi~e that, b0cansc the hon. 
ltH'nlbcr fo1· Bur~lPtt.. in rnaking a yiciuu.:; 
attack 011 the Premier shortly after his return 
fr'=H1l (;reat Brl1nin, tried to COll\"t..\ ro 
Qlwen~lund through " Ilausard " that tho 
l'n·ll•it'l' h:d misled the IIouse, und that the 
guaralltC'c \Yas unlin1ited. Xow the guaran­
tee wa' limited to the snm of £10,000, which 
n•a lly \\'as hardly >mrth anything at all to 
Qnconslancl, because it was soon absorbed. 

:VIr. CoR~Ell : The Premier did not f!'lYC 
the information to the House that it \Yas 
I irnited to £10.000. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
TI~' ~·ayt) full infonnation to the 1-Iousc. The 
Pl'cn~1ier rcpliC'd to this :-:.:p-cond offer by 
llOinting· out that. in the opinion of hi8 Go­
H'l'!llllCllt, it >nmld be extremelv difficult to 
pL·tC(' t]w <'ntton in~1u:3ir~v on a satisfactory 
footi11g· 1n, 1<':3~ 1~. 6d. a lb. wa::, guaranteed. 
T wm,t to point out that: the guarantee of the 
Quccn<laud Gon'rnnwnt of 5~d. a lb. for 
SL'l'cl cotton at the present tirnc is slightl:v 
PIOn~ t1HUJ 1--:. 6d. n lb. for eoHon lint. so 
that tlw c,ff,,r of ls. 3d. a lb. in the first 
place IYas absolutely "\YOrth1ess, and the offer 
nf 1.-. 6d. a lb. clirl not by any means clear 
the Qnecn,!and GoYernment of their loss 
nnrll'~' thP guarantee. rrhC' Agcllt-Gencrn] 
took up the di~eussion on this n1a tter \Yith 
rhP cxPc::Hi\·(~ of the British Cotton Gro1ving 
~\ s~ociation. and .a ea blC'gra 111 was rcf'cived 
frwn him tn the dtcct that the As,ociation 
had l1ccir1cd to extend their g·uarantee for 
cotton to 1<. 6d. for ,,, fJeriod of five years 
with practi{'rt ll:'-· the sarnf' conditions~that 
is, the limitation of £1C.OOO was to stand. I 

frltici~t·tl thi~ oiier at tht' tin1e. 
[LT. p.n1.] and :-.aid it '1\'as Y<'I'Y E1rk l!~t! 

to Qucf'nsland. but thUt '"'' y,·o_uJd 
aYail onrseh·es of it with the hope that 
somethin;r better \\'OtJid romc along. In ropl7 
ro 1 hat otTt)r This c tLl(' ·vn-ts dc..::patched to the 
.AgcHt-G('J1C'ra1-

" l. Suppose ouly portion of Que~ns­
lancl cotton export goes to Associa twn, 
,,-ill guarantee be available for that 
portion ; and 

•• 2. I.-; exporter or ..... --\s~ociation to haYe 
profit. if any, oYer h. 6d.? " 

The _.1,.-,ociation replied to these questions as 
fcllo>YS :-

.; 1. Gnannncc applies to cotton shipped 
to Li ,·erpooL whetlwr >rhole or portion 
of Qut•en •lnrul cro~>. 

'' 2. ~-\ll realised OYer h. 6d. goes to 
groy er '' 

(Jf C'OLHH'. n~ hon. ll1Pl11LPl'S arc ;l\\'Ul'l', 

nDthing \Ytt~ rerdjf'Pd OYPl' ls. 6d., so that the 
Quecn;land GoYPl'nnwnt had to bear the 
loss onr rho £10.000. On 24th August, 
1920. a ea blegram was sent t.o the Agent­
General to "omplete arrangements with 
the British Cotton GrmYing Association. 
Then we asked for a renewal of the 
agreement. The Agent-General >Yas requested 
f"o 1~ake .;;tronf. C'ndt:oaYours to haye it ex­
tended for a ft;nhcr period of fiye years, bnt 
the A"ociation ea bled to the effed that it 
fom.d it impoe<ible to renew the agreement. 
At that s1 ""'' the Empire Cotton Growing 
Corpc~r::t1io!J earne on the ~cf'nc. The Briti.sh 
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Government had promised to that body a 
vote• of not k-s than £LOOO,OOO sterling out 
of the profits which ihe British Goyernment 
Jnadc out of the Egyptian crop during the 
war. It mav be remembered that the British 
Government' practically commandeered the 
Egyptian crop during the war. Mr. Cramp­
ton \Yood, "·ho "as here last year with the 
Cotton DPlegation \vhich visited Australia at 
the im·itatiou of the Prime Minister, handled 
that crop for the British Government. and 
cut of it thev made a profit of something 
likP £2.000,000, of which they decided to 
spend £1,000,000 in the encouragement of 
cotton-growiug within the Empire. JVly 
main objc,ct in g-oing round Queensland with 
the delegation ,yas to in1pross upon Mr. 
Crompton \Yood, ::\11-. Harold Parker, and 
other' the absolute wisdom and justice of 
spendiug· at least £250,000 of that £1,000.000 
l•l'O<llised to the Corporation by the British 
GoYernn1e11t in Australia. Representations 
have bceu made to that end, but so far all 
titc Corporation hes done-and I .am grateful 
for it-is to plac0 Colonel Evans at our dis­
posal and ,pay his salary for three years so 
that "-" mav benefit bv th0 advice here of 
on•' of its ex'j)('rts. \YP ·hope the Corporation 
will do more than that. \Vo haYe asked it to 
send an ernincnt cnto1nologist to Queen:::land 
to Pnablc n~ to deal with any local pests 
\Ybich 1nay appear and to adYisc u~ \vhat 
nH'J~urc~ sllo1Jld be taken against thmn; 
b,lf l am hopeful that 1 he request made 
In' me JWrsonall~' to Mr. Crompton \Yood. 
Mr. Ha.rold l'ar·kcr. and others, and by the 
Pr•clllier thrmtglr the .Ag<'nt-General to the 
Corporation itself, that at least £250.000 
slcoulcl be spent in Aust-ralia by it to encour­
agt> '--otton-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 
Goyci'l1lllCI1t \Yilt honour th~~ promise 111ade 
by }It. Huf!·hcs before the elections that. 
th0 Commomvealth Gon'rnment would 
<·a-operate \Yith the various Stat-e Govern­
nlerns in giYing a guarantee of a reasonable 
price ior a term of years. 

Ylr. ELPHixSTOxE : l\Lr. Bruc0 could make 
representatio11~ "-hile he is in England. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICt:LTl.JRE: 
That is a YNv g·ood cugge<tion. I think that 
here I might' n;eJJtion that, as shown in the 
Auclitor-Gen<'rnl's report, the Queensland 
GoYernmrnt \Yi11 su;;:tain a con~idcrablo loss 
as a. re:;:ult nf their guarantee. I ha,~c alrC'adv 
eaid that the £10.000 guaranteed bv the 
British Cotton Gro1vlng As·"ociation ha~ bcrn 
paid; but the GoYt'r11n1cnt "'ill haYr to pay 
a good clenl mnro. It appears to nw, from 
the ftgllr<'' available at the present time, that 
we shall br liable to a lac' of soruethiug like 
£57.COO up to elate-that is. a'·mming that the 
Con1lllOll\Ycalth share in the loss incurred in 
the encouragement of tlw industry in Aus­
tralia. '" the,· are in honour bound to do. I 
hope thar the promise made bY Mr. Ilughes 
at ::\Iaryborongh .md "'ewcastle during tlw 
Federal clf'c-tio11 cnmraign will bo honour0d. 
Of coursp th0 pro1uise nladc by }lr. IIngh0s 
at Rnckhampton. avording- to Press report•. 
-perhaps the h'm. nwmber for ::\ormanbv 
will see that ii is carried out-was that, if 
thf' case stat(~d to hin1 ''rith rPgard to 'ratoon 
cotton \Ya~ tru0. he would see that his 
GoYernnlont-in~t~nd of going back on the 
fermers. as he insinnated the Queensland 
Governm0nt had done by paying- only 3d. per 
lh. for sePd cotton. l](' would make nn the 
difference between the 3d. and the 5~d~ 

::\Ir. CORSER: Do von 'av that :\h. Hughes 
said that? ~ · 

The SECRETARY FOR ~.l,GRICTLTl'RE: 
I sav it is in the Prc>os. -I "-ill shmv it to 

tho lJOll. member. It \Yas published in rho 
';Brisbane Courier." 

}Jr. CORSER: You produce it. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICCL'lTRE: 
I will produce it bcfor0 I sit down-I am 
going to deal with a lot of things hd'?rc I 
finish. The definite pronuse '"'" published 
in th>; "Courier" that ~Ir. Hnghes said t-!1at, 
if the po-itiou was as represented to him by 
::\lr. :'\uitall, he \vould haYe inquiries made 
In- ::\Ir. Goode, of the British-Australian 
cOtton GnnYing ~.\"··-::ocia1ion. and \.YOU1d ~('(' 
that his GoYC'l'11111Cllt n1ade good the diffcr­
<•nce behvcen the 3d. paid by the Queen·,land 
Gm·crnment and the 5~d. which he said they 
originally pron1ised. 

;\lr. KERR: Read the Press report. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTLTt:RE: 
I will giYe it to the hon. member, but I am 
going to deal ':ith the que~tion _in 1ny own 
wav. I han> s«Hl that the loss will probably 
be 'a g-ocd deal more than £50.000; hut the 
Queensland Govenmwnt are not concerned 
about it. because. after alL it is not a loss 1f 
it enables the farmers to establish a new 
industry pennan0ntly on f:.ound line~-:-i.t is 
not a. loss evPll if it b0 a quarter of a m1lhon ; 
it goes into the pockets of the farmers of 
Queensland. 

I have here a sumnHll'Y of the early hi~to;·y 
of cotton in Qu<>ensland prepared by tne 
Department of Agriculmre. and a table sho\1'­
ing the amount of s0ed cotton produc_ed ~n 
Queensland since 1862, the avera~e pncc m 
Liverpool in each year, together w11h anot_her 
table dealing \Yith the prodn~tion and pr_Jces 
since 1914. y·:hich I would hke to get mto 
" IIansard " >;dthout rearling. 

The SPEAKER: i< it the plea>urc• of t:,, 
House that the information should appear m 
" Han':3ard~' ,vithont Oei'fl<.S Yt·ad? 

Hoxot:RABLE C\IDIBERS: Hear, heo..r t 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICGLTl~RE: 

" EARLY HISTORr OF CoTTOx ·J); QcEE);S­
u-;;u. 

'· The first statistical infonnation of 
cotton in Queensland is for the yt<tr 1866, 
>rhen 14 acres wore under crop. The C1nl 
\Yar in A_lnerita gayc great in1pctus. to 
the cultinrtion of it under the plantatwn 
sYStem. and the Goverument of the clay 
(Jstered it bv a bouus on exported cotton 
,-m·vino· frmi't £10 to £2 10s. for each 
L:ale of g-in nee! cotton of 400 lb. in \Yeight. 

"In 1870 t.here were 14.674 ncrcs nmkr 
crop:. anrl in 1871 6.505 bales were ex­
ported. The hif!;hest price obtaiot'd for 
raw cotton was in 1864. \Yhen 2s. 2~d. per 
pnnnd was secnr0d in Liverpool, .1nd thP 
tot a 1 bonus paid in that yeur was 
£84.368. (h,-ing to the cesqtion of the 
bonus aud lhe rcsun·1pticn of the C'>::pn~·t 
trade bv America. culriva.tion declined 
annual!,: from 1870 until1887, \vhcn there 
,vas no· area under crop. 

''The 3econd period of cotto!l·u:Towing 
>vas behveen 1890 and 1897. \dwn rhc 
Ipswich Cotton Cmnpa11~' \Vas en a b1is!1('d 
and e-ncouraged by a bonus for 'l:e ~rrst 
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5,000 yards of coiton goods ~1Vl!l~iLJt·tnl> cl. 
The company secured the bomb bnt after­
wards \Yent into liquidation. 

"The third period commenced 11·ith 
the drought of 1902, when tho Der,an­
ment of Agriculture adYoca ted cot ton as 
a subsidiary crop on the farm to scn-e 
the double purpose of producing "' nwr­
ketablc article, and, as it ;, , drought­
resisting plant, to serve .1s '" fudd< .- for 
cattle at that time." 

"f_\HLE SHO\HXG TI!F, l'RODcCT!OX C? l'UTTOX 
I:\' QL'EEX~L\.XD (18()~- tD2:J). 

Year. 

181}~ (t'il il War) .. 
[86:] 
186~ 
186:, 
1861\ 
1867 
1868 
186\l 
18711 
1871 
187~ 
187~ 
187-! 
18/.) 
1870 
1877 
1818 
181\l 
1880 
1881 
1882 
188:; 
1881 
Jss;, 
1881) 
1887 
188t< 
188!1 
180(1 
1801 
189" 
18H~1 
180~ 
189J 
189ti 
1897 
1898 
189\l 
1900 
1901 
1902 
191}~ 
190~ 
1900 
1906 
1907 
HW8 
190\l 
1911} 
1 \Jll 
191~ 
1913 . . . . 
1914 (Great War) .. 
1915 
1910 
1917 
1918 
Hll\J 
1920 
1\121 
] !:)22 . . . . 
1023 (till/-9-23).. . . 

(Ya!ned at.. 

1,1;.:::-. 
'ic:-d Cott ou. 

4:3,012 
P-1-,671 

116,1!10 
4:37.±60 
:,80,680 

1,238,843 
5.±28,8R+ 
3,;J.J6,6U/ 
.J-.8H:!,26J 
7. 70l,05-! 
4,460.\lG 1 
4, 125.64-b 
~.93\J,625 

04:5,362 
41:3.~36 
665,067 
]:30,596 

78,783 
324.780 
7!18,867 
144,087 
242,067 

86,568 
57,72!3 

5.!\H 

1 c: :.2!1-~ 
ll/,.-l~l 
] •)l) ·)-1- -) 
15{i3~ 
186,894 
150,41± 

3-!,230 
20,-J3G 
I·) •)·)s 

2~:26-t 
11s,2:2n 
166,4;)('{ 
~z,2:~~ 
VI ,06,) 

940,12.) 
3.858,024 

11,397.36H 
£250.5/~l) 

-------·------------ -----
• Not available, probably no cotton grown. 
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Year 

1014 
1915 
1016 
1917 
1918 
191!! 
1920 
1921 
192:2 
1923 (to 

7-0-23) 

Cotton Indd8lrj lJrL~. 

Yie-ld (lh~_), 
Acreage. tieed ' 

Cotto!l. 

13~ 2U,:3:Hi 
72 1~,2:38 
7f) 2-!,:26± 

133 ] 18,220 
203 166,458 

:37,2~38 
5/,0(ij 

940,125 
:),876.67:) 

] 1,:397,:~()9 

X et 
1~ c·turn~ 
P . .i(l to 

Fanners 
rer lh. 
~t·eti 

Cotton. 

d. 
l-l:l :20 
:.:-.)07 
2·6:~/ 
:~·58 
-t·3.Y 
J·;j 
;).;) 
5·5 
.)·3 
5·~) 

01' :~(l. for 
ratoon::;. : 

Tnl .. l 
Yatut~ 

of l'rop. 

~ 
~{)() 

1~>l 
253 

1 .76-! 
3.01/ 

%:3 
1,;108 

21,54+ 
88,46li 

25G,57D 

In 1922 there y;ere about 1.600 growers of 
cotton harvesting about 8,176 acres. In 1923 
there are about 7,500 growers harvesting 
about 28.695 acres. Had it not been for 
the comparatively dry season. the areas to 
be harYested would probably have been much 
larger. and the yield per acre would also 
ha ,-e been twice as big . 

STATISTICS SHOWIXG I,JYEllPOOL PIUCES 
FOR COTTOS. 

TAKE:\ FRO)! PAGE ~8 OF l'OTTOX STATISTICS BY 
JOH~ A. TODD-HE\'!SED TO :llsT llECE~IBER, 
1921-JSSl'ED FR();I THE BOOK OF THE 
WORLD'S COTTOX COXFEREXCl', 1021. 

These are Al'erage Prices .for American Jiidrilinq 
Cotton. 

I 
Pence 

per Lb. 
Year. Year. P('nce 

per Lb. 

-------·i---- -------:----

18;)8 
1:05\1 
1860* 
1861* 
186~* 
186:3* 
1864*· 
186.) 
1860 
1867 
1866 
1860 
1870 
1871 
1872 
187;-~ 

187+ 
187[, 
1876 
1877 
1'78 
11:5/D 
188(1 
1881 
1882 
] 88:~ 
1884 
1ss;, 
1886 
1887 
1888 
188\l 
1890 
1891 
1802 
1803 

1 6-87 

I 

G·i:J 
6·25 
S-Ilo 

17·25 
23·~5 
:27·50 
19-00 
15·:-)o 
10·87 
10·30 
1::·12 

0·V4 
8-.)6 

10·5() 
0·00 
8-00 
7·:37 
6·2.) 
0-:n 
6-12 
ll·:H 
6-\H 
6-H 
{)·62 
5·/J 
6-00 
:)·0:2 
.'i-12 
5·50 
5·56 
5·9-l 
G·OO 
4-68 
4-19 
4-52 

18114 
lKH:J 
18Hd 
1sn1 
1 8~18 
18!-l~) 

::-;rason. 

180<)-1!100 
1 !lOU-01 
1\)01-IJ" 
HJ02-o:: 
1903-0-l 
1 90~-o.-, 
1 no;,.o\i 
1 00t)~07 
1U07 -08 
1901l-00 
190\_1-10 
]\)] 0-11 
1\)]1-1" 
1912-1:3 
1013-H 
1914-li\t 
1915-16t 
1 910-171" 
1917-18t 
1918-1\l 
10Hl-20 
1\120-21 

3·81 
~-81 
4·Ji 
3-!ll 
:)-31 
3·36 

4·.')7 
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DIPORTS OF COTTOX IXTO JXSTHALL\ 
TAKEN" FRO)f STATISTICS PREPARED BY THE 

C'O?'.DIONWEALTH BrREAF OF CE:X:-'TS AXD 
~TATI.;;:TICS F0R THE YEAR 1021-2:2. 

Article. 

Cotton I'nsc .. 
Cotton, mrrcerised .. 
*Cotton piere goods 
Cotton seed .. 
Cotton oil (seed) . . . . 
Cotton soeks and storkin~s 
Cotton \vaste . . . . 
Cotton wick . . . 
Cotton wool and wn<ldin2"~ 
Cotton :rarn , 
Haw cotton 

Total Importation 
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from 
Page. 
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76 
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70 
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Grey unbleached n5 
White bleached . . n;; 
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&c. . . . . 05 
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C0tton dyed or printed \l6 
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I think I 'honlcl eay " i,,_,. Jh'W 

<1bonr the cotton guarantee lt:-::L'lf. 'C:1:1~ "'l 

.son1o hon. n1en1bers o:~ the othPr :::ide .1f this 
House haYe endeaYourcd to lake a\YaY froll.L 
tile Queensland GoYcrnment the credit 11·hic•h 
is due to them. The A.ssociation I ha.-c men­
tioned has '·pent £10.000, and I am i1opcful 
that the Empire Cottou Growing Corpora­
tion l'nll be progressiYe enought to realise 
that this industry is so in1porta.nt to the 
Empire a.s to JUstify their spc11ding another 
quarter of a 111illion ponnds of the an1ount 
.-otc•cl to them by the British GoYernmcnt, 
an<l I am hopeful that the Commonwealth 
Go.-ernment will push our claims in this 
regarll. I an1 also Yer:.- glad to know 
tl1at tbe Brnce GoYPrn111ent have honour(') 
t!Je promicc made by the Hughcs Gun'nt­
lllPnt; but for all that nobodY t~an take a\\-av 
fron1 onr Prernier or fron1 !his GoYernmen"t 
the credit due to thl·rn for the action tqke•J 
1 n 1920. when th(l Pn~n1ier c•n1bracetl the 
gr;lden opportunity in Lhc old country or 
front n1y recon1111cndation to Cabinet to 
gnarantee a price-and a good price-for 
seed cotton. Some critice have said that Buch 
a guarantee would create a sloYcnh ha bit 
R!T1ongst thC' farmer:-::, as it was said. the 
st•gar-cane growers g-ot into ·when tht"'Y vvere 
1·eceiving £30 6s. Sd. a ton for ;,ugnr, and 
that they would never be able to grow cotton 
at ordinarv market Yalucs in \ears to come. 
The GoYct:nment took a Btde.sman-like risk 
in saying, " For a 1 ern:; of years \Ve \vill 
guarante8 a price that \vill be more than the 
cost of production"-an'l nobodv can take 
from the Queensland Government the credit 
of that action. \Vhilst I am grateful to the 
British Cotton Growing Associ<ttiz'n for 
assisting, that credit is due entirely to this 
l~e>vernmcnt. The text of the guarantee has 
bt'Cn publishe-d from tim·~ to time and there 
is no net'd for me to read it now. Briefly it 
means that since 1919 the cotton-growers have 
nceived 5~d. a lb. In that year the total 
Yalue of the cotton c;·op was £853 odd, 
whereas last vear it was oYer £250.000, 'That 
gTmvth was d·uc entirely to the guarantee and 
the arra~1gements to h:t Ye th£ seed c0tton 
ginned by t.he Britisb-Austrahan Co11on 
Association, Limited, with which I shall deal 
Inter, and which relieve;i the farmers from 
all worry and anxiety which otherwise they 
mculd haYe had to face. 

It relim·ed the farmer of all responsibility 
e>:cept the gro\ving of the crop. iY e took the 
full responsibility of transport, ginning, Ina.r­
kf•ting and guaranteeing the price. \Ye took 
·all the riek of los, with regard to the crop. 
I think those conditions are unheard of in 
a115' farn1ing con1munity in any part of the 
world. Briefly, the guarantee was 5~d. per 
lb. for fiye years. The price for tile "oming 
har,"est will be 5~d. !lf'l' lb. for 1~-inch 
st,;ple and 5cl. per lb. for good quality cotton 
of less than 1~-inch sta.ple under certain 
limitations, Ratoon cotton. which I shall 
deal with later on. will Hot come \l'ithin the 
ope-ration of the gUarantee. 

::\Ir 110RGAX: The price for the coming 
cror• is a reduction of ~d. per lb.? 

T)w SECRB:TARY FOR ci.GTIICl~LTL'H:;;:: 
It '"ill practiull"' amount to that, as Yery 
f,,v,- farmers will be able to get 1£-inch 
staple. They haYe not got up to fl.:Jything 
near 1~-inch staple in the cotton produced 
rww. except some Yery sn1DJl consignments 
of Durango cotto!l. That is not the fault 
of the farmer or the fault of the Govem­
ment. The Gm·,,rnment could not wait until 
rh,··; ha.,l suffici('nt Dur, ngo •<'eel to produce 

Hon. W .. V. Gillies.] 
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the long· •,tanle. \Ye had to start and do 
tn~ best we could. 

Mr. :!llORGA!-; : It is the on! v seed from 
which you can get 1k-inch staple. 

Th" SECRETARY FOR AGRICC Ln:EJ3: 
I admit that the Durango seed and one or 
+wo other new \"arieties are the only varieties 
that \vill allow that to be done. I admit 
that the average farmer may only be able 
to obtain 5-d. per lb. for the cotton grown 
from ordinary seed. That price for good 
qu&!ity cotton irrespective of staple is a 
g;ood payable price. One condition with 
rr'gard to that is that the area will be 
limited to 50 acre,;. If a man has 60 
acres he has to take the risk of the 
wcrld's price with regard to the extra 10 
ancs. I think that is a. reasonable thing. 
bec·ause cotton-growing should not be carried 
out ou the plantation system. Cotton-grow­
i:lg is a family industry. and ouc that should 
be carried out in small areas. The advice 
given by the Gov2r11or-Gcneral at G-ladstone 
la-st vear \~.-as ;::ound ndvi('e, and I endorse it. 
Cotton-growing should be carried out largely 
as a side line. and in combination with other 
iEc!ustries. Even- farmer within the cotton 
belt should, if fJOssiblc. g>:ow a. patch of 
cotton. 

Mr. :YioRGA!-;: Can he do anything he likes 
with the cotton on the area above 50 acres! 

The, SECRETARY FOR AGRICGLTURE: 
Kc. The time is past in our stage of 
ci ,ilisation for allowing a man to do what 
he likes with anything if what he likes 
0ncroaches on the rights of the commumty. 
A ma.n cannot do what he likes with his 
own children. if what he likes means crnc·ltv, 
or his own hou6e. The State could burn, a 
1nan's house down if it \Vas a menace to 
other .Jeople, is infected with plague for 
imtance. It could take a man's handker­
chief if it was in the interests of the commu­
nit.Y to do so. In order to protect and 
fo~h'r this industry, I haYc found it necessary 
to put certa ;n restrictions on the people 
concerned. Those restrictions have been 
included in this Bill onlv after consultation 
wirh the experts that "-e' han• got to advise 
us. 

I \Yould like to say a few words about 
these experts. This 'Bill i;; the result of 
the advice obtained from them. I want to 
g-i1·e a brief hietory of the experts who were 
here. It mig-ht bf' said. am! has been said. 
that Qucemt'itnd should not haw started off 
and grop~d about in the dark in connection 
with this matter. It has been said that the 
Ministers did not know anything about 
cotton-gTO\ving and no n1an in the Agricul­
tural Department understood cotton. That 
maY be true. Tlwre is not a man~I Yield 
to 'no :nan in .i\.ustralia on this point-·~who 
ha:;; done more to place cotton-gro-.,,"ing before 
th,, public of Austraiia than :\lr. Da-niel 
Jone,~(Hear, heal' !)~but anyone who refers 
to that gentleman as a cotton expe'l·t does 
HGt know the meaning of the word. :Ylr. 
Duuiel J 0110s i~ a practieal fanuer-a. cotton 
er.thusiast and a. man \Yith a good lot of 
con:tnlon~cnsc-but he is no rnore a cotton 
e:-.:pcrt than I a111. Anyone \Vho knows any­
thing· about cotton will agree with that state­
llH?11L. 

Cp to the time that we importee! men from 
iiw eld countn· or ha.,J a Yisit from the 
cotton delegation and got their ach·ice. we 
realised that the man who buvs the article 
n:.d pays the price' is the' man "who calls the 
tunc. 

[Hon. 1L X. Gillies. 

Hon. \Y. H. B.IRXES: I think that you am 
a Daniel co1ne to judgn1£~nt. 

Ti1o SECRETARY FOR AGRICCI.TCRE: 
I am stating an obvious fact. The llon. 
gtntlerna.n \·vill realise that the n1a11 vrho 
buys the article must ha Ye a oa v in it. I 
ha;-o a very viyid recollection 0£ q;J:owing 
sugar-cane for the Colonial Sugar H.efining 
C<)rnpany. 'J;'hey told rue ".\-hat variety I had 
to grow. On one ore a si on, after ha Ying 
planted a larg-e area ·11 ith cane that the 
Cc1n1pa.ny thought a yery good Yal'iety, they 
·t:old n1e the density \vas rwt sufficient. and 
practically rdused to take the can. from me. 
On~ variety known as Purple Ribbon tlw 
Cdonial Sugar RdinN,I- Company refused 
to take from the fanners, bPeau:{C ir wa& 
below 6.5 density, and they told the farmers 
that they could not plant it. Tlwt·o was no 
outcry from the farnwrs then. They simply 
planted the cane that the Companv would 
takP. They realise that the Compimy who 
bought the cane practically had the whip­
hand, because there was no other market for 
their cane. The Company simply told the 
farmm·s what they had to grow. and the 
farmers grew it. The same thing· applies to-day 
wiJ.h regard to cotton. \Ye have to be guided 
bj· the requirements of tiw people who buy 
the cotton. \Yith rcg·ard to the advice that 
we ha,-e received on this matter. I would 
like to name t"\Yo or three or probabl~· rnore 
world-wide authorities. i<'irst of all ~e ·con: 
suited Sir J ames Currie. His n•cord in 
"\Yho1 s \Vho" states-

" Born 1868. 
"Educated Fettes College. Edinburgh, 

and at Edinburgh and Oxford universi­
ties. 

"Principal of the Gordon College, 
Khartoum. and Director of Education in 
tht' Soudan. 1900-1914. 

"Member of the GO\-ernor-General's 
Conncil of Soudan, 1911-1914. 

"Director. Training 1Iunition Workers' 
Supply Department. :Ministry of :\1uni­
tions. 1916-1918. 

" 3rd Class Osmanieh, 1908. 
"Created C. M. G., 1912. 
" 2nd Clacs Medj idieh. 1914. 
"K.B.E., 1920. 
"Commander of the Crown of Italy, 

1920 
"Director. British Empire Cotton Cor-

poration, 1923." 
In his capacity as Director of the 
Cotton Corporai.ion, this cable v.-as 
him throug-h the Ag<'nt-General 
Premier on 5th April, 1922~ 

Empire 
sent t0 
hy the 

"Consult Sir J amcs Cnrric. Chairn1an 
En1pirc Cotton Growin¥ Asso~iation, 
Board of Trade Offices. London. also 
Brit i~~t Cotton Growiug Association. 
London, on qne:;;tion of securing 
scientist and cotton culture expert for 
sprvicc here." 

The Agent-General. on the· 23th July, 1922, 
cabled~ 

'' Etnpirc Cotton GrO\\ in;;; As~ociation 
furuishos for your highi~ confidential 
information following varticulars :~Can­
didate at present Director of Agriculture, 
Beno-al, having general control all cotton 
1vork. Previous post India Principal 
Agricultural Colleg·e, X agpur. and 
Deputv Director Agriculture Xorthern 
Circle. Central Provin:c. \Yas Director 
Ao-riculture ME,opotamia Expeditionary 
F~rces vears 1918, 1919, co!ttrolling 
original "work conducted there on long-
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;;::tap1e f'Ottor.. in Iraq. Pn:':--l'~..,(·::. Can1-
bridgc L~nivcrsity }I,_-\. degrcu diplonw 
agriculture. Has writtPn brief historv 
of. expcriinental cotton C'ultivation plain~s 
oi Bengal. Corporatioll undertakes 
defray ·;alarv Evans and anv staff that 
might. like 'to acC'olnpan~T l~in1. Earl~~ 
awnvur de~ircd. ::.\1y pPr~onal opinion is 
that \VC should acC{1 pt imn10diatPl~·. as 
Governn1ent \Yill have cxpPrt a.;;;-;it'trtnce 
a f little co~t " 

•On 29th July. 1922, the Premir·r replied to 
·the abo\'e cable-

,, Queensland Govcrnn1ent agree to 
appointment, \Yill be g·lacl to haye s,,._ 
Yicps so en1incnt authOritY on culture. 
It is assumed appointment' will be made 
b,· Quecmland Gm·Nnmenr. and ap­
pointee "·ill be subjec-t to control of 
GovPrnn1rmt. Asrcrtain \Yhcn appointee 
can takP up position in Quepn.-.:land. 
:\Intter is urgent. became farmers ,_-ill 
plant large areas forthco1ning sea~on." 

ThP Agent-General cnbl,,cl on 27th -:'\oyember. 
1922-

" Evans hopes to sail str a mer ':\lore-
ton Bay' 2nd January " 

According·ly :Yir. Evans wa< appointPd Direc­
tor of Cotton, and has full chargP and 
''<"'ponsibility in all matters relating to cotton 
in Queensland. Hero ie his record-

. " DHring the last three years :'v1r. 
EYans \Va~ Dirertor of Agriculture. Ben­
gal, the biggest (of twelve) province in 
India. Ho was in th<' Central PrO\·ince. 
the large"t cotton*growing area in India. 
for twelve years. and during that time 
had a most intimate connection with 
cotton-growing. 

"During the \Yar he ·wa-. Dirr>C'tor of 
Agriculture, :Mesopotamia. whilP that 
country was in occupation by the British. 
He had full control of agricultural 
matters there. having three or four thou­
~and 111011 under hi1n. I-Ie was in rharg(~ 
of the origin" I work conducted on the 
gTowth of long-staple cotton in Iraq. 
:Mr. Eva11s has thus had experience of 
cotton both as a rainfall crop and under 
irrigRtion. 

"J\'lr. EYans "-as a1 OIH' tiuw Principal 
of the AgTicultural CollcgP at :\':uwur 
(Div. Cent. Prov., Brit. India). 

" He \Yas created Companion of the 
Indian Empire by H.:\1. the Emperor in 
June. 1919. 

" (1) Possesses Cambridg-e 'Cni,-ersitv 
J\LA. Degree in Science ai1cl Dil1lcmn of 
Agriculture. 

"(2) Author of a IIistorY of Experi­
mental Cotton CultiYation <ln the Plains 
of Bengal.'' 

From the abo,-e it will be seen that ::\Ir. 
-r.;,·ans' salary is paid b_,- the Empire Cotton 
l~rc,,ving Coq1oration. T'hc on1. rPn1.unera­
tico.l paid to him b,- the Queensland Govern­
ment is £150 a Year for hoU'i' rent from the 
J:·h March, 1923. (that being the dah• of :\1r. 
Evans's arrival in Queensland). and 30s. per 
day for expenses when actually tra,-clling. 

The Empire Cotton Growin<T Corporation 
"·as established under R01·al Charter on the 
1st Kovember. 1921. and had received a 
Gowrnmcnt grant of £987.715. It is also 
financ-ed by a compulsory lev,- on all cotton 
imported into the 1.~nited Kin<Tdom. One of 
its main objects is to stretu;tlH;n the A.gricul­
turo l Departmcntc in the B-ritish Domir1ions. 

1\Ir. \\-. G. \Yells ha> lwPn a)l['nintcc1 as a 
cotton :;;pecialist. I-Ic has :-pec1nli:- _d on tht' 
gTO\ving side of tlw cotton industr.L and has 
Zt good knowledge of the industry genl'rall~'· 
His clu1 ie:-. are to adYise the Govt?rnrncnt In 
rnatters relating· to the industry. Tl1-' follow­
ing i~ hi:-: record :-

" ~Ir. \Yells entered the services of tlw 
lTnited States Department- of Ag-ricul­
hn·c) at the Expcriin('llt Station at San 
Antonio, Texa.;;. This station deYotes 
thrE>e-fourths of it~ energiPs to cotton 
problen1s. for Texas is the largest cotton~ 
grmYing State in the L'nion. l\ir \Yells. 
from the b ginning, specialised in plant 
btTecling matters. and \Yorked through 
all the Yarious ent.0rprises of the ~Cnited 
States Dcpartn1ent as a plant breedc•r. 
lie• next becan1e the plant breeder iu 
chargP of a station devoted to I'ima 
(Eg·_vptian) cotton. lie also \Yorked am\ 
bred 'C plane\ varieties in the Governrnt>nt 
stotion in Arizona. It rna:v be stated 
that in A_rizona cotton is usually g~own 
under irrigation conditions. 1Ir. \~Yells 
sub-.cquentl~· undertook den1on::;tration 
work for hi,-;; dcparbnent in ...-arious sec­
tions of Texa~. California. and ~\rizona. 

" In :\larch. 1920, he rPsigned from the 
department and joined the South \Yest 
Cotton CompanY, whic-h is a subsi.diary 
to the Good:vear· Tyre Company. This 
latter company grOVI"s its own cotton. H·e 
worked with this company as a tleldman 
and demonstrator, and, at tlw time of 
his engagement with the Queensland 
Government, was in charge of one of 
their ranches growing cotton in Ari~ 
zona.n 

Mr L. L. Gudge has been appointed Cotton 
Cla.sser. and hi::. duties arc to instruct in 
classing and grading. As a beginning~ he 
will instruct classes ro represent the GoYPrn­
rnent at each gln for the con1ing sPason. The 
following ic; his record:-

" }Ir. Guclge is twenty-eight years old. 
and the first seven vears of his career 
was with .:Y1essrs. i: J \Yilliams and 
Con1pany, cotton n1erchant", Li...-crpool. 

"He next v;,·as for onP :vrar ·with 
Chambers. Holder, and Company. of 
Li,·erpool, in charge of their sales room. 
He left that fll'm to join O'Hea Bros., a 
Liverpool flrn1, ,yith bra11chcs in Eng·land 
and America. He went to Texas for 
O'Hea Bros. in 1921 as classcr. and then 
entered the s rviee of the lower Rio 
GtandP Farmer.s' Societv to act as thr>ir 
cotton dasser and bll\·f.r. He ldt tlw 
societ·· to become a cotton bun•r on his 
own f\Cc-ount in the Rio Graride VallL':V 
in \Y PS tern Texas. lie tcn1porarily rc•­
tnrned to England. \\'hen tlw Agent­
Goncral's advertiscnH.)llt for a cotton 
clo~ser for the Qu cnsla.nd GoYernn1en1 
aqJeared in the Lancashire papers. ancl 
he \Yas ultimatelv selectPcl from the 
various applicants ·by the AgPnt~GeuPral. 
\' h.o in the matter had the advice of Sir· 
J ames CnniP, of the Empire Cottou 
Gro1Ying CorrJOration, of London." 

::\h. R. R. Anson. late of South Austmlia. 
ha;; been appointed Assistant Instructor in 
Cotton. but he has not vet taken up hi;; 
duties. -

Ml'. Htmlnrry. General Manager of tlw 
British Cotton Growing r\-.-.oriatjon. is ah:o 
roft>rred to. I only received the extrac-ts I 
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letter,; d 
It is in reply to 

Ev, ns in regard to 

.1\Ir. PETERSO:;: Jn ;:arooning they cnt right 
t!nwll every year. 

Th( SECllETARY F!/R AGRlCCL'ITRt:: 
That i• the point. That is not done. and 
thC'ro is no la IV to co.:g1pei the growers 1o do 
i1, I shall eorne tn that point later on. l <till 
juq quoting. io;_· r1H_. iHforn~a!·ion of t~H.~ 
House. the opinio11:-:. of a uthorn1cs fro1n t 110 
spinning point of Yi~'w. The opiniou of tho 
spinners is dfe(·tiYe on the :r.1oint .. Th.e 
importa:1t thing fron1 tlleir point of YlE'W 1:3 

that thev Jo nut like" ratoon cotton Uecausc 
of its defects. :\fr. Himbury says-

" Therl? is certain},.., not a lot of ratoon 
cottoa commg fnm 'America, but it has 
been tried in Svuth Africa, Rhodesia. 
A u6tr'tlia, and one or two other places 
where ther(• is a shortage of labour-and 
7 believe that in nearly every case excep­
tion has been taken to the cotton. Of 
course I could not ,;;;ay there is not a 
market for it .. bc·eause there is a market 
for all cottons-at a price." 

1 am not going lo quote further from that 
letter, because the .>Jther parts of it do r.ot 
bear on the question. 

Following on those let:ers we had a ·, isit 
from the British Cotton Delegation. The 
dr·legation ·.vas invited to Australia bv :\fr. 
Hughes, who was then l'rime ~l[inistcr. He 
wanted representatives of the spinn2rs and 
weavers of the old countrv to come to Aus­
tralia and advise u;; on the important point 
as to whaf, the spinnf!rs really wanted. I am 
going to read thP letter of Mr. Crnmp.t.on 
V.'ood to the Premier bearing on that pomt. 
The delQgation consisted of Mr. Crompton 
\Vood (managing director, Messrs. Smith and 
Hathbone), :\h. Ashcroft (director of the Aus­
tralian Cotton Growing A6sociation \. Mr. 
I-Iarold Parker (n1anagi11g director, :Vlessr~. 
William Calvert and Sons). and Mr. H. C. 
A;-mstrong (director of the Australian Cotton 
Growing Association). Ti1ey came to Queens­
iaEd and visited Gladsionc. Rockhampton, 
Capella, Gm·don Downs, Burnett, Ga:·ndah, 
Nanango, Dalbv, Darling Downs, and the 
\.Vest and East Moreton cotton districts. 
T.hey were grca tly i1npressod vdth the po:3-
sihilities of Qucemh.nd for cotton growmg, 
and, as they i:VC'!·e representative of the rnosr 
important. cotton industries of the Umted 
Kingdom, the lwndits likely to ac-crue from 
thoir visit·, could harcllv be over-estimated. 
Incidentally it mac be ~:1entiorwd that they 
wen~ all verv (~rr:ph, tic in their advice to 
1be GovcrnmCnr that thG growing of ratoon 
cc•1ton should not be countenanced. 

:\1r. Crompton \Yo.ccl, head of dw c;dcga-
1lon. is head c'f Sinnh. B,athbonP, an-i C\:rn­
pany. ono of the Lcrgc st firms of cotton mer­
chants and broker~ 111 Livctpoo1. This 1!rn1 
in~port.s BrRzi]ian; Pcruv·ian, ..c-'\n1ericJ.ll, and 
Egyptian cotton, and is qn1te aliY(~ to the 
n1crlt'3 an(l <len1crits o{ p!~:!:cnnia.l f'otto:1. ::\1r. 
\\"cod \Ya~ controller of Egylltian cotton 
lllldcr the Board of Tratle clm·intr thr• ·--u. 
During the war ·otton was contrab:ond. and 
the greater part of the Eg·yptia:t cotton was 
U3·'d fo~· aeroplane;;:;. ea~ings for war balloons, 
e!c. During his tour in Queensland Mr. 
Crompton \Vood ''"as emphatic in his advice 
to Queensland not. to grow ratoon cotton 

Mr. Crompton \Voud's firm is ono of the 
b~st cotton firms in the old country, and sup-

[ Hon. W. N. Gillies. 

Cornpany. Coatc~,. 
not to nwriti1Jn a 

:i ·;.:-d ', itl1 ~Ir. Cron1pton \rood during the 
t1nF: !w v,"a.s naYelling through Queensland, 
a,ncl ht-:>. was YL·r:• in1pres·~ed ancl. alar1ncd by 
t.he fa(t r~1ar the GoYcrnruent had not defi­
n!tc]y and po3itiYely laid dovvn that ra toon 

'huuld not. be exported from Queens­
H c· <aid ... If yo!l do export it, don'c 

let it i:1 t.i1c pack to Great Britain, 
bccans.e f,pinners and buyers there, who 
c.t.u~ thl' nJo':t eollsLrvatiyc in the ,,-hole world, 
will taboo the whole of your crop." The 
I'rcr11ier-he is kcepina his pro1uise now~ 
tcld ~\1r. CromjJton \\'oocl that he would 
introdw·c· ;, . .,islation to )H'OYent the growing 
of ratc;c .. l cotton. }lr. \Vood· was so 
imy.r\·"sc·d on the :-ubjcct that he \Vrote, when 
at RockhamptoCJ, the following letter to the 
l_;rt>!nicr-

" _.O,fter confening with Mr. Gillies, we 
£"<!'e reque£ting hin1 to trans1nit to you our, 
unanin1ous opinions concerning the steps 
whid1 we think should be taken to over­
come the danger of having ratoonecl 
''Otton 3'·Sociated with the Queensland' 
cottou Grop. _\Jl of us are agreed that, 
in the interests of the growers and of all 
others concerned. the practice of ratoon­
ing c·otton must be stopped at the incep­
tion of t.he industn·. I have had no· 
actual experience from Australian cotton 
itself on this point, but it has been 
uuiYersally found in ali cotton-growing 
,cuniries that the cotton when the plant 
is left in the ground from season to 
~easvn deteriorates rapidly. 

"l'ls e>Yidence of the inferiority with 
which all ratoonl'd or 'holly cotton' is 
,·ogarded b.v cotton-buyers, it may be 
mentioned that. it is not considered legal 
tender against sound cotton in the market 
nf the world. It is not accepted as tender 
against a cotton contract. Obviouslv 
it. would be bad business to risk a depre­
' iation in the market Yalue of the whole 
of .'our crop and the future reputation 
vf Australian cotton by admitting 
ratoon··<l cot ton into the general cotton 
pack. 

"In view of these facts, we should 
tbereiore suggest that, as your guarantf•e 
pri< 0 stipulates for 'good cotton,' your 
Govcrn!lwnt might declare that l'atooncd 
cotton did not come within the scope of 
the ,cuaranteed price This special treat­
ment of ratooned cotton would lw in 
accordance with the custom of otlwr 
f otton-growing countries. So univer:3ally 
is this recop:nised tha< in the United 
Stn t"' of America. with over 35.000,000 
acre' under cotton. practically no ratoonecl 
::otton iR gro\Yn. 

" tn Ep-ypt the la"· enacts that all 
c•ltton bushes and tlw cotton refuse from 
the gins must be destroyed at the end 
of tl-le scascn, the reason for this being 
to prevent the spread of disease-another 
sPrious objection-and tho damaging of 
the reputation of the Egyptian crop. 

" Should ratoonrct cotton be ginned 
with annual cotton in Australia and 
packed i'n the came bales the wholp crop 
\VouJcl ~uffer a depreciation. as spinners 
will at once look with suspicion at a 
en n tlwt they know contains ratooned 
cott-on. 
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"As Ra\'· Cotton A{h·iser to the \Var 
Office Juring the war, I had to givo 
instructions to reject any bales of cotton 
which contained ratooned cotton. It is 
not the immediate cotton han·est alone 
that is hkelv to be affected by the 
practice objected to. Once damaged by 
infe-rior c:ottoll bcing n1ixecl with sound 
cotton, Qucen.<land cotton \Yould suffer a 
depreciation that might take years ~o 
overcome even after the practJCe was dts· 
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 shoulcl feel that rt alone would haYe 
justified m,· journey to Australia. 

''Yours faithfully, 
.. (Sgd.) CRo~rPTOO< \Yoon." 

-:\1r. \Yood mid he would make similar 
repn <cntations to .:\lr. Hughcs. 

Then an eminent authority, Sir .James 
Currie. wrote this letter to the Agent· 
General-

" Empire Cotton Growinp: Corporation, 
::\Iillbank House. 2 Wood street, 

::\lillbank. London, S.W.l, 
22nd June, 1923. 

"Den Sir,~ In ans-\ver to your query 
of June 16th, I emphatically endorse the 
position re perennial cotton adopted by 
::\lessrs. \Yood and Parker." 

J\lr. L. L. Gudge. who has beHJ selected 
alter a g-ood deal of considPration as cotton 
classer for Queensland, arriYed here a few 
da-·s aQ'o. His opinion was also asked before 
he- left' the old countr::, and he wrote this 
letter-

.. I havf' b0en rf'qurst£>d to 'vrite 
:vou regardinf.( the adYisabilit:v of plant­
in!' fresh ··eed each :vear. or lea,-ing the 
stalk in the field to produce a crop the 
second season. 

u The opinion of agricultural experts, 
<·otton farmers, and cotton n1cn gener­
allv in the ·Gnited States is decidedh- in 
fa,~our of planting fresh seed each ~:ear, 
in fact the onl:v farnwr who leaY<·s his 
plant in the fielcl to reproduce the second 
S'Ca2on is the lazv and therefore unpro­
gressive farn1c-r." 

I do nor endorse that opinion of .:\1r. GtJdge­
he is speaking fron1 ... 4..n1C'rican experience. 
I do not ;;ay that the Queensland cotton· 
gro,ver ·who 'vent in £or ratoon C'Oi ton is 
e;ther lazy or unprogrnsive. H<' dirl so 
lwca.uso he wa11ted a crop which would pay 
him much better a11d cost le" la bnur, but the 
question of the mar~.ret is the all-imp ... )nant 
er:: e. 

At 4.28 p.m., 
J\lr. KTRWAX (llrisbane) took the chair as 

Deputy Speaker. 
The SECHETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 

The lett0r goes on to say-
,, Cotton grown on the previous year's 

stalk is of "-n inferior character as regards 
length and strength of staple. In addi­
tion to this there is a decided decrease 
in the amount of lint cotton so pro­
ducPd per acre as compared to where 
fresh seed has been planted. The de­
crease in the monetarv value of such a 
crop through its inferior quality out­
wei !l'hs the outlay necessary for planting 
each year. 

" What most people consider the great 
disadvantag-e is, that cotton stalk left in 
the ground through the winter harbours 
insects injurious to the cotton plant." 

1923-5 E 

I ,,.ant to say, too, that the advice of our 
experts indicates that the root left 111 the­
grOuud also har~Jours in:3ect pests. 

:'.Ir. PETERsox: \Yhat disease does it 
harbour? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE~ 
:'.!r. Wells, who has had considerable experi­
ence in An1erica, is also o1nphatic on this 
point of the inferiority and inadvisability of 
gro\Ying nttoon cotton. lie is the cotton 

specialist to the Queensland Go· 
[4.30 p.m.] vernmcnt. He was appointed 

after a full inqmry to the 
AgriculturaJ Department at \Vashington, was. 
~trongly reconnnended, and he is not more­
than thirty·one years of age. 

He comes here with not onlv a technical 
knowletlgc, having served his" tin1e in the· 
Department of Agriculture at \Vashington 
and in Yarious other States in America, but 
he also has had a practical experience with 
the Goodyear T,·re Company, which pro­
duces cotton for use in n1otor tvrls. He can­
not be placed in that category which is. 
usually attributed to experts by the so·called' 
hard·heacled farmer, who says that an expert 
does not know an.dhing at all. for he has 
practical knowledge in addition to theoretical 
knowledge. 

He and ~1r. Evans. in addition to the­
authorities I haye 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 n.ading. 

I haYe the record of I\1r. Daniel Jones here, 
who is dr 'cri bed by some people as a cotton 
expert. He certainly ha« an cxcc1Ient recora 
as a Queenslander. and has been a good 
cottcn·produccr. But I am 11ot going to 
accept the adYice of hard-headed men like 
Daniel Jonps as to what the cotton spinners 
of Great Britain want as against the autho­
rities I haw quoted, and I do not think 
that any hCJn. gcntlcma11 in this Chamber 
would s0riously suggest that I should do so. 

The other da v '.':e had a Yisit to Queens­
land of a null1ber of scientists. Of course· 
I an1 not g-oing to accept these n1cn a:; being 
in a p( ..;;ition to tell lTif~ under what con­
ditions scrub farmers in the electorate of the 
hon. n10111ber for Nonnanby can g1~0"\\"'" 
cotton; but it is encouraging to find that 
these scientists from all parts of the world, 
who came hPre to ~'lttend the Pan-Pacifio 
Confer.•nce. held eimilar opinions to those 
viven hv the cotton ~xpcrts There were 
three of thP~e scientists from Japan, one 
from the Federated Malav State~, one from 
:\."TE'"\Y Zealand. one from L::\evli' Guinea, one 
from J """. and there '"a' Dr. Butler himself, 
1vho is Dir0dor of the Imperial Bureau of 
=~1vcolo!l'Y, Kew. London. There was also 
nnc' frorn the Philippine Islands. All of 
ihose experts conv<eYcd to me. through Dr. 
Butler. that thev w~re to a man behind the 
Queensland Government in their efforts to 
legislate against the culture and growth of 
nitoon cotton, and declared that we were 
acting on absolutely sound lines. I have 
other opinions of exports 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 
rattan. First of all, Mr. Evans and Mr. 
'Veils gave me these opinions in a joint 
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 containi­
nating other growths of cotton. If we allow 
ratoon cotton to be grown in districts where 
we are growing annual cotton-and "\Ye 1nust 
bear in mind that there are onlY a handful 
of growers in Queensland \Yho 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. PETERSON: How would that occur if 
they planted new 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 i,, that it tends to lower the 
standard of farming. These experts point 
out in their lengthy report to me 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 
eYery case the lint of the ratoonecl crops 
of Upland cotton haYe been shorter, 
weaker, harsher, of lighter body. and 
'"'as lackjng 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 2~d. 
a lb. I ask those hon. members who are in 
favour of ratoon cotton whether they are 
prepared to grow it at 2~d. a lb. ; if so, they 
have a pretty good case for the majority of 
farmers in Queensland if they say they can 
.grow ratoon cotton for 2d. or 2~cl. a lb., but 
not otherwise. They say this-

" There is no shortage of those types 
of cotton, which as a whole are used 
onl3 in the manufacture of the cheaper 
grades of cloth, and consequently the 
prices for these cottons are always much 
loss than the standard grades of the 
American upland cotton. It is in these 
l1ttor cottons that the great shortage is 
being felt, and it is believed that the 
greatest opportunities of establishing a 
cotton-growing industry in Queensland 
lie in these fields." 

I agree with that. I say there is no shortage 
of cotton such as is produced by the cheaper 
labour countrios-Inclia 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 spreftcl pests and bring about h,-bridisa­
tion; but the great point is that he would 
injure the reputation of Queensland cotton 
on. the world's market. 

I ask, Mr. Deputy 8peaker, that these very 
irr1portant reports from Messrs. \l,' ells and 
E\·ans on the ratooning question be printed 
in " Hansarcl," so that the farmers of Queens­
land \vho read "Hansard " will sec what tho 
experts haye to say in regard to ratoon 
cott-on. 

[Hon. W. N. Gillt'es. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Is it the wish 
of the House that tho report be printed in 
"Hansard "? 

UoxOURABLE MDIBERS: Hear, bear t 
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTVRE: 

I thank the House for that permission. The 
report reads-

" Copy of memorandum prepared at 
TownsYill<' on the 13th June, 1923, by 
Messrs. W. G. Wells, Cotton Specialist, 
and G. Evans, Cotton Adviser to the 
Queensland GoYcrnment, on the necessity 
for prohibiting ratoon cotton. 

" The reasons whv tho custom of 
ratooning or allo'.1·ing cotton plants to 
stand oyer is undesir:tble mav be diYidecl 
into three heads- · 

1. Inferiority of the staple. 
2. Endangers tho maintenance of the 

purity of well bred strains of cotton. 
3. Increases the possibility of the 

pcrpPtuation of insect pests and other 
disca:;es. 

4. Tends to lower the standard of 
farming. 

" lXFERIORITY OF THE STAPLE. 

" The Yisit of the British Cotton Com­
mittee at the beginning of t,his '•eason 
brought the question of the de,irability 
of the growing of ratoon cotton into 
prominence. Before the yisit 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. 1'he 
rr..:mbers of this committee, who were 
spinners and were acknowledged autho­
rities in their professions, after inspecting 
sampl·es of ratooned cotton, unqualifiably 
condemned the cotton, and 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 
wa;; especially lacking in the twist of 
the fibres. In fact, in many cases, tbe 
quality of the ratooned cotton was such 
that it would compete only with the 
ir.ferior classes of cotton such as are 
grown in India and China (2d. and 2~cL 
per lb.). 

" There 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 those cottons are a] wa vs much 
less than for the standard grades of the 
American U plane! cotton. It is in these 
latter cottons that the great shortage is 
being felt, and it is believed that the 
greatest opportunities of establishing a 
cotton-growing industry in Queensland 
li·c in these fields. 
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•· Opportunities have also been afforclPd 
io inspect samples of seed cotton of the 
'tree types ' of cotton, sue~ as ~he 
Egyptian, Sea Island, and Car a vomca 
varieties. In every case 1t has been noted 
that the lint of these varid!es .. when 
Dbtained from ratooned plant··, 1s very 
much harsher and coarser than IS the 
standard lint of these v.trieties. In fact, 
in most cases the degree of harshness 
would be such as to preclude the use of 
cottons in their customary markets. 

" Son1e confusion has been caused in 
regard to these types of cott~n by 
reports of their values pubhshcd n1 the 
newspapers. Unfortunately the true 
facts of the matte1· were not fully stated. 
The ratooned cotton which was reported 
on vvas of the Sakellariade• variety of 
Egvptian cotton, and the price reported 
"·as, approximately, 2~d. per l.b. under 
the market price of the same vancty when 
grown as annual cotton. 

" There is a very limited market .for 
ccitons of the harsh, long staple vancttes, 
most of which are grown in countrws 
with cheap labour. This type of cotton 
is used mostly in mixing with t.he better 
grades of woollen feOOds, and IS not m 
demand by the Enghsh fine spmners, who 
art! the most intere,ted in the develop­
ment of the cotton-growing industry 
v.-ithin the British Empire, and who are 
consequently more apt to assist in the 
de.-elopment of markets for Queensland 
cotton. 
" THE NECESSITY FOR GROWING PuRE 

TYPES AXD THE DAXGERS Amsnw FRO~I 
I-!YBRIDISATION IX THE FIELD. 

" The standard of living in the farming 
comrnunit.' of Austr.tlia is, on the whole. 
considerably higher than that of most 
other cotton-growing countries,. and. for 
this, as well as other reasons, It 1s obnous 
that if cotton-growing. is to. become . a 
staple and w<>ll-estabhshed mdustry m 
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 av:ailable is of mixed origin. and 
consequently the staple varies greatly in 
length strength, twist, and texture, and 
ccnseq'uently 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 possibl~ a 
long staple cotton called Dura_ngo, 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 growmg o~ any other van<;ty 
in a Durango distnct, as othenyise 
deterioration is likely to set in rapidly 
owing to hybridisation in the field and 
also to mixing of the seed at the ginning 
factorv. If ratoon cotton is allowed to 
be g-rown, it will be impossible to keep 
the burango 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 Yarieties in. the 
community system has been recogmsed 

in the 'Gnit:ed States of AmNica and also 
in India as the ideal system a.nd eyery 
t•ffort is being made to carry it into 
effect. 
" THE DAXGER OF PERPETUATIXG PESTS 

AND DISEABES. 

" The c0tton crop, like most. other 
cultivated crops of commerc:al Import­
ance, is subject to va~·1ous d1sea~.es and 
pests. Some of these diseases, such as the 
Mexican boil weevil in United States 
of America and the pink boil worm m 
Egvpt, India, etc., have not. so far as 
we"know >et been introduced into Aus­
tralia h;t "the latter may appear at any 
time.' etnd in any case Au"tralia has 
sc\·eral indigenous diseases of her own, 
,vhich cause sufficient darnage to vvarrant 
the closest a ttcntion being paid to them. 
SeYcral of these. such as th<J maize grub 
(Chloridae obsoleta) and the small boil 
worm (Earias hugelli) ~ttack the boil; 
the internal boil rot which Is a bacterial 
disease. and the angular leaf disease ~lso 
are appearing and may develop. wto 
serious pests if not trcckled systema be ally 
now. 

" These boil diseases are very difficult 
to romed> once the attack has occurred, 
because the grub is inside the boil and 
cannot be effectively reached by sprays, 
etc. Preventive measures are the only 
feasible means of control. and these con­
sist in destroying the pest in the resting 
stage dnring the cold weather months. 
If the nest can be destroyed at this stage, 
verv f~w 1noths emerge in the spring, 
whim the young cotton plants .of the new 
crop emerge, and the result IS that the 
later brooc1s are comparatively few m 
number and the damage done to the 
cotton crop is small. Practically every 
other cotton-growing country of il_llpOl:t­
ance has found it nece"ary to brmg m 
some form of legislation which aims at 
the uprooting of the annual crop after 
the third or fourth picking is complet.ed, 
so that the land is free from growmg 
cotton for three or four months before 
the next planting season arrives. Usually 
the practice is to turn in the cattle first, 
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 
readilv understood that by this system 
all pests are greatly reduced. as many 
are destroved bv burning the stalks and 
others which hibernate in the soil are 
destroved 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 w.1th 
pests early in the season and so causmg 
excessive damage. It may be argued 
that the svstem of pruning ·ratoon cotton 
will r'"tilt in this de·truction, but 
it is v-ery doubtful whethe1·. the prun· 
ing- will be effectively done m all cases 
an'd whether the 'twigs pruned off 
will be collected and destroyed, and in 
an:v case the cultivation, if any, be~ween 
the rows of cotton so pruned. Will be 
difficult and will not be so effective in 
destroving hibernating pests as a 
thorot!gh ploughing and the subsequent 
cultivation necessary to procure a seed 
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bed for planted cotton. In other words, 
rlPan cultivation is the great preven­
tin• for keeping insect and fungoid pests 
in check, and this is practically im­
possible if cotton is ratooned. 

"A resume of the measures that have 
had to be taken by the ntrious other 
cotton-growing countries of the world is 
giveu in the 'Quecnoland Agricultural 
Journal' for :\larch, 1S23. 

"R~TOONJNG COTTOX HAS THE TEXDENCY TO 
LOWER THE STAXDARD OF FAR}!IXG. 

"A large percentage of the land on 
which the expansion of the cotton-
growiHg indu"try is taking place has 
been undc·l' cultiYation Gut 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
Yation are highly ps::;ent.iul in ord€r to 
bring these soils to the proper etate of 
mechanical and chemical condition, and 
it is believed that this can be accom­
plished only Ly properly ploughing and 
fallmving annually. 

" Thi:-~ rannot bC' arcornpli:-.hed under 
a sy~tern of growing ratooned carton. 

'' Owing to the ratooned plants having 
a more spreading habit of growth, it is 
in1pos:;:.ible, without doing serious damage 
to the plants, of cultivatii.g sufficiently 
dose to th" plants v,'ith machines to 
destroy the weeds and grass in the rows 
in the latter stagcc of grmvth. }lore 
hand labour is therefore necf•s,ary than 
in plantc•d cotron, as the slender upright 
posi1ion of th" plants allmvs closer and 
rnuch later cultivation with n1acDiuery. 

" CoNCLc·srox. 
"The Government ha-, embarked on a 

prog-ramn1e to df'\'elop the cotton-growing 
industrY in the Stah•. "\\'hich will necc,ssi­
tate a. 'lnrge expenditure of monPy and 
energy in ;)rdcr to accornpli~h the desired 
effects. 

" It is believed that this cannot bA 
succC"'·Sfnlly a.ccomp1ished to any degree 
unle'"s a. con1tJl~chcnsivc s~·sten1 of coHtrol 
of the industn· is evohed. This sntem 
should include' prm·isions for the main­
tenall('(' of rhe 11nrc seed supply. cradica~ 
tion of insec-1· pests, dcveloprnent ~f 
proper cultural method,s, Pte .• and rt rs 
believed that if the custom of ratooning 
cotton is allowed to continue, that it will 
endanger the successful accomplish1nent 
of the dm·clcpmcnt of any sy,tem of con­
trol, and that after yc'Hs of effort and 
the expPnditur~ of much money that the 
co1 ton-growin!( industry of Queensland 
>rill rwt iw on a much better plane than 
that whi :!J exists to-day." 

The f{lllowing supple men tar;· report was 
rccei-...·cd f1·on1 l\1eQ.;;;rs. \Y c•lls and E\:ans:-

"MARKET FOR RATOON Conox BY J\IEssns. 
\YELLS A:--<D EYA:\S. 

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

" As I pointed out in the previous 
r·eport on the ratoon question, the class 
of cotton of this year's ratoon erop 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. 
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" :1-lr. Himbury, the general manag(;r 
of the British Cotton l~rowing Associa­
tion. who has recentlv \'isited India. 
repovts that the preseJJt cotton crop of 
India ,-ill total about five million bales, 
of which not quite half a. million bales 
will bo of the class meeting the require­
ments of the English otaplo cotton 
spinners. 

" The price for the be't grades of the 
Lulk of the Indian eottonc Dn the Liver­
pool market for 15th ::Vlay range between 
8.30 to 0.50 pence a pound as compared 
with 14.78 for middling ~c\.merican, the 
grade which most of the Queensland 
cotton of this year will attain. 

" These prices mean that the growe-r 
\\'onld not realise rnorc than 2 to 2~ 
pence a pound for seed cotton on a com­
mercial basis, and, further, it is pointed 
out that the present market for mch 
cottons is fairl 0 high. and if there should 
h0 a slump in the prices of American 
middling cotton that far less could be 
expected for the poorer types of cotton. 

··The advocates of 'ratooning can thu,­
soe the extent of the market in which 
thev >vish to compete-a market which is 
&up.plied by cheap labour and which can 
produce at a far lower pnce than cail 
the Queensland grower. 

"This holds equally true if it 1s 
attempted to grow ratoon0d Egyptian or 
Sea Island cottom, as, while the price 
is be-tter for this cotton ·which is grown 
1nostly in Peru, thP labour i:3 n1uch 
cheapei' and the market very limited­
the total yearly production in 1922, 
c•cnrcling to the rcpm't of the Inter­
natiollal Institute of ~-\.gricnlturc, bcinb 
ubout 45.000 bales. 

"The great shortage of cotton lies in 
the An1crican type of cctton, and it is in 
producing this class of cotton that it is 
believed Queensland has the best pros­
pects of dcYeloping a cotton-grov.-ing 
industry. 

·· It must be remembered that the 
cotton-spinning trade is o11c of the n1o::.~ 
conscrYatiYe industrie;:; of n1annfactnring 
in the >Yor!d, and unless the influential 
men of this industry can be assm·ed that 
only the best t:·pes of cotton are being 
grown and that effort:> are being taken 
to establish the permanciley of tht~'e 
types, little can be expected in the >Yay 
of ac.::Jistancc fron1 then1 in establishing a 
profitable market for Queensland cotton. 

" ThP problem in Queensland is not 
whether a profitable market can be 
fDund for rattoon cotton no,v, but car 
Queensland produce a cotton of sc1ch 
grade and cla,-; that a premium will be 
secured which will insure that cotton­
growing >vill be a profitable industry for­
the farmer of Queensland for years to 
come ; and every effort should be 
expended in endeaYouring to establish 
only the growing of this t:. pc of cotton. 

\Y. G. WELLS, 

G. EvA~s." 
There &re many important articles dealing 

1•.ith the ratoon question, and Dr. Stopford,. 
a member of the Kcw South \\'ales Parlia­
went, without cons1Jlting n1e and \Vithout 
consulting the Gm·ernment. has written a 
letter to the " Daily Mail" pointing out that 
ratoon cotton should not be grown in Queens­
land. He says in a few words, which I 
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that. if 
a 
the 

...:_-\ confcrencr-

to : nr-
coun 1TY. n-: n~ t 
the best. 

ttrgnn.iPn>;; ,,-,·r~· pn!; 
by a dl'putn.tion frotu the ronft)rc:--..cl>, 

gaYt' ~i:s: hours of rny tin1c to all the!~ 
~~Ly, and a:l they had to say was 

before the Cabinet for consideration. 
the rcuH that "·hen weighed with all 

acl;,-icc Y:"' ha(l before us, \YC 

Bill ElW•r be introduced. 

I ·yant io dull with 1he position of other 
countries in connection '"'·ith this n1a.ttr-r. and 
I want to rerLcl an extract from an oificiol 
parnphlPt publisbecl on cotton ratC'OI•in·-:· ex:~ 
rerirn<:nhi ':onductcd by the Dcparuncnt of 
AqTirult urc of 1 he C nion of South Af;ica. 
which ''""' published in February. 1922. As 
South Africa is in :J. somewhat sinuLtr posi­
tion to onbelH'"· we might be guided to 
so1ne extent bv IYhat the uuthorltjC's there are 
ctomg. lu thi· House, 1mfortnnatcly, Yerv 
ofi:en 'WC loo:\: for precedent~. \Ye arc afraid 
t·o d_o Lhings nn1c·ss we can giYC' prcccl!rnts 
or show that other countries are doing like­
I.Yi~c. I am r.roing to show '::vhat other coun­
tries are doing. ancl have done in regard to 
this matter. an-d what I am asking the Parlia­
rncnt of Queensland 1o do to-r1a_--. This 
c•ffici al l'" mphlet. is ,uecl lw the Dqn 1'i:nwnt 
of Agriculture of the L;nion of South Africa, 
JBays~ 

" Sine<~ 1918 a few oxporimcnh ha YO 

been conducted at. tbe Rustenbnrg- Ex:­
]Jerin1cnt Station in ratooning- cotton~ 
j .c.. the n1ethod of gro·wing cotton by 
cntti;H; lwck the olcl cotton stalks a "'1 
allowing ne\v shoots to spring np tho 
following year. i~;stea<l of fresh j1lanting-. 
This n1et.hocl of c~row~ng cotton \Yas prac­
tised hY a number of farmers iu the 
Rustcnburg district and other pa.rts of 
the 'Cuion for several -c·as<Jns prior tD 
1918. Farmers rcpor<.ed having obtained 
increased yields by rn.tooning their cotton 
fields and, as a result of these reports, 
the majority of the growers of the Rus­
tenhurg district ratooned all or a P'trt 
of their cDtton. Inquiries werP received 
from all parts of the countr:- a,s to 
whether this method wac to be recom­
mended. 

"VVe find t4at not a single ~ere of 
cotton is ra tooned in America, where thev 
produce annually from 8.000.000 to 
14,000,000 bales, of 500 lb. weight ea~h; 
also in Egypt this method of growing 
cotton is regard<Od as a great danger to 
the cotton industry, a.s is evidenced b;>­
the very severe leg·islation against it. 
I-Iowever, our climatic conditions, and 
especially our irregular and late rains, 
<lo not always make our seasons ideal 
for cottDn-growing in most parts of the 
country, including 1 ho greater portion 
of our hushveld and low countrv. It wa.s 
decided therefort' to gr ve ra to on ing a, 

thorough trial in order to have some 
reliable informatiDn of the effects under 
our peculiar climatic conditions. 

in 
iurreuscr1 yicl('-; cr:nld be 

ratoor:iEg cotton: 
ilw nun lit-; Jf dH' lint 

by ro tOot·Jillf,:": 
di C:\•:..·c·nre 
and tlwir 

iir:~t 

·,,-,, find th"t 
:he y}elds 

\~ ·)rds, 
L i.'gest 

"' Duri11g the 1Jn:-3t t\v~ seasons seventy~ 
six cr:ttcn fields in ,-anon~ of the 
l~nion Wl:'l'C in~pr~~·t( d i11 to ?btain 
accur:1te daia on tl: pel'Ccnra;.;e ot boU-
\YOrn-1 rl jn fir:;:t-YCI.E' and 111 

ratuonr -i d ~.d tc notl'- the clle(·ts of 
cnltiYatiotJ there-on. The5L_' data a.ro 
};ere ln·iofl. \' ~nmnutri:3eli. The a Yl~,rage 
per cc!lt. o'f bollwotTl: infcsird i -,n for all 
Jir:-t-YC'nr cotton llcltis was undl'r 5 pPr 
cL·rn.· .:minin1un1 ~ rer . nnd rnaxi-
Inura lS per cent.·; and . ~~ll ratooned 
fie1ds rrh;ur 15 per cent. (n1Illlltttun 1 per 
< ~ nt. a.11d 1na~i1rHUH 90 il2l' cent.}. 
Tbc fc.lloiYing c-an bt~ take!! as a Yery 
fair l''-tinHtlC of t1!C' .1. \·cra~rc da1na~·L' done 
to cottoll ln· the Loll v;·onn:-::; for LH'S1-.\ ear 
cottor1 tlnCler 10 per cent.: fnr l'i.l tconcd 
c-otton: np to 30 1wr cent. The _data so 
far nYailable proyes Leyo11d qne~11on that 
ratl'll'-ing- is a L1d pr;;_cti~,.'c' fron1. tl-:_e 
entonJolo2:ic1l standroint. and that 1t 1:5 

cor Juri Ye to a yery con:7idernblc increase 
in ball wonn injnl'Y to the cott Jll crop. 

"T.:lC difference in the an1onnt of 
dan1:1g-e c1one ben\·rcn th0 !i.rst-yPo..r c:'tton 
and rntoonecl co1 ton was niorc t~YldPnt 
when tlw firei-Ycar rield \Yas a consider­
able distance 'a way h·mn the nc-are::-;t 
ratooned iicld. \Yhere the nv•) fields 
,were fairly closf) t-ogether. in the early 
"!tages the fn·st-yc1.r cotton ha-d a ~mn ller 
perceniar:e of oolls attacked, but later 
on in the se a son the percentage rncrc:tsed 
verv consjdcrabl v. This is easily unde-r­
sto~d when it 'is considcre:l that the 
ratoonecl field had an earlier start and 
had ma.ny fullgro,..-n bolls when tho first 
squar0s i-"orrned on -l he first-year cotton. 
In a number of instances a small field of 
ratooned cotton aeted as a breeciing place 
for insects \Yhich increased in great num­
bers and caused a tremendous lot of 
dama.ge in the larger fir~t-year fields. As 
a rule lc~s insect trouble was found where 
good and frequent cultivation w::ts prac­
tised. 

"General Conclusions.-Our in\,.estiga­
tions show-

(1) That rato:1ning does not increase 
the vield of cotton; 

(2). 'rhat where increased yields are 
obtained on ratooned fields, Fome other 
factor or factors, such as the season, 
cultural methods, late planting. etc., 
seem to be responsible, and not ratoDn­
ing itself; 

(3) That there appears to be '' cliffer­
ence between the quality of first-y.::ar 
and ratooned colton, and that the lmt 

Hon. W. H. Gillies.} 
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from ratooned fields shows sio·ns of 
clcteriorating and evea of bc~oming 
shorter in staple; 

(4) That as a geiieral rule ratooncd 
fields are more infested with cotton 
pc>t, than first-year cotton." 

I could go on quoting reports on this ques­
tion, but I want to iTiention one Dr hva coun­
tries that have taken drastic legislation to 
prevent the ratooning of cotton, more from 
thl' point of view of dealing with pests than 
a11ything else, I admit. I think the pest 
question is a secDndary question. Our experts 
are inclined to think that that question is 
most important, but I regard the most im­
portant quesr,ion is, that, if Queensland is 
to succe_ed as a cotton-g-ro,ving 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-

" REG1:LATIOXS REGAllDIXG COTTO~ PESTS 
Axn DISEASEs IX BRITISH Cor.o~IEs 
AXD INDIA, 

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

" In 1910 the pink boil worm was 
known to exist in India, German East 
Africa, Briti'-h West Ahica, and Hawaii. 
In 1922 it was recognised in Egypt and 
the Sudan, ::Ylesopotamia, Brazil, Peru, 
.:\iexico, the United States, and the West 
Indies, In fact, almos: every country 
growing cotton has been infected with it 
with the exception perhaps of T'urkestan, 
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 emnhasise that-" too late to 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 
1st August in each year. The reason for this 
notification was that the stem weevil and the 
pink boil 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 111 the ground. I think that hon, 
members on both sides will take notice of 
this, particularly Opposition members, who 
talk about precedents and say that we are 
doing something unusual. I want briefly to 
call attention to a few countries which have 
passed drastic legislation. 

In Anglo-Egyptian S'udan an order pub­
lished in 1917 prohib1'ts 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 
Director of Agriculture, A further order of 
5th December, 1918, prohibits the importa­
tion of growing plants into the Sudan, but 
allo\YS the entry of such plants from Eg;n)t 
under stringent conditions. The Cotton Ordi­
nance, promulgated 111 1\ovember, 1912, pro· 
hibits the importation of cotton seed except 
under a permit granted by the Director of 
Agriculture, No cotton seed may be mod 
for sowing unless it has been approve~l by 
the same authoritv. Cotton shall be picked 
clean, free from leaves, boils, and dirt, and 
none but clean cotton shall be sold or offered 
for sale, ?\o cotton is to remain on the 
land longer than the one season. By the 
cotton regulations of 1913 all cotton plants 
n1u. t be destroyed in certain specified dis­
tricts before the dates giYen jn each year. 
Another paragraph in the regulations com­
pels occupiers of cultivated land in tho 
Tokar Plain to destroy all noxious weeds and 
other plants likely to harbour pests on their 
land. Cotton regulations published in )larch, 
1917, gave the Director of Agriculture per­
mission to alter the date before whiCh all 
cotton plants, stalks, boils, or parts of plants 
shall be destroyed by tho owner. They also 
regulated the removal or destruction ,of _all 
waste cotton seed, etc., from a gmnmg 
factory likely to harbour the pink boil 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 boil 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 seed, or to mix cotton grown from 
Government seed with native cotton. In the 
VI' est In dies also legislation has been pas;;ed 
as late as 1919 dealing with the same ques­
tion. In Nyassaland, Afric~, 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 
Agriculture. 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 preYious 
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 nlants to be burned, the planta­
tion to be deeplv tilled, and no cotton to be 
replanted for two years. With regard to the 
suggestion that this leg!slation is . drasti!", I 
submit that the legislatiOn to whwh bnefly 
I have called attention shows that we are 
wise in dealing with thi's question now. I 
have before me a report of the Rockhampton 
District Council dealing with this question, 
and I also have the replies which haYe been 
made bv Mr. Evans and Mr. Wells to the 
various points raised, but I fear that mv time 
Is limited and that I cannot deal with that 
question, 

Mr. TAYLOR: Give us all the information 
you can. \Vhy 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 \Vel!, in 
view of the suggestion that I should get an 
extenswn of time if it is nef'ded, to deal with 
some of the points raised by tiie Rockhampton 
people. The justification for that is found 
in the fact that this organisation-and an 
in1portant 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 tho 
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 forwarcl in favour of the apparently 
drastic legislation \vith regard to ratoon 
cotton. Taking the points as thev have been 
submitted. Mr. Wells first of ali replied to 
them, and :\1r. Evans alw replies to them. 
I am afraid that mv voice will not permit of 
my reading them through, because they are 
very lengthy reports. 

:\Ir. CoRSER: You have to give us some 
idea with regard to the matter, as we have to 
reply to you. 

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

0PPOSITIO:>< :i\fEliiBERS : Heal', hear ! 

)'~e SECRETARY FOR AGRICL'LTURE: 
Whilehon. me;nbers opposite claim that they 
want mformatwn they should not interject. 

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

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
I know the hon. member for \Vynnum always 
Is, but some other hon. members opposite are 
not such good listeners. In making my speech 
under _somewhat difficult circumstances, I 
am trymg to d~ the best .I can. with a very 
Important question. Deahng With the argu­
ment~ Pl!t fo:·ward by. the Rockhampton 
Distnct Council of Agnculture, I want to· 
say, as I told the deputation, that from 
th:ir point of view, I have absolute syi;,pathy 
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 svm­
pathise \yit~ their point of view, ~nd they 
would wm If there were not stronger argu­
ments on the other side. 

Mr. EDWARDS: 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 
agamst 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 give the replies of Mr. Evans 
and Mr. Wells thereto :-

" ROCKHAMPTON DISTRICT COUNCIL 
RESOLCTIONfl OF PROTEST. 

ResoTution I. 
" This District Council places on record 

its protest against the decision of the 

Government to legislate against tho· 
ratooning of cotton under systematic 
methocl. as we hold the view that th0 
demand for such legislation is by 
restricted interests and is not conducive 
to the expansion of an industry w hi eh, 
given sympathetic administration, gives 
promis'" of becoming, magnified by its 
Empire importance, this State's greatest 
asset, primary and secondary, and inci­
dcntallv devclon our vast areas of inland 
scrub !'ands and also those partially pro­
ductiYc yet virgin land::; now awajting 
cioscr settlement. 

" Further, this District Council, from a 
close obsen·ation 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 1 he :\Iinister for Agriculture and the 
Director of the Council of Agriculture 
thereat. is of opinion that. for J'casons 
appended lwreto. a Royal Commission of 
Inquiry is desirable, and 

" (1) Despite the weight of evidence 
clc:1rly favouring ratooning, tho ir::.terests 
of the farmers of Queensland ha vc been 
sacrificed in the interests of a dictatorial 
combine. 

" (2) By the complete rejection a.nd 
utter disregard of the careful delibera­
tion and st;bscquent recommendations of 
the Council of Agriculture and its units 
on the ratoon question, to institute 
<'X]Wrimental cotton plots for obserYa­
tion purposes over a period of years­
\Yithholding legislation in the meantime, 
a severe blow per medium of Government 
ineptitude has been dealt to the prestige 
of thE' Council of Agriculture, thereby 
disrreditin~ its independenc~ and dis­
counting the infl uencc 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 clearlv created a mono­
poly by placing the indus!ry . under .the 
control of an outside orgamsatwn, which, 
sooner or later the farmers will have to 
combat by m~ans of a levy on their 
resources. 

" (4) That the Government has failed 
in its protection of the farmers' interests 
bv accepting the bald statement that 
Tatoon cotton is not legal tender and· 
ne,.lectino- to make earlv departmental' 
eff~rts by" way of an indepen~ent inq~iry 
follmving the despatch of tnal consign­
ments to various markets of the world. 

" (5) That the Government has _no evi­
dence to prove that the ratoomng we· 
desire encouragPs disease and pest infes­
tation more seriously than annual plant­
ing. 

" (6) The action of the Minister for 
Agriculture in holding aloo! his ant!­
ratoon evidence from a searchmg analysis· 
bv the Conference, and the fact that same 
covered no 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 comparisont 

Hon. W. N. Gillies.] 



Cotton Incluslr!J Eill. [ASSE:Hl3L Y.] Cotton Industrv Bill, 

\Yith ihc methods >edoptod in 
the world. counlcd \nth the 
tlw a:J:<Urauce bY that 
profitably, and \yonld, allo\Yt1 d. rrttoon 
cotton ot a desirable• quality without l.ll•Y 
guarantee or support frorn the Gu\~crn­
n.tcnt. and furtht~-r- thr· }lini:::ter's refui3al 
to submit the que,,ion to a !:cferendu1n 
of all gnJ\YCrs 1.:vere fe[l_tlJ_rcs of a nnrro"\Y­
uoss of :'.linistcJ'iul desire te find a :olu­
tion of the rutoon proble·n. 

'' l7nclcr the circtunstancc) this Di~trict 
Coultci! pledf:·es it~elf to cxhau~t e,·ery 

of er:.durscrncnt of it;:; protest sncl 
for ~RoYal Cornmi ion -of Inquiry, 

and ::·eeks the ·support of the Council of 
Agriculture and ail Di"trict Councils lll 

furtherance of its ciTorts to gi,·c effect to 
such ·desire.'' 

REPLY BY MR. EV.\;o;H, 

"(1) It is stated that tho weight of 
evidence is dcJ..rlv in favour of ratoon­
ing. This I do m;t consider to be a true 
statement of the facts of the case. The 
vast n1ajority of the f'Otton-gro\YCrs 
outside the ecrub areas do not fayour 
ratooninO'. I haye rCC'(~nth· rf'turncd 
from a ten davs' tour in t)],. :'llaranou 
disn·ict, and aiter interYicwing nurnbcr~ 
of growers in this dry area., 1 lun·e 
comC to the conclu~ion {hot thcv are not 
in favour of ratooning. One l)rorninf'J~t 
grower at \Yallumbilla, \Yho has cultl­
vatocl cotton for the last twelve vears, 
is no\c, l belic.-e, definitely of o[linion 
that ratooning over a series of years is 
not so fa \·ourabh~ as the f'n]tiva.tion of 
a,nnual cotton, and i~ abandoning rutoon 
This District Council has also del ibor­
ately ignored othf'r points \Yhich are 
rclatiyc to the good of the industr..- as 
.2. ,.vhole. as apart frmn those of tl1o 
indi,-idmd culti, a tor in scrub areas. For 
instance. if r,ttoon cotton is allowc•d to 
go on pron1i~:cuously, it will Le itnpos~ 
sible to keep any IlC\Y yaricty pure. as 
cross-fertilisation is Yen 1"rcvalent in the 
cotton crop. Tho re;ult "·ill be that 
any new variety of good quality, if 
introduced, will be deteriorated in tho 
first year through tho proximity of 
ratoon cotton plants of another variety. 
This is a point that has not been realised 
fully in Queensland yet, bee a use the 
growers do not full0· appreciate that the 
textile cotton indus!rv is eYerv 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 cotton is 

':[Hon. lY. }{. Gilli.es. 

one! of 
yuu at ihL· 

to be' 
that this i~ 

for111iuablc ta~k Uwu vdu-'n 
HlL~ucd 1...uttun. 

.. (2) If the Goy(~rtnncut cvnsidcr it 
ahsolutcl\- necc :-:;:_tl'\', L'XlJCritlll'ld on 
ratoon c~tt Jll cull be~ carried out on ~Ol1l8 
of tiH_· Stat' farlllS. I con~idcr, 
tllat th! .e eS:lJerinH'llts ·will LP­
ful urilit)", and aul strongly an r;;c to 
the 'rithlJolding of h 2·islation i11 the 
1nenn1i1ne. In ~~nv case,~ the JJepartnwut 
of ..:-\gi'iculture nn'd Stock is thL' oLvious 
agcnZ-'y for carryiug out c.arefnl L'\.PPri­
nwnt of this sort, as the greatest care 
aud acrurac\· \Yonld haYc to be t<:tkcn, 
and this eau~ onl.f Ue carried out proeprly 
on an cxperinwntal farn1. The District 
Council ha no organi~ation u~.,pablo of 
carrYino· out these experiment'', nor do 
I tllinl~ i:t- ·would carr~- the confiJence 
of the vast rnajority of the cotton-growers 
in tlle same way that properly conducted 
experiments b_y the department \Yould 
do. 

"(3) In ordl'r to place the cotton­
gnnying industry on a iirn1 footing, aud 
to giye it the nccc ... sary in1pctus at the 
start tlw only feasible ''""" wa'" to place 
the (.r.illnino· ~nd balinc- i~ the hands of 
n c~~npan~~ \vith stroi7.g- financial_ back­
in~. I do 11ot see that the1·c Is any 
Uall:._.;-PT to Le feared b~, the gro\Ycrs of 
a monopoh·. I understand that the 
British-_-~nstralian Couon Association aro 
only too \Yilling for cotton-growers to 
tak'e up shares in their concern. The 
oln·ious ,,,-ay out of the -difficulty appears 
to me to be for the cotton-growers to 
forrn co-operative cotton-growing asso­
ciation::: and for l'tach 1a.ssociatio':n or 
gi"onp o£ as:-:ocia tions to take up so 1nany 
shares in the British-Australian Cotton 
As>ociation. If they do this, they will 
be in 'l position to haYe their own 
directors on the Board. and theY will 
further hanl the inesti1l1able advantage 
of bein"" in close touch with the ginning 
and baling of the cotton, and will keep 
in close touch with the markets. It must 
be remembered !hat 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 wa ,- to handle the cotton crop of 
Queenshind for many years to come will 
be bv 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 not 
a question of whether there is a market 
for ratoon cotton or not, or whether it 
is legal tender altogethe'l·. Doubtless, 
ratoon cotton, if sold by itself, will 
alwavs 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 
uncler 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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.. :\._alericJ.n. A::: 
grmYth. 

rato011 ar1u 
}Jy tht· 

,~r. nn~l l rlJL'1'L: hn,·c 
~on1c in Ullll'C ... of ti1is during tho 

pa>t i' often exc "•dindY difli-
z·uh to durinu the - r,~inninD'· 
nnd b>tlinf;· \Y~ r11ay L~ qui1 ~ 
~Ul'O, hO\YCYC'l'. th0 Sl)iJlDCl' \Yill fJ.nd 
this out whC'H he \York:-; till' cotton up iu 
~ho spinning wilL tlll' ratoon 
fibres arc. on the shortrr, \YCakcr, 
and lacking in t\\-ist. 

"(5) \Yith l'L'gard to di~case. there is 
cYi<lence all m· er 1 he .,-oriel rh at peren­
nial cotton is a dan~rerous ::-onrcc for 
peq)('tua ting di~case~ ~il.nd pest:-, and it 
is lor this rciHOll that ne arh· 0n rY 
cotton-growing counu·y in the ,,-'orld luis 
brought in lc•gi:-5lation \Yithill the last fl:W 
yE-'Al"S di.sron~·aging the growing of peren­
niaJ cotton. I undcr~tand that the 
District Council IJl'DlU:::t!:3 10 ratoon by 
cutting do~,, n the LranclJP~ to ·withiu 
3 or ~· inchc, of the ground and burn­
ing the branches nnd rubbish. If we 
conld he sure that this \Yould be properly 
carricJ. out there would be son1cthing 
to ~:-:ty, but I ain afrajcl that thi3 \York 
\Yill not be propC'rly carried out, and 
that the ratoOn rountry rnay proYC a 
'tonding menace to the rest of Queens­
land from the point of ,-icw of pests. 
The rnerc pruning of thP crop is not 
fnfficicnt, hol\'E'YE'r, as Jllany of the pests 
hibernate during the winter 1n the 
ground at the ba'3e of the: sten1 or 
betwec'n the rows. Cotton pla.nted iu 
scrub areas c.mnot possibly be ploughed 
up, and the grea.t adYantage of annual 
oyer ratoon l·Jtton lies in the fact that 
in the former case the land is nlouo:hecl 
up, ·whereby these hibernating l1ests~ are 
exposed to the surface and are dcstroved 
b;.' birds, cold, or subsequent cultiyatlon. 
This cannot be the case in ratoon cotton 
gro\vn in scrub arca;c;:. 

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

REPLY BY MR. \YELLS. 

" (1) I cannot see where a Roval 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 ban• not the know­
ledge as to what is good cotton and what 
is not. If a Roval Commission was hean­
ing the case an.d 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 

should be allowed to exist \Yhich may 
cndaiJgcr the rcpuration of the quality 
of thL• C(Jtton produced. E\'ery cotton-

cuuutry i::: ::uifcring· fron1 th0 
of gTO\Ying ~Yarieties of 

c'ltU11l of different and the 
of the cotton 1uanufacturing 

n1orc Ul1ifon11ltv of the charac­
ters of tlw eo t ton lint. ~ 

'· One has to but read of the dfcrts of 
:;:;otne L'f the 111ain C'J1tUll-producill',r coun­

ro rcctifv thi.') ~erion:-> ~hcH"tcor~ling in 
cot Lous of to-daY. to realise ho\v nc•ccs-

1t is and hcny~ great are the po~~~i­
tbc- cotto11-growing industry in 

if \\ c eau stan off \Yith a 
proJ.urt. I rnight point out that 

\Yhich ln' been citcc1 as the g1·eat 
hon1e of ratoou r-onc:1. i:-:. kno\Yll .:.unong 
the cot~ Jn n1annfa_ttuin6· trade as ha.ying 
ycry lo.w f!'rndc and jrrc ··nlar lengths <?f 
eotton llH_lt'~'d: and. a1· the' recPnt exposi­
tJ m hl'ld at Hio de Janiero. Brazil. the 
cotton tradt~ n1a-rlc YC'l'Y strong rGprescn­
tations to the Brnilian GO\·crnmcnt to 
rcctif.v this serious dcft•ct in the Brazilian 
cotton. 

"The ratoonccl cotton which I have 
examined both in the Held and at tlw 
gim lead< Jnc to bolieYO that we wculd 
some bo in the same position in Queens­
land if ratooned cot:on \Y.lS allowed to 
Le gro\vn. 

''It is hig·hly cs•ontial that the grad­
ing and s£>1ling of the ginned cottC?n 
should be under Government control, Ill 

order that the grower,. may secure tl:e 
highe~t l'L1tnrns for thC'ir product:3. This 
\vill necessit.1te (he f ,tablishing and train­
ing of a fair!,· large staff of gTader;;, etc .. 
and un1csi' the rr1arketablc C'otton is of 
such quality a< to return profttablo 
remuneration to the !l:rower, it is difticult 
to '•e \Yherc the Gon•rnment "-ill bo 
j ustifiecl in incurring the expense of such 
an organisation. 

" (2) The sum total of all the arg~­
ments submitted bY the Council of Agn­
culture was that certain sections of cer­
tain districts \Yanted to grow ratoon 
cotton. \Y cighed against this fact is the 
fact that there are thou~ands of acres of 
land in Queensland which are producing 
cotton. m are able to produce cotton, 
where the growers have no desire to 
produce rat;on after the true facts of 
the case have been presented to them. 
and it is the dutv of the Government to 
protect these g-ro;vers from the dangerous 
possibilities which may develop 'f 
ratooned cotton is allowed to be grown. 

" (3) I am decidedly opposed to the 
establishing of plots of ratooned co~ton 
on indiYidtJal growers' farms. This 1s a 
question of such importance that suc?­
tests should not be subject to the po~sl­
bilities of being non-representahve 
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. 

"I would point out, though, that 
sample bales of ra tooned cotton are 
being sent to England through the Age?t­
General for spinning tests by mills wh1ch 
are not connected in any way with the 

Hon. 1V. N. Gillirs.] 
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Briti'h Cotton Growing Association or 
the Empire Corporation, in order that an 
impartial report may be secured. Thcso 
bales represent ten bales of ratoon cotton 
grown in the Central district, two bales 
of Durango r:ltooned cotton grown at 
Capella, and one bale of Durango planted 
cotton from Bovne Vallev as a check. I 
would consider 'this a representative test, 
as the ratoon cotton is the product of the 
pcr~ons who aro udYor.ating ratoon. 

" (4) The statcmcr>t that ratoon cotton 
is not legal tender has had no influence 
whatsoever as far as I am concerned. I 
have based m•. observations directlv on 
the cotton whi~h I have examined in the 
field and at the ginnery. 

" (5) The experiences of the other cot­
ton-producing countries of the world all 
go to show that there is grave danger in 
allowing the ratooning of the cotton 
plant. ·\Yhy should Queensland take the 
chance of developing serious insect pests 
which mav affect the industrv to such an 
extent that it will be unprofitable to a 
large percentage of the growers? There 
are many Eative 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 
follv. in view of these facts. to allow 
methods of groyving 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 everv cotton­
grower in Queensland could be p-ersuaded 
to declare in favour of growing ratooned 
cotton, the Government would still be 
justified in declaring against the growing 
of ratooncd cotton as long as it is buying 
the seed cotton. It would be further 
justified if it were not buying the seed 
cotton, as it would be protecting the great 
bodv 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 /I. 

" That in view of the facts enumerated 
in the preceding resolution, this unit of 
the Council of Agriculture requests the 
P1·emier, 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." 

REPLY BY MR. EVAliS. 
" 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." 

REPLY BY :MR. WELLS. 

" The facts of. the case 
fully considered by the 

[Hon. lV. N. Gillies. 

were all care­
departmental 

representatives, Yvho understood the loca£ 
conditions as well as the growers, beforG 
the Bill was prepared. The :Minis!er 
was fully supplied with the growers' sidG 
of the arr-ument ut the Conference of 
15th Augu~t, and I think will agree w.ith 
me that nothing was prcsen!ed whi_ch 
would ju,iih the Government m refram­
ing· to pass th(; Bill as it was prepared." 

Resolution Ill. 
" That comequcnt upon the p~ssag·e. of 

the foreiToiiw resolutions deahng Ynth 
ratoon ~otto

0

n, this District Council 
strongly supports the sending of a repre: 
~entatiYc oyerseas carrying san1ples ot 
Queensland ratoon' cotton, with the objec1; 
of approa~hing the markets to test the 
marketing possibiiities of this partiCular 
da~s of cotton, this course being con­
sidered Yer:: necessary in the interests 
of the grmvers. 

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

" That the hearty co-operation of the 
Council of Ao-riculture be sought m 
h'lving the nu:'tter 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." 

REPLY BY :\lR. EVAKS. 

"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-­
ti ve of the cotton-growers of Queensland, 
and would not, I think, carry their con­
fidence. \Ye should have to be absolutely 
certain. in case any action vvas taken. 
on this point, that the cotton sent was 
realh ratoon cotton and not a mixture 
of a1inual and ratoon cotton, and further,. 
that it "·as renresentative of the average 
grade of rat~on cotton grown in the 
country. and not a specially picked. 
sample." 

REPLY BY ::\lR. WELLS. 

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

The replies of ::\:Ir. Evans and Mr. Wells are, 
in my opinion, most convincing, and I shall:' 
take the first opportunity of . set:ding the:n• 
in full to the Rockhampton District Council. 

Kow, let me deal with the question of 
staple. "Staple" means the average le_ngth• 
of 'the bulk of the fibres, and cotton-millers 
who undeTstancl 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 t.he year round will of necessity not be· 
uniform. Cotton machinery reduces the whole, 
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oi the cotton lint. but the staple which any 
machine can us0 is governed by the shortest 
staple in the material going. through 1t. 
Thu.' the shortest staple determmes 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 knowledge amongst fM·mer··· as to 
what the staple really means. \Vhen I was 
i•1 Charte:-.3 Towers I went through some 
of th8 farms-unfortunately the drought .has 
rui1ocd practically the "hole of the crops 
on them-and I met one farmer \vho was 
ver. · enthusiastic. He pulled off a boll and 
gaid to me, '"I think this is going to bo an 
inch and a-ouarter staple.)' I said to hin1, 
'' L('t 1110 ~c0." I took it n1yself and 
atlr·mptcd to pull it out rrs the experts had 
shev•n n1e, and rny concln"lon \vas that the 
staple \vas at most " half of an inch. I 
to'd the farmer so. and he said, " \Vh,·, I 
thought r.hat the staple was the width across 
the boiL., Instead of being Ll: 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 gre-ater 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. 

Xo" I want to mention one or two other 
maHers. 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 bv the Government in making an 
agreeme;,t with the Association. It is well 
bJOwn to evervbodv who has taken an 
interest in cotto;,.gro\ving 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 
\\e had guaranteed a price and there was a 
pros1wct of gr0atly increased crops-the pro­
duction was going ahead by leaps and bounds 
-there were onlv 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 ginnerics 
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 
gmneries. I was not keen on the prospect 
myself. because I believ<'d that the growers 
themselves should have the opportunity of 
establishing their own ginneries by co-opera­
tion. At that time thev had not even offered 
to avail themselves of the Act on the statute­
book bv 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 a bout ginning or the character of the 
machinery required, and therefore they very 
wisely left the Gcvernment to do the job 
for them. But I am hopeful that the farmers 

will be so alive to their own interests that 
they will, before the expiration of this con­
tract, which is ,·ery favourable, to the 
g-ruwers-the Association has not made any 
profit, and in fact is having difficulty, owing 
io the drought. in rs~ising 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 Go,·ernmcnt at a time when 
the Gm·ernmcnt had made up their minds 
that they had to spend a large snm of 
money on State ginneries, and the GoYern­
ment decided lo accept the offer and let the 
Asso'. iation do the job for them. I was away 
et the time, and the Secretary for Publio 
"'arks was acting Secretary for Agriculture, 
end I submit he made a most favourable 
contract on behalf of the farmers. My only 
concern is to do the best thing for the 
farmc·rs, but it takeq hvo parties to make a 
contl'act and this _-\s~oeiation made the offer. 
\Vc inquired into it as \YCll as we could-,ve 
had not the expert a·ch-ice of Mr. Evans or 
7'lr. \Yells at our disposal, and \ve had to do 
the best under the circumstances-and we 
dt'cided to accept it. I submit that we made 
a good " deal " on behalf of the farmers 
of Queenslancl-as has been shown by experi­
ei:ce. As to the contention that the farmers 
should haYe their own ginneries, let me 
remind hon. members that the Association has 
offered to them 49,000 shares upon terms 
which I shall mention shortly. I shall 
advise the farmers to a\ ail themselves 
of this opportunity when in a position to do 
so and finally take over the whole concern 
and manage it themselves. There is no 
reason why they should not do so if they 
e~<1ploy proper experts to manage the busi­
noss. 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
lield 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 m"y be taken up on payment 
of ls. on application, h. on allotment, and 
ls. a month for ei!l'hteen months as required. 
The Association has issued 351,000 ordinary 
paid-up shares. and the directors are Sir 
Hugh Deniwn. K.B.E., Sydney (Chairman 
of Directors); :\lr. C. Latham Baillieu, }lel­
bnurne: Sir Owen Cox. G.B.E., Sydney; 
Hon. T. C. Beirne, Brisbane; Hon. Craw­
ford Vaughan, Sydney (l\1anaging Director); 
Mr. B. Crompton 'Wood. C.B.E., Liverpool 
(England); Sir Rennell Rodd, G.C.M.G., 
G.C.V.O .. C.B., London: Mr. W. S. Robin­
son, London; }ir. 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 
<lid the best thing they could for the growers. 
IV e are the trustees of the f(rowers. IV e 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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that 
;;Lrlwl)lv 

dealt· ·.·ith the 
of the 
the 

.le 1Yit h 

itacnrlc•J to <ll·Di ·. ·ith. hut I 
to pa.;;~ 1lwrn 1}\·. I lHtYe 

of rntoo11S. the hi-­
ginninp: n_2:rccn1ent, rtiJd 

I think I 1night DO\V 

of the Bili. 

The DEPL'TY SPE~~KER: Orckr! 
hou. gcntlelHan has exhan~tcd the 
,<J]owccl hi::1 under the Snncli11::; Orders. 

c•Jr. \\T.'\STA:::\LE'\:' ((!urrnlon): I bog to 
l1HJ\·c-

" That th0 ~-oC'rf'tnry for A~;riculturc bo 
gr<n>tc·d an cxtcn13lon of tintc·.·' 

Qnc;;tiou pat <:tnd pa;;~ed. 

The SECRETARY FC;H. :C\GRTC'CLT'CRE: 
1lw~1k tl}c . liouso fo1· ~)yrrr,ting uw an 

~x!cns1o11 ot hmc·, Lut I tJudl not i~pose on 
thc·n1 t"? an,:· f!l';'lat extent on HC'(·.)Unt of tl:.at 
cm~e0:-::.;;;wn. Before I Joan; the quc.tion of 
rntoom. I "·onld like to say that the autho· 
nt_1c.-: \~·~o have gnidccl us il1 councrtion y~·ith 
this Bill. and who haY~ adYisc-rl us to bo 
1nse and otart wdl. and haye coumelle-d us 
!o proh~bit o bsolute]~· the grD\Yth of ra"toons 
m the mtcrc't of the industr::, the interest 
of _Quoenslanc1. rrnd tl10 iutcrP:':-t of our renu~ 
tano:,. ill'C, brieflY. Sir Janws Cnrrie. 1\Ir. 
H rnlrl Parker. ::Yll'. Crompton \Vood. Dr. 
P;utlcr, and Dr. Stopford. and the experts 
tnnt T ha Ye a !re acly mei'tioncd-2\Ir. ·wells. 
11r. EYans and ::\1r. Gudge. A number of 
:·tl1er ~)eoplc hnYc adYisecl the GoYernnwnt. 
~nrlu.d:ng the ~~gent-General~ IYho n1ado full 
Inqtuncs. and carnc to the• conclu:"ion that 

~hould not lH~ grown. Just beforo 
last ckctions a deputation "·aitcd on the 

Pr~micr. "}'Id to some extent. I think, 
encwaYourcCi h hol•l a pistol to his head on 
dw cvp of an .t:..lertion. I ~111 verv proud of 
the• r pl~· that the Premier ma~le to that 
deputation. He 10ld them that on the 
ady!c0 giy0n to the Government. 'thcv had 
pronti ''·rl to introduce l0gislntion this ~cssion 
to .r•rohibit t}lc grcnrth of ratoon~. and unlcs" 
cnclcncr could be broug-ht forward to show 
!hot \h[lt ach-irc 1vas 1vrong th0 Govcrnnu~nt 
l~tenccd to go _al2ead ,,-ith their policy and 
ac;oolntel~· probb1t the grmvth of ratoons. 
Tile d;putation then nmdc a request that. 
An.;;;tralla be1ng po~sibly different frcnn any 
o~h 'r cnuntn·-as stated by :\Ir. Crompton 
I\ ood--the Queensland Government should 
':·alt and carry out experiments. That was 
t110 nrgument of tho Counril of Agriculture. 
who mggcsted that the GoYernment should 
wmt for two or three >ears and earn out 
experiments in ra toons 'to fmd out whether 
the adYocrrtes of ratoons were not right, and 
wl;ethcr ratoons mig-ht not profitablv and 
sately he grown in Australia as au-ainst all 
other countries in the 1Yorld, and then, if it 
was found that ratoons should not be o-rown 
leg;slation could be introduced. It is t~o !at~ 
to lock the_ stable door when the horse is out. 
The Prenner was absolutelv sound in his 
sta~ement when he said "!:\o" to the depu­
tatwn. He told them that the GoYernment 
were g·oing· to prohibit the growth of 
ratoons. but experiments would be carried 
oe1t h,- the Department of Agriculture under 
prope; supervision in segregated areas, and 
th?n m _the _course of two or three years. if 
this lep:Islatwn was found to be wrong. it 
could be repealed. That was a statesmanlike 
and cou_rageous attitude to take up, and it 
summanses the attitude which has been taken 
up by the Government en the question of 
ratoons. The embargo against ratoouing is 

[Hon. W. N. Gillies. 

t;J:'"~ 1 rr;~ .. J importa_nt _fcaturf' o£ 
T )1L I:-. a 511111 JlP one. l 
and one Jayn1nn -c.. tn 
ITHl.d!..., a l'C'OUC'" 1" to th0 

1JrnFbnta11 and d{e Crown 
all Bil!:-3 dcalina- ·with 
farmer3 ~hen-Id. b~ 11Hlde as 
so. that, the farrw.:r:;, vvho out:ht trJ 

\nth lncm, could unclC'r,taml 
people :~ay that it i.s not 
i 1 do that. I cannot nrgu'2 on tlHli maHer, 
~<"·I .mn nDt. n lcgul n1an. I [1·-li:r'd tlun this 
h1ll 111 parllculur should br_::. made a~ ::-imple 
as pc ,s1blP, so that th0 ordlnarv cotton­
~ro-"~-~r c:ould under:;:tand it, aiH..l to~ a dcQ"reo 
tne l arhamcntary Draftqnnn h .2 snccecdod. 

At 5.16 p.m., 

The SPEAKER re un1ed ihc chair. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGlUCFL'lTRE· 
The Bill is self-explanatorv, ancl seeks t~ 
giYO legal effect to the Go\:crEincnt':::: f'otton 
policy. First of all, we guarantee n m·ice. I 
.am pleased tD know that the Commonwealth 
Government have indicated that tlw .- will 
share in that guarantee. The deL1ils have 
etdl to be considered. \Ye h"Yc to submit 
them to the CommDnwcalth GoYcrnmcnt. and 
I. hopr• that they will be prepared to go as 
h1gh Irl that Q'uarnntcc a~ IYC are 11rcpared 
to ::;o. The New South vYalcs Gm·crnment 
lwYc indicated that they ar• W>t prc;1ared 
fo go as lllgh as the Quec:1sland Go,~t>rllmcnt 
\Yhv should they not be prq1~red to !2'0 a~ 
h1g·h" They ha Ye only gTmY!l a handf!d of 
cotton. and iu mv opinion :::\c,y Sonth \Ynles 
\Yil! not bccotne a great -cotton-growing State. 
It 13 when the area runs intD 111ou~nnds and 
thousands of acres that thi:::: gnaranteo 
becornps a serious problen1 to a GoYf'rnrncnt 
and therdorc I hope the price that th~ 
\"al'lons Stntw, .and Coulm0111Yealth a2:ree 
npon will he one which ,,-ill oncoura!l'e cotton­
growing up to the end of the ter;.n of the 
guarantee in 1926, when I am hopeful that, 
if this policy is going to snc('ecd at alL the 
indmtry "·_ill he on such a footinf!· that t·he 
farmers wlll be able to finance their own 
crops, rrHtke their o\vn n1arkeh. gin their own 
cotton. and in the course of time Pstablish 
spinning .-·nd weaving factories. r::o that the 
manufactured article ma:c be concpkted in 
Queensland. That mav be a"·av in the dim 
distant fnture. but it· i·s withi;, measurable 
distance if the farmers of Queensland will onlv 
embrace this opportunity now. and become 
expert cotton farmers. After all. if a man 
desires ~o. succeed in anything. he can only do 
so by g1vmg the very best that is in him. A 
man performs a very mean act if he does not 
give the best that he is capable of giving. 
The farmers will be able to achieYe what I 
have indicated if thev follow the yen· best 
advice giYen bv eXperts as to v;lri0tv 
methods ~f cultivation, dealing with pests: 
and partiCularly as to the question of 
ratoons: and in the course of a few vears' 
time T believe this industrv will be on an 
absolutely sound footing. · 

First of all, the Government are g-uaran­
teeing a price for a term of years. Then. in 
order to give effect to the marketing of 
cotton, the Government take nower un-der a 
c~ause similar t? one in the Sugar Acquisi­
tiOn Act to acqmre the crops. There is power 
to ratify the agreement alreadv made. That 
is the legal power, but it is hard]:l· 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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I am hopeful that the growers them,elvcs will 
be a hlc to control tlwir own indnetrv in their 
own wa v·. I r vYi 11 then be time t~ consider 
whet hP,: the embarg·o on ratoon cotton should 
fw lifted. but now is the time for the imposi­
tion of an e:nbaq;o on ratoon cotton, so that 
Vi'E' ~hall not be taking any risks as to the 
market and the introduction of pests and 
other thing~. There is power to make 
advancl)~ 10 the Q.'l'O\Yers. There are impDr­
tnnt provieion& d~alina; \\·ith the introduction 
of J>r>t-. As l have already pointed out, the 
pests haYc injured the cotton industry of 
Egypt. Ar,rcrica. India. and in fact every 
part of the vYorld vYhere cotton has been 
oTo\vn for a number of vears. They haYe 
~lavNl havoc with the cr.ops. It is due to 
that fact that vYe have our opportunity now. 
There• nre ether matters that I could hayo 
dealt with. but I have probably occupied 
more time thnn I am entitled to. although I 
make no analogy for the length of m,· speech 
in viev\· of the importance of the lc·15islation. 
It is far-reaching. It has been fully and 
carcfnJ!,· coneidcred bv the Government. It 
ha~ been introduced 'on the advice of the 
experts. I hee1rd a very good pun. I do not 
kno\\· vv-ho ie the author of it, bnt he is a 
verv c;oocl Quecnslandcr. He said that the 
per~oll ,,·ho. knowing all the rircu1nstances, 
wonld adYDC'atc ratoOns would '' rat on" the 
best intere~ts of Queensland. I have mnch 
pleasure in moving-

" That the Bill be now read a second 
time.'' 

Ho"'oc:RABLE Jl.lE:.!BERS : Hear, hear ! 
Hon. W. H. Rmo;Es: \Vhat about that 

ne\vE:papcr cutting? 
Mr. CORSER (Burnt!!): In addrc'.3ing 

mvscH to tho second reading of this Bill, I 
do not want to take away any of the earnest­
ne,_' from the :\linister, but I want to make 
my rcmnrks from the point of view of a 
Q.uccnslantler and an Australian. I do not 
w3,nt to take a"\Yav anv credit frorn the 
British cotton-growing interests in all that 
the, h';Ye dont> to bring about the dev-elop­
ment of the industn. or anv of the credit for 
the ir:terr.st that ·the "\Ye£tvers and n1anu­
facturcr, hnv-c token. The Government and 
the Opposition should look to the interests 
of the gro\YC'r ftr,_,t, and ·weigh 1-he argun1ents 
for and a«aimt the different interests. ""o 
small a no~Et of credit is due to the business 
entNpri"c of the British Cotton Growing 
A'"<wiation. but its interests a.re separate 
and die.tinct from the interests of the grower. 
Tt is hard to realise whether this Bill is 
introrh:< od on behalf of the growers, the 
Lanca oh i r ' cotton spinners, or the British 
Cotton Growing Association. It is very hard 
to find from the speech of the Minister that 
there are a,ny other arguments than those 
that con be secured bY and through the ag·"nts 
of the spinning interests in England. The 
recommendations of the Council of Agricul­
ture haYe been pushed aside. Last year. the 
Gov·Pr,.,ment with a great flourish of trum­
pds created an institution under which they 
said the farmers were to control their indus· 
trv. They W<'l'f' to elect representatives who 
were to meet with experts associated with 
tlw Department of Agriculture, and control, 
.P"uide, and safeguard their interests in 
Queensland. We. find that the Council of 
Agriculture appomtcd a subcommittee to go 
into the matter of ratoon cotton. That corn· 
mittec came to the conclusion that ratoon 
cotton should not be condemned, but that the 
Government should continue the ratooning, 

and, in the meantime, the Gm·ermnent should 
carr:v oLtt experiments to see whether the 
exceptional conditions that arc claimed by 
nil growers v,-ho 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 
lOth :Y1a:-·. 1923. to have said in replv to 
representations bv· members of the Central 
District Local p;·oclucers' Association-

. " Beforl' legislation conden1ning ratoon­
mg "as finally settled the Council of 
Agricn!ture would have the opportunity 
of consulting with and advising the 
GcYernment on the snbjert." 

Xo\\' \H' 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 determin0d to oust 
ratooning unrler all con~iderations. Consider­
ing that the ::Vlinister did not give one argu­
ment or quote one interect on behalf of 
ratoon cot ton-I am entrustc•d with that 
-duty. and he cannot but admit that there 
arc intercst~-it i.-3 essential for hon. men1bers 
to look at the question from all points of 
view. 

This is a most important Bill. which cannot 
he dealt with from a parh point of view. 
It \vould not be to the advantage of those 
wishing- to ratoon or to the industrv if we 
were to kok at the Bill from a partv view­
point. '\Ve cannot blame the Gove.rnment 
for taking a stand after hearing the evidence 
that they han• received from experts. I do 
not sav for one moment that the Government 
should not have takon cognisance of those 
o:pert~. but con,·idering the time thc:v have 
bad that evidence at their disposal they 
should have secured first-hand information 
ns to tho , cmditions that exist in Australia. 
which do not exist in other countries. accord­
ing to the evidence supplied from those other 
countriEs. Tho.v should haYe endeavoured 
to provp the cas(' for ratooning. 

::\Ir. COLLIXS : \Yhy don· t you prove it? 

::\lr. CORSER: I will endeavonr to do so 
to IIJc best of my ability. Ratooning under 
svstcmatic and scientific methods is what is 
asked for by the growers of the State, and 
not the haphazard out-of-date methods that 
have be0n refcn'f'J to bv the Ministt=>r as 
mentioned in some of the renorts of the 
experts a:3 be_ing- t~f' de!3ircs -of the lazy 
rnar~. Ratoon1ng •;nll enable an expansion 
of mdnstrv which cannot come without it. 
The development of primary and secondary 
11_1dustnes will be the outcome of the expan-
31011 of the cotton indnstrv, but a control is 
want-eel in the industn· ln those who are 
engag-ed in 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 tend T is the statement of 
:.Ir. Crornpton \Yood. and one that has been 
substantiated bv his experts and his associa­
tion, If we were to condemn ratooning in 
the old days of sCJgar-cane growing, and con­
demn it in all other cases. where would our 
sugar and other industries be to-da v? Cotton 
"as first grown in Queensland s'ixtv vears 
ago, and we have continued to gro'w it 
mccessfully ever since. During that time we 
have probably grown ratoon cotton more 
than seed cotton. The Government have 
failed to bring forward any evidence to show 
that the action of cotton-growers over a 

1t1r. Corser.] 
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period of sixt:- years i;1 growing ratoon. cotton 
in Queensland has m any way m1htated 
against the success or the f~turo of the 
industrv either on the field or m 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
tunatelv o-ives the control of the industry to 
the St~te~ The Minister claims that there 
is a desire on the part of the British Aus­
tralian Cotton Association, Limited, to make 
available 49,000 shares to the growers, ~ut it 
must be remembered that that Assoc1atwn 
·retains to itself 351,000 shares. A Bill was 
introduced in this House only a few days ago 
for tbe 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 themselv~s. 
How can the ::\Iinister 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 qen<;tions which arise u':l.cJer 
the Bill are-(1) The agreement; (2) DICta­
tion of cDnditions of growing by the State; 
(3) Prohibition against ratoon cotton. 

Cndcr the agreement with the British­
Australian Cotton Association, Limited, the 
GoY·ernmcnt acquire all seed eotton tJ!l . 31st 
July 1925 and theY an' to pay the Bnhsh 
Au~traliau' Cotton ~4"ssociation Hd. per lb. f~r 
all cotton ginned, dressed, and bale_d th_at 1s 
despatched overseas. The As··oc~atwn 1s to 
retain all the seed at a co't of £1 per ton. 
The a ye rage price for cotton seed throughout 
the world last year was £4 9s. per ton. Yet, 
the Association is to get the whole of ~h.:; seed 
for £1 a ton. That gain to the Assoc1ahon IS 
a loss to the producers and a weakness in the 
a crreen1ent-an unfair \veakness-because the 
f;rmf:l' is to be the loser. The Association 
are to supply seed to the grower at :',d. per 
lb.. yet they pmchase the seed at 1d. for 
iJ lb. from the grower. The B1ll also pro­
vides for the acquirement of all cott~m 
gro\Yn, and nutkes pro,·ision for spec1al 
powers for the Gm·ernment. They natu~ally 
exnc:ct some resistance because we find th1s m 
clause 6-

" and all and every such owners, their 
agents, managers, attorneys, servants, 
and workmen, shall w1thout any delay, 
hindrance, obstruction, claim, demand, 
or objection whatsoever give immediate 
a.nd peaceable possession of such cotton 
to the person authorised by the Minister 
to demand and take dehvery and posses­
sion of the same." 

On page 5 of the Bill we find that !here is 
" penalty of £1,000 and imprisonment for 
anv period not exceeding one year to be 
imposed upon any person who rofus':s to 
·deJiyer, or delays or obstructs th_e dchvery 
of cotton, or who makes any om1sswn ~on­
trary to the prohibition in subclause (4), or 
,;,;ho carries out_ any con~ract agamst t_he 
dictates of the BJ!l. That IS somcthmg 4U1te 
new in a local proclucers' Bill. A furt!1er 
provision is that a price not exceedmg 
5~d. per lb. shall be paid for cotton of good 
quality and of 1!,:-inch_ staple over a certam 
period. Yet we find m a report by Colonel 
Evans. in the Ga vndah " Gazette," 4th May, 
1923, that the only variety likely to produce 
a staple of 1{ inch is Durango. and 1t has 
not boon proved that that staple can be grovvn 
year in year out. The report further says-

" Regarding the ordinary Queensland 

[.Mr. Corset·. 

seed-a few plants >':ill give ': ct~plo of 
1~ inch, but the great proportton 1s very 
much lower than this and sometimes is 
seven-eighths of an inch, and even less." 

It therefore looks as though the Bill pro­
>iding for 5~d. for 1£-inch staple is not CDnci"g 
within the reach of manv farm<'rs in the 
State, and I hope that w~ shall bo able to 
sc:eure an arnendrnent in thi::; matter. 

No cotton is to be ginned at any place 
olher than :1n authorised factory. :\fo gin­
n;ng 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 seed cotton. That facility, instead of 
being given to the Government, should be 
left in 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 grov;n 
except for commercial purposes, thereby pro­
eluding the growing of cotton in garde1_1s. foe 
experimental purposes. If we are pr~l11b1ted 
from growing ratoon cotton for expenmental 
purposes. how are we to secure that kn?W­
leclge which we claim is secured by producmg 
and marketing certain typ_es of cotton' vV e 
can only learn from expenence, and now we 
are to be prevented from gaining that 
experience. 

To prevent disease: no person shQll sow 
cotton seed except that "h1ch 1s dbtnbnted 
by the Department of Agriculture. Yet we 
tlnd that experts have urged some of our 
farmers to save some of the seed from cotton 
that t.hev have successfully grown and plant 
it themselves, so that they may bring- forth 
scmething pure and good. Farmers wdl be 
prevented frmr: doin'f so ?Y this Bill. There 
is another pomt affected. Experts reJ! us 
that. vvhen (JUr cotton is acclimatis.od in one 
district, we ohall get a better cotton and 
the seed therefrom should be vropaga t~d 
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. Ho_w 
are we going to acclimatis~ our cotton. m 
these circumstances? Penalties not exceedmg 
£500 are provided to apply to anyJ;>od;v who 
plants cotton seed other than that d1stnbnted 
bv the department. 

"Compensation is provided in certain cases 
where cotton crops are destroyed, although 
not affected by disease, in '?rder to . s?c~re 
the safety of cotton plants m the VICllllty. 
That may be all rig;ht, bu~ lh~t unfortunate 
farmer who has no wseaso m h1s crop IS only 
g'Ding to get two-thirds of the total value of 
his marketable crop. No doubt hon. mem­
bers remember t.hat recently a statem~nt was 
made that the boil weeYil was~ m the 
Korthern Territory-in fact, I believe the 
Minister mentioned it here. On the strength 
of such a report farmers ma_y have the1r uops 
destroyed and aft';'n~·ards 1t ma;:. be proved 
that the bo!J weevd IS not there at all. 

Kotice must be given to the department by 
each planter in the !?tato. I;Le must g;ve the 
area.. date of planting. anu the Yanety of 
cotton he is pianting. 'l'hose are ,<ome of the 
provisions of the Bill. Somet1mec ~ am 
forced to wonder whether the i'ti!iu·Jtot s old 
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-Btatement of the Labour objectin~-" Pro· 
duction for use and not for profit"-is hidden 
within the four c01·nors of this Bill. 

I desire now to address my,elf particularly 
to ratoon cotton. This is a most important 
subject, on which we should not have too set 
ur too fixed a policY. I remember the his­
tory of the opposition to ratooning from its 
inception, being with l\Ir. Crompton 'Wood 
and his party for several days from \Yowan 
to the South Burnett, when the Minister, 
through an unfortunate illness, was unable 
1:o bo with us. There is a prohibition 
in the Bill of ratoon cotton. I do not like 
the sound of the word " prohibition." It 
appears that this prohibitioa is the· essence 
of inexperience--of theory run mad. That 
.i ust about sums up the evidence t.ha t the 
Minister has boon able to give this House 
tu the effect that Ptooning is n•Jt 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 its 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, 
\Ve should see that ·we have the information 
that the growers have asked for, that is, 
mfc1rmation as to a market and tbe experi­
f·nce of people who are not biassc•d and are 
not associated with any cotton association. 
\Ve are to be prevented from growing a 
cotton for which Queensland more than any 
other country is specially adapted. :'\o argu­
ment can be made as strongly in favour of 
tile growing of ratoon cotton in any other 
country in the world as it can in t.he oase of 

'Queensland. We complain of our dry periods, 
:'et we propose to prohibit the growing of a 
plant which will stand through a dry period. 

Cotton is a perennial 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 e;eed 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 vou can from an 
eetablished 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 sePd 
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 
msects preo,ent. It has been proved that 
ratoon cotton grown under scientific condi­
tion;; has withstood anv invasion by insects 
while seed cotton has 'gone down. In 1922 
fne cotton produced in Queensland was 
largely ratoon cotton, yet nobody seemed to 
know anything about it. :'\obodv seemed to 
ce.ro about it :md nobody noticed it, yet the 
growers had to be told, " You shall print 

on your bags ' ratoon cotton.' " If ratoon 
cotton is such a rotten cotton, surely our 
glorious expert,s could have picked it out 
wi1 hout forcing the farmers to write 
"Ratoon cotton" on their bags! Everyone 
knows that the 1922 crop was largelv ratoon 
cotton, and it was on that 1922 crop that 
the British delegation visited Australia. Was 
it not on that crop that we made the name 
:ve have to-day? And did not the experts 
m Britain enthuse over it and did we not 
induce them to put their monev on it? 
H.ntoon cotton grown in Queensland pro· 
dnrcd a staple superior to the staple of the 
cotton which is grown in America, and I 
c,tn ]WOve that statement if our experts know 
anything about their job. 

But before enrleavouring to prove that 
stat0mcmt, I want to refcer 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, \Ve are 
going to make it impossible to supply our 
local market with a commodit.- to take the 
place of the kapok that is imported to-day. 
Tlw Government should permit some of our 
ratoon crops to stand so that we might 
exploit at le.::st our own market. Mr. 
Speaker, it will no doubt surprise you, but, 
If you look up Australian statistics in con­
roection with imports from overseas for the 
year 1921-22, you will find that the quantity 
of kapok imported in that one year was 
5.272,531 lb. of a total value of £261,424. 
That kapok is used for making mattresses 
and for upholstering, for which purpose 
SE+.'ond-class cotton can he used. The total 
value of kapok imnorted in that one year 
was £261,424, which exceeds the total v'alue 
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 
seekmg 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 lb. of raw cotton, and 
alw 8.233 lb. of fibre. Second-class cotton 
would ·be the best substitute for these articles 
"hich 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 
cotton. If that ratoon cotton had been 
allowed to grow, we could have used the 
cotton as a substitute for those im·ported 
materials, and we would have given the 
world an opportunity of saying whether this 
b2autiful 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 seeond-class-cou1d 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
duct& used for a simile.r 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 .'tgree that that is a very sane 
argument in favour of the growing of 
ratoon cotten, and, if that were the only 

Mr. Gorser.] 



1600 Cotton Indu,try Bill. [ASSK\IBLY.] C utton Industry Bill. 

argunwnt in favonr of gro,ving ratoon c_otto:t;t, 
it should be ,nfficient. Before ratoomng IS 

permanently banned the GO\ er_nment should 
pPrmit of son1e expcnn1ents 111 connection 
with Durango plots. They should be 
ratooned and reported on by uninterested 
people on the other side. British 
spinners should hm·e been asked to 
report on certain consignments without 
being told which "·as ratoon. If one 
section do not want ratoo:1 cotton. another 
se-ction mav. \Ye produce in Australia the 
bec.t wools. in the \\orld. \Ye haYe ten 
distinct varieties of sheep. and amongst our 
wools :von will, no doubt, find at least a 
dozen different classes. \Ye have buyers for 
everv class of wool, and, if we eventually 
sold· our cotton here ''"'" would ha.-e just as 
manv buyers coming along and each of them 
w<:mid want a class of cotton to suit his own 
requirements. We do not sell all our wool 
to one sed ion of the people. V,' e send our 
wool to different parts of the world. and 
what Dne person wants another person does 
not want,, and pos,ibly it can be the same 
with cotton. To-d>ty no expert appears to 
rt·n:ember that great numbers of our stock 
are being saved by ratDoning. Ratooning 
to the farmers is a11 insuranco against 
drought and against dry times, and that is 
one of !he great problems that we ha.-e to 
face. \Ye ha.-e an opportunity of o.-ercoming 
this difficultv bv allowing the farmers to 
grmv ratoon' cotton, an cl we should try and 
dovetail tho two industries instead of con­
demning ratoon cotton. \Ye >v>tnt ratoon 
cotton because it has been pro•·ed successful 
to the grower. \Ye want ratoon cotton 
because it is the bread and butter of the 
gTo\ver; and \Ve "-·ant ratoon cotton becau~e 
the grower has had practical experience of 
its success and practical experience of the 
cheques th>tt he has recei.-ed for it from 
Bntain and from other places. where he 
sent it before this embargo was put on. If 
we ar10 allowed to grow ratoon cotton, it 
will give us a great natural ad.-amagc OYer 
other cotton-growing countries. because other 
countries ca-nnot grow ratoon cotton. Because 
America cannot g-row ratDon cotton that is 
no reason whv w'E> should not grow it when 
•Jur conditions are such that we are able to 
gww it successfully. 

The Mim'ster said that ono gentleman 
claimed that the purpo'<' of the Bill is to 
prevent the grov;in~ of ratoo_n cotton. I 
have heard one man >td.-ocatmg- the vcrv 
same thing as the :\1inister-the ~cutting ou't 
of ratoon ~otton. He said that the seed frDm 
\rhi0h ratoon C'o·ton is !:'TO\YD should not be 
distributed. I want to give the House some 
evidence-not of foreign experts. Briti'sh 
experts. or British wean'rs. but of experi­
enced men who !i.-e herE> with us. and from 
whom ,.c should draw some knowledge. \Yhen 
th0 Labour party came into power in Aus­
tralia a similar party <lid not then exist in 
America Dr Britain. ·They did not say then, 
"Because Brit>tin or America does not believe 
in this idea it is no gcod." They said that 
a new country should cane out its own 
destiny. That sentiment should be adopted 
in regard to this indmtry, and it" wonld be 
for the protection of those who are on the 
land. Let me gi.-e some first-hand informa· 
tion in additiDn to that of the experts which 
has been quoted. I have a letter here-a 
letter to me from Mr. Fredriksen. a cotton 
farm<'r in my district, dated 29th ultimo-

" Received your inquiry about ratoon 

[Mr. C'orser. 

cotton. In n'ply, ·would beg to rmnind.' 
•·ou that I do not claim to be an expert, 
hut have had considerable experience in 
cotton-gTO\Ying~ both here and in Texas, 
not far from the :\lcxican border. I 
may tell you at once that the reason we 
did· not grow ratoon oyer the1·e was 
simply that the sc.-erc frost in winter 
comy,letely killed the plants. Out of 75 
acres of cotton, only an odd one (less than 
2 per cent.) sunived. I planted cotton· 
here twentv wars ago, as soon as I had the· 
ground clea;·ed-1 acre just to see if it 
,.-ould grow. \V ell, it grew to perfection; 
but at that time there was no sale for it, 
so it was left to take care of itself till 
next spring. when I intended to plough 
it out. To my surprise, cvm·y bush 
grew again next ~pring, and had ripe 
cotton on in lflte :'\a.-ember. Since then 
I ha.-e had bushes growing- continually 
for years. 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 h,·entv years' experience of 
C<)tton in Queensland. I have always 
found that the plant cotton suffers most 
from pe~ts and insects. The r,atoon 
appears to ha.-c brcome immune to all 
pests and insects after the second year, 
I'm speal<ing for mv own neighbourhood; 
cannot sav how it "would fare on coastal 
~crub. That the ratoon here improves 
in vield lenuth of fibre. and texture is 
certain. ' I l~ave taken 600 lb. of seed 
('Otton more fron1 an acre of ratoon 
than what the same acre .-iclded as plant. 
and that the fibre •vas o:IL the enclosed' 
letter from the Australian Cotton 
Grower>' Association "·ill prm·e. I sent 
them a sample from a ratoon bush, as I 
wanted the seed for planting and wanted 
tlwir confirmation of my good opinio1_1 o£ 
this particular t:>p<:> for future pl~ntmg. 
\Yell. I think am·one >vill admit that 
their field officer's ·replv on this cotton is 
fa.-ourable. :\Ir. R. Bo.-d (who. b:v the 
wav. is a member of' the Council o£ 
Ag.riculinre) got some samples and sent 
to the 'C:Jtton Farmer.' also ratoon. I 
enclose thE,ir reply as well. That it was 
all ratDon in samples sent away my 
neighbours can YOll<'h for. 

":11y per,onal opinion is that any legis­
lation of a. prohibi:i.-c na.tnre is prema­
ture at thi;; stage, with the meagre 
e.-idence ac:ainst ratoon. If it can bo 
definite]~, proved that it is detrimental 
to the indnstr:v. why, of course. a":ay 
with it; but at present it looks ld<e 
killing a snTe thing. You'll notice that 
:Vir. Powcll says that the s>tmples sent 
him would bring from ld. to 2d. per lb. 
more on the L(verpool market than tho 
shndard grade of American 'middling.' 
Thnt is not too bad for ratoon, and 
should make our legislators pans~ and 
consider a bit be:ore they pass It out 
>tltogether." 

The eamples sent bv thic,. gentleman can be 
Youched for by neighbmus in his }istrict. 
Mr. Boyd sent his sa.mples to the Cotton 
Farmer." 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 Xo. 1.-Grown from mixed 
8Ced yaricties, probably a n1ixhue of 
' Petcrkin' and · Russcll.' Length of 
fibre about 1 inch. Good durable cotton, 
cxc0ptionally strong. I would consider 
that this cotton "·ould be classed on the 
LiYerpool market as ' strict good midd­
ling'-that is, bringing about 1d. per lb. 
more than the standard grade. of Ameri­
can '1njddling.' 

" Sample Xo. 2.-This is exceptionally 
long· in length. but not yery uniform 
and not as strong as sample ::--Jo. 1. It is 
a hybrid cotton, possibly of Durango 
or Pima extraction. I should think 
this cotton, owing to its exceptional 
length, lustre, and silkiness, would bring 
about 2d. per lb. aboYc American 
'middling.' " 

The ::\Jinister quoted experiences in Egypt. 
I haYe here the opinion of ::\lr. L. C. Atkins, 
the Egyptian expert of the British Cotton 
Gro"·ing Association-the field supervisor 
quoted by the ::Uiniste;·. Mr. Fredriksen sent 
two samples of seconc!-year ratoon to the 
British-Australian Cotton Association 
:::.imited, ior their opinion, and this is th~ 
reply from them, signed by :i\lr. Atkins 
himself-

" '"' c are in receipt of your letter of 
the 3rd :\Iarch, also of two sample' of 
cotton. The cream-coloured cotton bc­
lonl's to the Egyptian type, and probably, 
DWing to continuous cross-fertilisation 
with the 'Gpland types of cotton, has 
dete~·iorated greatly from the pure 
ongmal type. \Ye would certainly not 
advise you to grow this cotton. The 
'ample ui white cotton, on the other 
hand. i' <In ideal one for Queensland, 
and is almost identical with the Durango 
variety of 'Gpland cotton that we intend 
to grow in this countrv. It has a good 
bloom and colour, g'ood texture and 
strength, and has a fibre length of 1;\: in. 
There is an unlimited d0mand for this 
quality of cotton on the markets of the 
world, and it is a Yerv desirable one to 
grow. \Ye would certainlv adyise vou to 
!<eep the seed from this cotton and' plant 
1t out separately, at least half a mile 
from any other cotton." 

There is a recommendation from :\1r. Atkins 
in favour of second ratoon cotton and he 
advises this farmer to nlant the s~ed, as it 
will propagate rapidlv; but this Bill is o-oino­
to prevent him from' doing it. ::\lr. Atkin';; 
further says-

" In the 'Gnited States of Amcri<a 
there arc oYer lOO di~tinct varieties of 
rpland ~otton grown, and these yarieties 
have all been brought up by sP!ection of 
s<•ed, and thi~ is practicallv the onlv 
method of improving the variotv and 
qualitv of the cotton in anv countr'i. 

" 'N,e are yery glad to hear that you 
intend to carrv out this selection of s'eed 
on your. place. and any assistance or 
mformatwn 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 i'n this way." 

There is eYidence 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 
him to Mr. Atkins, who claims that it is a 
most desi'rable cotton to grow, and he com-

1923--5 F 

mends its leng-th, texture, and colour, and: 
is so pleased with it that he asks him not to 
lose this Yariety, although it is in the third: 
Y< u of its growth. This Bill prevents a. 
farmer from planting any other seed than 
that supplied by the Department of 
Agriculture. I have a lot more evidence 
of growers which I propose to give to the 
House, and also evidence with regard t& 
the actual returns receiYed by growers last 
Year. These returns will show the difference 
between the Tatoon cotton and seed cotton 
growing in a paddock alongside. 

The Dalma Scrub Local Producers' Associa­
tion ha.vc compile-d quite a lot of 

[7 p.m.] e,-idence in support of ratooning, 
and, after the conference with 

the ::\1inister, when the ::\linister got their 
case and would not gi,-e his, they forwarded 
it to the Country party, and have also sent 
a copy to their member. They giyo actual 
results which haye been achieYed by practi­
c11l men by ratooning-not something which 
mig-ht be done, but something which actually 
has been done. The follo"·ing are experi­
ences of Dalma Scrub growers:-

Per acre. 
£ s. d. 

i\Ir. J. C. X. Fullerton in 1923-
2.629 lb. annual cotton off 

8 acres, equal to 328 lb. 
per acre ... . .. 

1,000 lb. ratoon cotton off 1 
a<.·,:e, eqllal to 1,000 lb. 
per acre 

j\Jr. G. :\IcGregor in 1923-

7 10 4 

22 18 4 

WO lb. annual cotton off 15 
acres, equal to 20 lb. per 
acre ... ... 0 9 2 

4,480 lb. ratoon cotton off 7 
acres, equal to 640 lb. 
per acre 14 13 4 

l\Ir. E. IIarding in 1922-
560 lb. of annual cotton off 

3 acres, equal to 70 lb. 
per acre . .. 1 12 1 

8,960 lb. ratoon cotton off 
10 acre,, equal to 896 lb. 
pep acre 20 10 8 

Tho-;e arc facts 1Yhich, coming from practical 
men. nmst lead the Go.-ernrnent to a realisa­
tion tlu1t behind this ad,-ocacy of ratooning 
then; is son1ct.hing n1ore than a n1ere care­
le s hope-something more than a laziness 
on the part of the farmers-as 1vas suggested 
bY one of tho ex)wrt"< in the report read out 
b:·· the ::\Iinister. IIcre 1ve ha.-e actual proof, 
wi1h the names of the farmer, that last 
Year £1 12s. 1d. an acre 1Yas recei.-ed for 
seedling cotton off Oll(' part of a farm and 
£20 1Cs. Sd. an acre for -ratoon cotton off 
ancther part of the same farm, both crops 
b~ing gro1Yll 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 of 
it was not the best in the world. 

\Vhat were Mr. Crompton Wood's first 
statements when he arriYed 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 British 
n:arkct that this oountrv was worthv 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 severa) days that he found out that 
included in that same good cotton was 
ratoon cotton. Mr. J ames McNeil, fot• the 

Mr. Corser.] 
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1921-1922 cotton crop, Dbtained 1.680 lb. off 
0 acres, being 210 lb. per acre. returning 
£.; l5s. an acre. That was ohtained from 
seedling cotton. From the ratoon erop in 
1922-1923 he obtained 1.008 lb .. hein12· 126 lb. 
an acre, returning £28 17s. 6d. There we 
haYe a. statement Df a man obtaining £4 15s. 
per acre for se·c·dling cottDn and £28 1/s. 6d. 
per acre from ratoon cotton the same \'Cal\ 
under the same, climatic conditions ~ and 
on the same farm. Surely this eYidence 
i.< something moro than pifi:Ie! Sureh this 
illustration of '"hat a fanner is recCiYing 
i~ £,ufficient eYid~)nce that we should look 
iu it to bring abDut not onh- the desires 
D£ the farmers but the succrc<wl c•tdiiYation 
and the profitable gTDwing of this crop. 
That IS "·hat we arc out for. That is what 
WC' should pin our;.elYcs to. This return per 
acre is worke-d Dnt on a basis of 5~d. per lb. 
for both annual and ratoon cotton. which is 
£>ssential ·when 'Ye are lookino' for .an ayerarre 
priec. It has been stated that the cost 7,f 
culti,~ation i~ n1uch greater with annual 
-cotton than \Yith ratoon cotton. I have here 
a co•nparison made bv tho Dalma Local Pro­
ducers' Assoriation, sl1owing ihc cost of pro­
d'!.lcing a crop of annual cotton ancl a. crop 
·of ratoon coHon off 10 acres. 'That state­
nlrnt f'hoTrs the cost of cultivation for seed­
ling cotton-

"Falling scrub at £1 15s. 
per acre 

Starking and burning tinl-
ber at, 15s. per acre 

Plain wire 
\Yire 
Erection of fence 
C'Dtto'1 seed . . . . 
Planting, four dan at 13s. 

per da,· · ... .. 
Thinning cotton, six davs at 

13s. per day ... · .. 
Hand chipping, forty da:-·~ 

at 13s. per da:c 

£ ·'· d. 

17 10 0 

7 10 0 
1 16 0 

13 19 0 
1 19 0 
0 6 3 

2 12 0 

3 13 0 

26 0 0 

£75 10 3, 

The following shows the cost of cultivation 
for the ratoon crop:-

"D£·stroying prcYious year's 
bushc-. twelve days at 

£ 8. rl. 

13s. per day · 7 16 0 
Fir,t chipping, thirty days 

at 13s. per day 19 10 0 
Second chipping, i\\entv 

days at 13s. per da:-· 13 0 0 

£40 6 0, 

There WP ha,·e £40 6s. fDr ratoon cotton as 
against £75 10s. 3d. for seedling cotton, show­
ing that nobodv can sav that a considerable 
• n1ount of work is not jJut in by the hDe. It 
is the hoc alone that can be used on such 
1 and. Most of the \vork has got to be done 
with the hoe. Here we have fiftv daY•·' 1vork 
at 13s. per day. Is all that woi·k to be lost 
to those who want work, and is the farmer 
going to be preyented from can·~~ing out 
hio onerations in the '"av that he desires 
and in the wav that oxneriencc has shown 
him is the best in thi-s countr,·, and in 
a \Yay which pracricrrl experience has not 
proved is wrong. and in a vva,,' in 'vhich 
the r0turn is going to giye hin1 the greate~t 

· a'nount of mmw;<·" After considering the co't 
of labour in felling and stacking unburnt 
timber. fencing. planting-. and haml-chippincr. 
and consi-dt>ring that a crop n1ay.be a pa~·tial 

· [Mr. Cors:er. 

or total failure through lack of rain at the 
right tin1e. one crop is not sufficient induce~ 
rnC'ut to a fa ru1er to ~Tow cotton. Tho ::\Iin­
istcr n1ade son1e statC'll1C'llt as to the ro:;:t of 
cultiYation e.on1e tin1c ap;o, but he did not 
quote an,Ythiug of that i1aturc in favour of 
ra to on cotton. 

I find. loo. that J\Ir. A. S. Bailc:--. of 
Capella. in 1917. >'C•c·nred first prize in Rock­
hampton, and the following ~car he look 
bot.h the ftrst and second prizes with ra.roon 
cottDn. and the jnd:e.; clid not knmv ihcc it 
"as rntoon cotton. The- cotton, \Vl11ch was 
i:lw first picking as annual. \Yent 600 lb. to 
thL' acre. ancl this ~.·car, \\·hich ha::- bct'n a. 
\·crv drv one. the~ ~an1e area ha~ yielded 
1.500 lb." to the a.ero fir·t ratoon. while his 
flnnutll crop for t.he yPar ,yill only ~·i0ld 
300 lb. to the acre. That shows !he dlffer­
r-ncc ::-hould a farn1cr n1c;'t \Yith H bad seaf-on. 
l\Ir. Janws Coombs, of Cc,pella, said-

,, I sent t"\·o sarnp1cs of thrcc~·,·pnr~old 
grO\Yll ratoon cotton to the Clerrnont 
Agricultuud Show. :-lnd it \V.J.S (!\n1rded 
f:r-::-1 and s€'c _jfld p1·izc:-;. Th€'n I n1ixed the 
b,-o ~.nnvle~ to gel her and I sent it to the 
Bri:cbanc ExhiLitiou. \vhcn~ ~t \Yas 
a warL1ctl first p1·izu aud al...;o a ~pcrinl 
prize' a.s the be t cotton grown in the 
Driti~.h Dorninion~." 

:\Ir. CosTELLO: \Ybo "·as the judg·c: That 
i:3 good eYidcncc. 

i\Ir. CORSER: I do not kno;v, bnt tho 
judge was of the opinion that· it \\-as the best 
cott~on g-rown within the Briti~h Dornin1011s. 

'Mr. {~oombs submitted that statement. ancl 
it has the hall-mark of the Central Qucen<­
land Di;;trict Council of Agriculture. so 
it i> authentic. \Ye muct remember with 
re:::tard to the sentimC'nts and vpunons 
ex-~~;r0s~0d L \. An1ericans, South ~--\frirans. the 
El;f[lish weavers. and the experts \Vho have 
{._onle out to ~c\ustra lia, that the stl'ong~:-t 
case the 'l'\Iinieter nut forward in his argu­
n1cnt against ratoOn cotton \\'a_:. th~t p~t 
forward bv Colonel E,·an,. \\ ho IS th1s 
g-entleman? He is a gentleman with th3 
highest credentials-<1 gentleman. of honour 
and integrity-but at the same time he B a 
man ,vho is out here in the pay of the 
Empire Cotton Corporation an~l weaycrs in 
Britain. The British coi"ton mterests pay 
him to-dvv. and attached him to the 
Department of Agriculture .. He is here 
doino· his dutv and exlll'C'"ll1g tho same 
senti~enis us the master of the cotton dele­
gation, :\1r. Crompton \V~od. He is ming­
absolutelv the same ('XprE'2Slons as were rr.::t de 
use of b; Mr. Crompton Wooc]. \Y.hy sho~Jid 
"-o brush aside a.!] the expressions of opmwn 
by our growers and tbeir .e_xp<:rienc;=:-s and say 
that we are doing- somcthmg detnmeatal to 
the interests of Queensland when we accept 
their practical opini,_ms and will not ~cccpt 
the opiniDns of the gentleman who 1s not 
only in the pay but '\Yas sent here by m~nu­
farturin~ interests. \Ye should not consider 
him. I Gavf' a letter hero from ;!,Ir. Earle. for 
the Prime ~linister of th0 Commonwealth. 
.addressed to the mc11bCI' for \Vide Ba:· in 
t.be Federal House of Reprcsentaiiye·. I 
~ade some inquiries through him m~·self, 
nnd this letter. whic:1 is dated 22nd An~ nst. 
1923, states- .. 

" It is understoDd that the corpora­
tion js !lrra.nging for the scrYic:.es o E ~n 
C'XpCl't adviser to b""- made asada~Jle to 
the Queensland Gov~rnment, :.nd lt 11as 
been sug,;csted In ~11e _corpo~ahon. twt 
this expert migh be glYCn anthonty to 
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a loo inspect lands cui! ablt• for cotton­
growing· in the othe-r States intcre3ted 
in tho rn 'titcr." 

Since that time Colonoi Eva.ns has visited 
::\e>rth Queensland, tlJe :'\orthorn Ten-i!or,v, 
Sew South \Yales, and ::\Ielbonrne. A 
few months ago the Secretaries for 
_A:..z.Ticulturc of the varjou" States 111ct 
iu- conference in 1-lclbourne to decide upon 

policy for cotton-growing in Auf'tralia. 
\n10 "·a .• !he reprci'cmati,·e of the Depart­
I~lcnt of Agriculture in (~twcnsl'lnd? :Xot 
the :;}1inister. !!Qt a farHH'r~or the Co~lll­
cil of .AO'ricn1ture-but Colonel Evan<:",, l-Ie 
relJre::;cnt~d the cotton in: 2l'z'sts of this Sift to 
n:' that conference. He did no! dictate the 
t.0rn1s to ensure the 1ran~;;port of our co1"1on 
OYC'l'SCUS bnt the terms under ·whirh brO\YC!':-1 

.chu I! be a llowcd to grow their col ton. That 
j; not right or fair. Seoing that \Ve h<>vc a 
Council of Ag-;·iculturc establi,hed to look 
after the inrel·csts u{ the n1an on the land 
aDd the dc,~elopnH~nt of his industrie~~ 
~hould y.;e send a nu1-·1 ,vJJo \Yas sPnt to Dris­
banP by the Empire Cotton Gro\Ying Corpora­
tion do"·n to :1Iclbourne to say how "'C :mould 
g-ro\Y cotton, 'iYhat variety should bc~ gTO\Yll, 
'"h;t stapl('. and under what regulatiOJt:;; ·: 
I sa~.- '· :'\o." It is for hon. mcmbPr, to look 
at tiJe Dill from a a non-party point of ,-ie''· 
tmd look, fir,t of all, to the inh'rcs\s o[ tlll' 
producCl'.S. ] f the Gcyq~rurncnt arc riot goin6 
tc nu1ke it possible for the gro\Yers to get :J., 

fair retum from their labour, they are not 
gDing to mal\:f' a success of cotton-t_~ro1ving in 
{)ucensland. If \Ye fail in our e1H:cuvou1' to 
n-1ako a succe~~ of cotton-gro\Ying in Aus­
tralia, \Ye are going to do a VCl'J harnllnl 
thi1w to the Empire. It is for us to seck 
1.vhat is pa:va.blc: we l11lF·t consider it f!:om 
a payable basis or not at all. 

:\It:. KIRWAX: \Yhat about thC' qubtion of 
ma.rket for ratoon cotton? 

:\Ir. CORSER: I shall come to !-hat later. 
Let me ask the hon. mcmbC't' for Brisbane 
v;Lv he did not interest himself some months 
..a~(~ and ask tho Secrcta.ry for _._-\gricuJturc 
wll\· he did not send an expert or >'Olll ~' 
representative of the gro\vers to handle their 
mYn stuff on the other side and to look for :< 
mn:rket as an expcri1nent? Ko, he ,,-ou 1d not 
eh that. The· ,\·hole of our cotton goco to 
the British-Australian Cotton Association, 
Limited, who are allied with British coiton 
ir1crcsts on the other Ride. They handl~ and 
mnket the cotton. \Ye are not .:;oing to 
h·1YC> successful cotton production until tha 
wan who grows it has a sa:-· in the handling 
-o£ it. Do >Ve get a corporation of the wool 
i:llercsts of the >Yorld to come here so that 
wP maY hand our wool o\·er to them, and 
sn ,., "You market the wool for us on the 
other side"? :'\o; \Ve make them send their 
l•:ove1·s here to compete in the open market. 
FJ'ii,~. case is far differ0nt ·with cotton. and I 
t'cink it is a bad principle. The producer 
should haye an opportunity of controlling 
and 1narketing his procluce. 

:\Ir. KTRIYAX: Does the hon. membPr 
f~. YOUr ~cl ling Cotton the Same as VVOOl is 
S<Jlcl? 

:\Ir. C'ORSER: I do not sav that I do, 
I sa.y thJ.t we shonld not gi,:c any lll'Ople 
f'ompleto representation of tile gro'.Y8r 

in sdling his commodity wholcsrrle. 
:\Ir. C'oLLIXS : The Federal member for 

\Yide Bay· \V a~ Iaf'king \Yhen 1 he sugar ques­
tiool was before the Federal House. 

Me. C'ORSER: The 'Ugar-growcrs did not 
~n.y that. I ha' t:· seen l0ttc1'S fro1n · ~ugar-

gro,ycrs and sugar-gTO\Ycrs' organisations 
con1rncnding hin1 for rhc ""rand he look. 

0PPOSITIOX :'IIDIBERS: Hear, lwar! 
l\h. COHSER: It is all n'l'Y well for tile 

hon. melll1Jer for Bri:-;lJanP. v.-ho is not going 
to o-to"Y\' cotton a.ncl 'iYhose lJeoplc arc not 
goir~g to gro\v it \Y c ~lust .look aftPr _1-he 
people who arc struggling 111 a dry bn_w 
to-thY and \Yhose ruroon cotton ma,· still 
b1~ of 'great Yalue to tlwn1. \Y c are cutting 
out th~ oppol'iunitv of allo\'oing that ratoon 
<'ottou to tide the]n ovl'l' a dry time. Let 
us hear some o1her opinions regarding ratoDn 
cotton. I will rPacl exnact.; from l<>tters 
writt<.'n bY ::\lcssr~. Cassid~~ and ~\lona.ghan) 
Bajool- " 

"'\Ye haYc !Jecn gro"·ing cotton, both 
plant and ratoon. in this locality for the 
past foul' n:'al'~. and han:- con1e to look 
on the raioon us our greatc~t ~tandby~ 
for. no 111attcr how dry the ~cason, ·wo 
\vcrc alwa\'S sure of a fair return. (I 
rnav .SJT.~ ~vo haYc been doing all our 
cotiDn-g<rowi11g a1nong the sturnps in 
frc.shlv bmnt scrub soil.) To cito this 
vca1·s·" cxnerience a.lonc: \Ylwn the ban 
~\'-as put ;;n ratoon cotton last spring W{-} 

started to chop out a 10-acre block of 
Iirsi-,·ear raioon which \VC had already 
trimi11cd and chipped. \Yhen we had 4 
acres cut out, O\Ying to the dry "'cason 
and the 3d. gua ra'lt< "· \VC decided to let 
tho other 6 acres rc1nain. \Yhcn picking 
tinw {'alllC. h·orn the 6 ucrcs of ratoon wo 
got 10 bales of cotton. and from the 
4 ac :·e·, cut out and replanted we got 
bal£ a bale. And cPrtainh· the halls on 
the ratoon 1\·ere n1uch laricr and to the 
lav eve appeared to produce a much 
better' <Jualiry of cotton. \Yhcn you add 
to this the expense of chopping out the 
old bn::,he:;:, replanting. a.ncl an 0xpensiYe 
chippinfr. \vhieh the ratoon didn't ·require, 
n.s it had dc,·eloped snfficientl;l- to smother 
the gTo\vth of weeds which follO\ved the 
Christn1a:o;. rain, vou can sec \\"}p; cotton­
gTO\YC>r> ure a.nxious to ha vc the rn.tDon­
ing "'y:;tcn1 continued." 

::\lr. I\aglc. Capella, says-
·' l\Iv obserYations after sixteen years' 

experience han> led me to the opinion 
that cotton from a first vear's ratooning 
sho-ws no dct erioru tion w'ha tsocyer." 

Si>:teen years' experience, and Australian 
too ! l-Ie goes on to f.ay-

" An expert to whom I haYe 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 he a vv soils of the Peak Downs dis­
trict, \vhere the cotton plants do not make 
Ycry rapid gro>vth in the season a!ter 
planting, duo no doubt to the not ra.pl<:Jly 
rc·,ponsive character of these hea>7 soils. 
But the root g-ro,vth once established, the 
plants sho\V -a high degree of vigot~T, 
producing not only \vell-grown plants, 
but an abunda.nce of balls. For this 
reason the first Year's ratoou crop inYari­
abh- proYcs mor'e prodnciiYe than a plant 
crop under the most faYourable weather 
conditions. In a. s"a;"on of scant or 
irreg-ular rainfall the plant "rop is prac­
ti< "dh- a failm·e. \Vhilc a ratoon crop 
p1·nchlce;;;, if not a fnll crop, a_ ye:ry pro­
fitable return. This wets very m·ident 
this p(t't sr ason. when the plant crop was 
poor, tliP lint short of staple and some­
vdlat dingy in colour. Tho ratoon crop 

Illr. Gorser·"] 
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yiddcd well, with lint of good staple, 
and of good lustre.'' 

lHr. F. S. Daniels, Gindie, says-
"I believe by condemning ratoon cotton 

the:: condemn the chance of growing 
cotton in this (Capella) district, for the 
seasons nre too uncertain to enable a 
~tart to be n1ade 'vith any certaintv at 
the ri~·ht time of the vea1:: and th~t is 
a diffiC·ulty that can ne~-er be oyercon1e." 

Me·. J. K. Stephenson, a cotton plantation 
rrJanagTT fron1 An1erica, said~ 

" In fact he did not hear am·one 
suggest growing ratoon cotton to,, any 
extent until he came to Queensland.'' 

J\L·. :.\I. H. P. Wynne. of Oldham, England, 
whf'n asked at a meeting: of the Chamber 
of Commerce at Toowoonc{ba "if he believe-cl 
1n ratoon cotton,'' stated~ 

" Of all the spinners in Oldham there 
\Yl'rc none who would 1nakc an\- differ­
ence between l'atoon and anY other." 

Neither could he. On 19th .-\ugt;st, 1922, ::\Ir. 
Vernon. a field exJ>el't at Lismore, said-

,. Cotton is a perennial. Some people 
thought 1t was an annual because in 
America it was killed bv the fro't every 
year. Here there was no frost to kill it_;, 

Tlwn this is the statement of ::\Ir. Vaughan, 
a field expert of the department-

,, The \Yards · ratoon rotton' were moro 
or less a misnomer. \\'hat manv peonlo 
meant when thPy spoke of ratoo~n cotton 
wn~ ::-tandoYer cotton. 1-Iis association 
had always taken a strong stand against 
ratoon cotton, bc<'ause it had been 
advised to do so b,- the 1.~nited States 
Departme'!t of Ag-riculture and pro· 
m1nent Bntr:::h spinner.;:; and cotton 1nen." 

Not tho grO\z ers-not those >Yho h~tYe had 
experience in cotton in .._.\.u:;.tra1ia of what 
"rntoon"' lTIPant, but bc"au~c theY belil'Yed 
it was stanrlOYC'l' cc:Jtton. I belie.-c ::.\lr. 
Crompton \Yood and }lr. Parker, when theY 
traYcrscd the \Vowan district and saw th"e 
fields there of .stando.-cr cotton, thought that 
that was to be the ratoon cotton-that from 
thcsP old bu~hc:s thPy were going to pick 
staw:loYcr cotton and ca.ll it ratoon cotton. 
Agam-

.. :VIr. Da.-ics expres'<'cl tlw opJmon 
that r~toon cotton was as good as plant 
cottDn. ·' 

The SECREHRY FOR .-\OR!Cl'LTl'RE: \Ve ha ye 
Olllv hi:-; 1 o:·o1·d for that. 

:\1r. CCJRS ER: I >mnld takA his word 
before I >Yonlrl to kP the hon, g·entleman's-I 
say that to the Minister >vithout prejudice. 

Mr. ::\'orr: I defv the ::.\linister or his 
experts tD o:how the cliffC'rencc. 

Mr. CORSER: I newr challeno-0 anv 
statement quoted by thP ::.\Iinister. ~and I 
resC'nt th0 hon. gcntlcn1an qucstioninO" anv 
statement I quote. I always qnot~ the 
remarks of hono:nabl<> men, and I take the 
names of the b1g men quoted bv him as 
honourable men. 'Ibis is a statement by Mr. 
Dyer, Capella-

" \Vhen the cotton delegation passed 
through here last year l\Ir. Parker was 
shown a sample of plant cotton and a.lso 
ratoon cotton. He was askc<:l the value 
of the plant cotton at that time and he 
replied ' 14s.' He was then asked the 
va.lue of the ra to on cotton and he replied 
'12s.' " ' 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE· What is 
~d? . 

[M1·. Corser. 

::.\Ir. CORSER: "12s" are the grade he· 
put it in. It goes on to say-

" He had preYiously been told which 
was ratoon and which was plant; fifteen 
minutes later he was condemning ratoon 
cotton in the strongest terms he could 
express him·self in) as being nearly 
worthless. 

'' '\Vhen the delegation landed in 
S_vdllcy, :Hr. Crompton '\Yood was very 
much concerned ut being told that 75 
per cent. of lhe Queensland crop was 
ratoon. This ratoon was not kept 
separate la•·t year, yet >ve ha.-e heard no 
outcry about the inferiority of last 
year's crop." 

Then we have the follm,·ing " Special" to 
the "Daily :\fail":-

" Manchester, 16th March. 
"Recentlv l haY<! had an interview 

with :\fr. B. CrCJmptnn ·wood, who is no 
doubt well known to all interested in 
growing the raw nwterial in Queensland. 
The whole of the Australian cotton crop 
of last sea,on, which amounted to about 
3.000 bales, was userl exclusively b,- two· 
well-known Lancashire spinning 'firms, 
and :\lr. \Yo,,d stated to me that the 
results obtaineJ were more satisfactory, 
principally so with regard to the cotton 
grown from Durqngo, which is an im­
ported seed from the united States. The 
cotton 1·eceived in Lancashire was of long 
staple and of excellent quality." 

That was the 1922 crop, ,,-hich was .-cry 
la!·gely ratoon cotton. That is 'Ome infor­
n•ation with regard to the attitude of those 
v;ho have condcn1ned ratoon cotton, yet "\vho 
we find have bc•'n pleased to use it and 
haYe given Australia a good name in con­
nect 1on with it. 

The Council of Agriculture was established 
to safeguard the industry, and a special 
commitwe of the Council has decided that 
I'atoon cotton should staY until-what no\v is 
arh-ocatcd-prDper f'x:pc~rlrnents are carried 
out. It is an elected Council and not a 
n•)min>tted one. It made a request for experi­
mEntal plots. The Central Queensland 
District Council of Agriculture resolved to 
request the GoYernment to appoint a Royal 
Commission to inquire into the ratoon prob~ 
lem, and strongly urged the retention of 
ratoon cotton to saYe the industrv. The 
Premier promised first to submit th~ resolu­
tion to the Council of Agriculture, but that 
has not be,-·n done. 
• Before dealing with that I must gi.-e somo 
1 urthcr eYidenre as to the opinion of the 
Central Queensland District Council of Agri­
culture. namelv-

" This District 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 re,olution of the 
Central Queensland District Council of 
Agriculture against the decision of the 
Guvernment to l0gislate to prevent the 
ra.toomng of cot.:on under svs.tematic 
methods- -

" as we hold the .-iew 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 
?f becoming magnified by its Empire 
Importance . . . . 

"Further. this District Council from 
a close observation of the facts I~ading­
up to this decision, and having regard 
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to the report of its reprcscntatiYcs 
attending the conference on the 15th 
A ngust. 1923, embracing comments on 
the coHcluct of th~ }linister for Agn­
cnltnre and the Director of the Conncil 
of Agriculture therdlt, is of opinion tl1at. 
for reasons appended hereto. a Royal 
Con11ni~sion of Inquiry is desirable.,. 
report of the rcr rcsentatiYes attending 
conference indL1drd co1nrnents on the 

of the Secretary for Agriculture 
Director of the Council of Agri­
Thcse gcntlcruen can1e right do,Yn 

f.pn• to aclclre" them. 'Yhat else do they 
sa;:-

" Despite the \Yeight of eYidence 
clearl~, fasouring rntooning, the interests. 
of the farmers of Queensland haYe been 
sacrificed in the interesto of a dictatorial 
combine. 

" That the Governme-nt has failed in 
its protpc-tlon of the farrrwrs' interests 
by accepting lhc bald statement that 
ratoon cotton is 11ot legal tender, and 
neglecting to make en r]y dcpartn1ental 
efforts b:c way of ::m independent inquiry 
following the despdch of trial consign­
ments ~o various markets of the world. 

"That the Go.-ernment has no eYidencp 
to prove that the ratooning we desire 
0ncourages diseases ancl pest infpstation 
n1ore seriously than annual planting. 

"The action of lhe Minister for Agri­
culture in holding aloof his anti-ratoon 
evidence fron1 a searching analysis by the 
conference, and the fact that came 
cov0rcd no experience of systen1atic 
ratooning as applicable to Qtwensland 
climatic conditions; an(1 the fnrthPr fact 
that the practical methods adopted in 
our o'Yn scrub belts defied comparison 
•vith the methods adopted in any other 
part of the world, coupled with the rejec­
tion of the assurance by growers that they 
conld prolitabh-and would. if allmn•d­
producc raluon cotton of a de-.irablc 
qualit~- without any guarantee or support 
from th<' GoY<'rnnH•nt; and. further. the 
:\Iinister's refusal to submit the question 
to a referendum of all growero. were 
features of a narrowness of I\1inisterial 
desire to find a •.olution of the ratoon 
problem.'· 

" "Gnder the circ•1mstances this District 
Council pledges it,elf io exhaust e\·er.v 
a ,-enue of endorsement of its protest and 
desire for a Hoyal Commission of 
Inquir~-, and seek3 · the support of the 
Council of Agriculture and all District 
Councils in furtherance of its efforts to 
giYe effect to such desire." 

f7.30 p.m.] 
vYhat do the local producers' associAtions 
·say? I ha.-e h0re a list of opinions expre'·sed 
by a number of them in support of ratooning. 
anci to caYe time I ask that they be published 
in " Hansard ., without the nccessitv of my 
reading- them. -

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of the 
Houoe that the document be published in 
" I-Iansarcl " \vithout being- read? 

HOXOURABLE :\llE~!BERS: Hear, hear ! 
Mr. CORSER: I thank the House for that 

pern1i~~ion. 

"RAToox CoTTOl\. 
" LOCAL PRODCCERS' ASSOCIATIOXS' YIEWS. 

" }larmor Local Producers' Association. 
-Ratooning prohibited and the scrub far­
mer falls ont of the business. The last 

two ~0 1::-ons lwYc sho\Yn us that the plant 
jn~t ~rcts to bu:1ri11g stage and then the 
C·olll " ·athei' :::et-.:. in ilnd 110 crop is 
han"c~tPc1. \YhC'rcn.~. if the plnut:-; were 
rntoon<'d a Cl'Op \Ynu]cl b(' a~:-'n~·ed the 
following ~·ear. :Jlcn1bpr~ 5tatP that 
cotton-QTO\YiP!!' 1\~ill lH' YlT.- lin1ltr::d if 
rt;toon .r Jtton -·is coudcmned. Prartica1ly 
all r:.crub fnrnL·r.; ~hO\Y n !o:-._. on new 
burn1 sc·rub. \\~t" \Yi~ll the dPL'ga t('::; 
sue-Cl'":" ancl tnn1it the re~nh~ with 
ir:.ter('3t. 

'· Dallna Scrnh Local Produc0rs' _.Asso­
ciarlon.-If legi~laiion is i11n·odnc£'d pro­
Libitjn~.t the: ratooning of cotton. the 
ocrnL :f:u·rner \Yill haYc no option but to 
di~rontinue growing cotton. and ~. _'ck 
rncrc· l'l'lllUDPratiYc· emplo~-nlC'nt. 

"l"p]wr l~lam Local Producers' Asso­
ciation.-That the Di>trict Council's 
ac-tiou;;; in procuring eyjdC'nce in fnyour 
of the gTo\Ying of ratoon cotton i::; greatly 
apprt'cin.tC'cl. 

'~ I-Iouri!:2:an's Creek Local Producers' 
Associatio;;.-\Y c approw of the inteuded 
action of the District Council and special 
cotton con1mittl'c on the ratoon cotton 
qv.L·:.;;tion at the forthcOJnjng con£ -rence. 

'' Calioran Loeal Producer::;" Associa­
tior.l.-That the GoYernnwnt refrain from 
va~,;;ill9,' legislation prohibiting the grow­
ing· of ratoon cotton until such tin1e as 
th,, matter has been prominently discu'8ed 
bv the QLleensland Prodncc"-I·o' Ass,,c; •> 
ti.on as a bocl~·, "·ith a Yie\v to asccrtaie­
ino· if it is in the interc:-:..!:3 of l1l'Oclucet'5 
ln"""' hay :;;uch legi~lation carriPd int;) 
effect. 

" 1.~ a rwun Loeal Producer< Associa­
tion.-That thi' branrh oupports the Dis­
trict Council and the ratoon cotton 
inYestigating conlnlihc•L' in thl'ir niovo­
rncnr::; rPgarding ratoon cotton. 

'' Bonlllcrcon1he Local Produc·ers' ...-..\sso­
ciat:on.-~\n illtL'n•;;.ting Lli~cu~sion took 
place 011 the quest ion of ratoon cotton. 
at tl11_' e:onclusiou of which it \Yas decided 
to giye the subject our rnoral and finan­
eial st:pport. 

"Ranllf'.;;; LoraJ Producers' Association. 
-1\fost of the cotton grmYn in our locality 
i3 on burnt ~crub. whirh. if the gro,vers 
"·err· com]wllcd to destroy after han·cst­
ing the annual crop. the cxpen~'-' Invoh-cd 
would induce or compel the farmers to 
giYe up the industry of cotton-growing. 

" }larlborough L'>tal Producers' Asso­
ciation.-It is the opinion of this branch 
that the ra to on cotton qnestion be 
thorough!~- invr,tig:atecl and discu>sed by 
local producer;;;' as:::ociations and the 
Government before anv legislation IS 

paescd thercou. · -
" Dixie Local Producers' Association.­

It was agreed to as~i::-t the District Coun­
cil in the ratoon cotton que,tiou. 

'' Cap~iltt Local Producers' Associa­
tion.--It i~ recognised that ratooning is 
vital to the industrv in this district. as, 
owinO' to the he aY:,. nature of the· soil 
and ';',sua! lateness of storms. it is most 
cilfficult lo secure early germination. and 
manY vears like the last one will be lost 
if aim.ual planting is insisted upon. 

" 11ilman Local Producers' Associa­
tion.-The action of the council to estab­
lish a case for ra toon cotton is a pp roved 
of by thi" as.5ociation. 

1llr. Gorser.] 
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'" :\lurra:, 's Creek Local Producers' 
As~ociation.-\Y-J are with you entirely 
in the action ~·ou arc taking in this 
matter, aml trust that your efforts will 
e..-cntunll~· be successful. 

"Rickelands Local Producer,' Asso­
ciation._:.:_ This branch upholds tho etiorts 
of thl~ cotton con1n1ittt~c in its endeayours 
TO further the ratoon question, and this 
br0.rch gi..- 'S our unanin1ous support to 
rhc dch'Q,·atc:-: on the forthro1ning con­
i>. ~·rncc oL groy,·cr:3. 

.. Bnucrn Local Producers' Associntlon. 
-That this Local Producers' As~ociation 
< ''~l~.:idcrs that ratooning cotton 1vill not 
CllCcuragc pc~t~ pro..-idcd 1t i" cut do\Yll 

r.itt burnt, anc1 offers fina11cial as_~istnnce 
tu the District Council in th.' question. 

":'\crimbcra Local Producers' A'so­
ci<,tion.-D,ocided thaJ- \\·c support the 
J)i~trict Council in its fight for ratoon 
cotro11 

"Con1ct Local Producers' ~..\_ssociation. 
--Aftu· a lengthy discu.,.,ion on the abO\·e 
qu_, tion, 111e111bers are of the opinion 
that, OIYinp; to the nnc~·rtain seasons in 
Central \Y cstern Queensland and the 
trou blc of germination, cotton will not 
1--·. a success here unlePs ra to on cotton is 
allowed. Plant cotton on Yirgin soil has 
been attacked by pests here this season, 
yet rator.n cotton from the preYious year 
\Yas f N'c nf pests. Trusting you will do 
your utn1ost in favour of ratoon. 

" Boolburra Local Producers' Associa­
tion.-That we support the question of 
raronn cotton. 

" B"lrnloYa Local Producers' Associa~ 
tion.-Fin~ncial support in defence of 
ratooning. 

" Pheasant Creek Local Prochwers' 
A'sociation.-Financial support to help 
protecT the ratoon. 

"Don RiYer Local Producers' Associa­
tion.-Financial support in the interests 
of ratoon. 

"Dulultr Local Producers' Associatiou. 
-That the District Council try and get 
the Govern1nent to allow gro·wcrs to 
ratoon cotton. 

" Struck Oil Local Producers' Associa­
ticn.-That we assist the Central Queen<­
hlllcl Ratoon Cotton Committee in its 
in\ -'stigations in support of ratoon cotton. 

" Alma Creek Local Producers' "hso­
cintion.-That we assist the cotton com­
mittee in their efforts in regard to the 
ratoc:r; cotton question. 

"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 spee>ch this afternoon asserted that I 
made a ''icions attack on the l 0 remicr, and 
he asserted that the Premier had stated 
that th<> British Cotton Growing A.;sociation 
had limit0d their guarantee to £10,000. I 
challenge the Minister to proYe his asset ion 
that I made any attack at all or to show 
that I am wrong. He said that " Hansard" 
would show. \V ell, let me quote "Hansard." 
On 28th September, 1921, as reported on 
page 966 of "Hansard" for that vear, I am 
reported as having asked the Pre!11ier :-

" 1. 'Vhat offer has been received bv 
the Government from, or an agreement 
made with, British cotton interests 
regarding a guarar.tee on Que~nsland 
cotton crops? 

[Mr. Corser. 

"2. Fo~~ \Yhat period doe5 8-uch a.grC'c•­
ment hold good, and \Yhat (a) maximum 
or (1;) niininn11n IH'if'e fo1· Quccnsland­
gro·wn cotton has been oiferc~d fro!n 
O\~crsea ?" 

To that the Premier replied-
" l. Xo alter "\Ya.s rccciYc{_L but 1 h, 

Agent-General rnad(" nn nl'rangc1nent 
whercb' the British Cotton Grm·:o'< 
Associa-tion guarantee a price. 

"2. Fin3 vea::;; fron1 1st Jannarv, 
1920; (u) no "maximum; (b) Is. 6cl. ]J•~r 
lb. (sea.frcights an cl insnranct• pa::c; bh> 
bY the Briti,::-.h Cotto11 Gro\ycrs' A~~ocia­
ti.on) for cotton lint of good qnality." 

Ilon. In em bcrs will notice there is no refc'l'­
eJJce to a £10,000 limit. This nftcrncon the 
:\linistcr said th«t the first offer they got 
was for 1:-:. 3d. per lb., and tlwy did not taku 
i1. T'hat rcnl \" ~ rn-~ no offer was n1adc. 
There is 110 '£10.000 limit mentioned thcr•'· 
I ha.yo quoted all the ans\ver of the l'remier 
-the first announcement made in Queensland 
\Vith respect to the firf't guarantee. and I 
challrngc the Minister to produce anything 
er..rlier. 

1.\Tr. BR \XD: There is nothing about rdoon­
ing either. 

i\lr. CORSER: No. 'L'l1at \\aS a guarantee 
for cotton; and they o;ot the cotton, and 1t 
was chieflv ratoon cotton. The next vear tho 
:\Iinister said, " There will be no grlar<:>ntco 
this year. It >vas subject to a limit of 
£10,000. and that is exlvmsted." Xaturally 
I sta.nd on my dignity a'<d demand Vlhy the 
Premier did not say so before. 

The SECRETARY FOR :i\llXES: You stood on 
::our dignity about the arsenic. 

:\J:r. CORSER: I stood ou my dignity, and 
I put tht?- hon. gcntlen1an ".vhere he ought to 
be. :Opposition laughter.) \Ve could have 
fed hon. members on that ar,enic and rt 
would not hwe killed them. I said it was 
17 per cent. arsenic, anci the l\linistt•r found 
ont aftenvards that it was only 14 pe,· cent. 
arsenic, although he told me thai it wac-< 
90 per cent. He got it CGJ1Yl'yed to Bnsbano 
by the police and he was bow led out. 

The SECRETARY FOH :MIXES: You cannct 
complain of the quality. quantity, ,,r price 
of any of the arBenic that wont into ~·our 
electorate. 

'Hr. CORSER: I did not. but the H.awbelle 
Shire Council did, ,md the Minister knows 
it. He said, "\Ye \Vlll ::.end you uo n1ort.:." 
(Opposition laughter.) 

But let me get back to the question of the 
cotton o-uarantee. I will now read \vhat the 
::VIiniste~ says is my vicious attack on the 
Premier over the first guarantee. On page 
262 of " Hansard" for 1922 I am reported 
as ha Ying asked the Chief Secretary-

" 1. In Yiew of his answer to n1y oues­
tion on 28th SeptPmber, 1921, contained 
in 'IiansarU,' voiun1e 137, page 966"-

The que>tion I have just quoted-
" that an arran;?;emf·nt has been rnade 
between the Agent-General an<;] .the 
British Cotton Growers' Assoc1atwn, 
whereby that Associ~ttion guarantl'ed a. 
minimum :11·ice of ls. 6d. per lb. (sea 
freights and insuraJ•ce payable by the 
Association) for cotton lint of good 
quality, :or five years from 1st ·!anuury, 
1920 how can he reconcile th1s state­
ment with-

(a) His answer to my question this 
·week-that the agreement w1th the 
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British Cotton GrmYcrs' ~·hsociation 
wao, limited to a risk of £10.000, which 
lin1it had alreadv been reached'? 

(h) His stateo;€nt n1adr~ in Pt:>rth on 
hi.:-:: return to Austral-ia on 3rd S('p1c:n1-
bcr. 1920-that an offer had been nudo 
by the En1pire Cotton Gro\Vf'rs' .:-\ssoria­
tion of a guara1nccd n1ininnun 1nice 
for cotton lint, aud negotiations l1Tcrc­
~till in vrogro~~ when he D.lr. Thco­
dorc} loft England? 

\C) H.is statornc~nl in :\Iclhourne on 
8th September, 192~ (published in the 
Bri<bane l're,' of 9th Septcmbcr)­
rhnt 51ncc his arrival he t~Ir Thco­
clorc) had bee!, met in Adelaide b7 
the ~Hun. \Y. ~IcCc rmack and had becfi 
ach-i'l'L: 1h.:._t the ,\ssociation had now 
indicated it5 w~1liDgncss to guarantee 
a minimum price uf 1s. 6c1. per lb. for 
gocd, ch_an lint, the guo.ranrl'c to 
upcratc for ih·c~ years·: 
" 2. If this agr(·Cn1C'llt existed, v;h(·re is 

it llO\V?:' 

Nothing abcut £1",000 1Jny\vherc there ! 
There is eyidclJCe of another error. 

The SECREJ;ARY FOR AGRICCLTcRE interjec:ed. 
::\lr. CORSER: I soy that the Premier did 

r.•ot state that there \\.Le a limit, and the 
Minister is not going to shuffle in his mis­
~tatemenb in that \TaY. He said th~t the 
Premier had stated tha"t there was a £10,000 
limit. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICCLTCRE: And so 
he did. 

::\Ir. CORSER: 'There is his st•ttcment in 
" Hansard,'' his statement in Melbourne, Rnd 
his statement at Per.h, "nd in none of 1hem 
did he say that the guarantee was mJ:.jcct 
to a limit of £10.000. It was after the season 
of 1921 had passed th11t he said, "No guaran­
tee this year because it was subject to a 
£10.000 limit-" It \vas then the Common­
wealth Govemment came in, the ::Yiinistei· 
says. but as a matter of fact I have proof 
here that the Federal GO\-ernment were 
negotiating before ::\Ir. Crompton \Vood came 
here at all. I h:ne here a letter from the 
Prime ::\Iinister's Department, ::\Ielbourne, 
Jated 22nd August, 1922-

" I haYe your letter of 28th July rc­
garJing particulars of the gua.rantee to 
cotton-growers in Australia hy the 
Empire Cotton Growing Corporation. In 
reply I desire to inform you thrtt as the 
outcon1e of rep:resentations \vbich .have 
been made, it is hoped the Corporation 
will co-operate with the Commonwealth 
Go.-ernment in iis efforts to obtain ihe 
de>ired guarantl'c. In order to secure 
the eo-operation of the Corporation and 
stimulate the promolion of this enter­
prise, the Commonwealth Government has 
extended an invitation to that body to 
send an expert to Australia to discuss the 
possibilities of cotton-growing and to 
advise the Govermnent generally in tho 
matter. 
. "lt is uncien;tood that the Corporation 

is arranging for tr1e services of an expert 
adviser to be made ,,vailable to the 
Queensland GoYernment, and it has been 
suggested to the Corporation that this 
expert might be given :~uthority to dso 
inspect lands suited for cotton-growing in 
the other States interested in tbe ma(ter. 

"Three accredited delegates represent' 
ing a large and influential section of 
Lancashire cotton manufacturers have 

also been im-ited to Y1sit Australia to­
discuss fully the details of a. proposed 
schen1e to n1nnufa.cture -=:otton goods from 
Australian cotton and to er~ct mills in 
.i\ustralia. The rnattcr and extent of tho· 
Con11non\vcalth's participation in the 
guamnt~e has net yet been finalised." 

That shows that arrangements were being 
n1acl-o "·irh this influential section of Lanca· 
shire manufacturers. It is this influential 
~c,c:tion of Lancashire n1unufa.cturers \vho 
ha .-c aclYi ·,ed the Government to put their 
ban on ratoon cotton, and the Goycrnment 
Jun-e clone so \Yithout listening to the 
farmers, and without considering Australian 
condition~. 

)lr_ Km wAx: \Yho asked them to come 
Dut here'! 

)lr COit'lEH: The Commomvealth Go­
VPrnmcnL Yet the SecrPta ry for Agriculture 

that hi.:; Govenunent alone were rc.spon­
for propaf.!atillg this great cotton busi~ 

ness in Australia. and that no credit is due 
to the Commonwealth Government, who are 
payin 1: half the guarantee 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 to 
giye credit to one man, who right along has 
contended that cotton could be grown, and 
that is 2\lr. Daniel Jones. 

0PPOSI1'IOX :VlE}[BERS: Hear, hear! 
::Yir_ CORSEH: If there is one man who 

was able to speak right ont, and ,vho has 
been an cnc~-clopaedia on the possibilities of 
cotton-growing in Australia right along the 
line when people have gone out of the in­
dustr~- because there was no market, 'md when 
the iYhole \Yorld \Yas looking tmYards Aus­
tralia for cotton, it is Mr. Daniel Jones, who 
kept pace with the whole matter, and could 
plarc' hi~ f"i11gcr on the pof'sibilities of cotton­
gro\ving, not only in one little centre but 
throughout Queensland and Australia. I-Ie is 
second to no n1an in his. experience and a~ 
an expert so far as Queensland conditions are 
conccrnC'd, as a practical ratoonist, and as a 
man \Yith practical knowledge \Yho is out in 
the interests of cotton, the Empire, and 
Queensland_ \Ye are very lucky to have him, 
and it is a pity that the Govermnent did n~t 
weigh in the scales his argument and experl­
encC' as we 11 as the experience of big experts 
who mrtv come from other parts of the world. 
The ::\Iii1ister sa.-& that ::\Ir. Jones cannot be 
considered an e,:pert. He would not be con­
sidered as rrn expert for one reason. and that 
is because he does not pocket the big screws 
that thn big experts do. If he pocketed those 
big amounts he would be calle~ an expert, 
and as such hE' would be recogmsed. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
::\Ir. CORSER: It appears that for the 1922 

crop the growers were advanced £86,064 for 
3.755,526 lb., which is equal to 5~d. per lb. 
The Goyernment sav that of this amount 
the' have lost £70.000. How this was done 
seems to be verv peculiar. The Government 
g0t 3. 755.526 ll). of seed cotton. and they 
p:inned 1,251.842 lb .. costing £6,520. and at 
1s. 6d. per lb. in London that would reahse 
£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. Cotton 
in London was selling· at ls. 10d. per lb., so 
that 1s. 6d. is a low estimate, and added to· 
that is the Yalue of 1,117 tons of seed. which• 
at £10 per ton make another £11,170, or a.. 

Mr. Corser.] 
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total of £96.013. How the Government can 
claim that they have lost under the guarantee 
I am at a loss to know. The Government arc 
providing- that the Association is to receive a 
furthPr benefit in respect of the price at 

which it will get the cotton 3eed, which will 
be to the detriment of the grower. The 
fcllo,yjng sets out the ginning charges offset 
against value of seed l~pland cutl-on in 
~4..nlc::_·ica :-

State. ?\ o. of Co':.t of Ginning 
Re~"ord::; for One Ton of J...inL 

Ginning. 

Value of Gruwer's Credit or 

Texas 
Ark ansa~ 
Mississippi 
-Georgi" .. 
S. Carolina .. 
Alabama 

Avrrnge. 
146 

R:l 
78 

2()1 
150 
153 

£ 
7 
5 
5 
4 
4 
4 

s. d. 
12 0 
12 0 

2 0 
15 0 

5 0 
4 0 

T\vo Tons of Debit. 
Seed. 

£ -'· d. £ 8. d. 
8 16 0 Cr. 1 4 () 
() 8 0 Cr. 3 16 0 

10 0 0 Cr. 4 18 0 
10 18 0 Cr. 6 ;, () 

0 10 0 Cr. 5 5 0 
11 0 0 Cr. 6 16 0 

Average 

Australia 
0 18 0 

0 6 8 

5 9 0 

11 13 4 

.-.-.1--
. . I 

Cr. 4 0 0 

Dr. 21 9 0 
·-----

Mr. KIRWA~: \Yhat did the Governor of 
North Carolina say to the Governor of South 
Carolina? (Laughter.) 

Mr. CORSER: I will tell the hon. member 
what he said. He said " Do unto others as ve 
would they should do unto you." I hope th'at 
the hon. member for Brisbane will remember 
that when he is in the Chair. (Laughter.) 
\Vhen the farmer puts his seed cotton on the 
train he looes control of it, and the Associa­
tion are going to get the seed 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: \Vhat would ho have tD pay 
when he bought the seed back? · 

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

"1. Without rercard to the value of the seed. 

Lint, lbs. 
Amount realised .. 
A-verage price per lb. gross .. 
Charges, insurance. brokerage, &c. 
Charges per lb. of lint . . . . 
Average net price of lint . . . . 
Per cent. of charges to total gro.ss return 

the rate of 9 lb. for ld. I think that hon. 
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 series of questions submitted by the Central 
Queensland District Council of Agriculture, 
and replied to hy the Department of Agri­
culture. This document will take a con­
sidNable time to read, and I ask permission 
to have it imerted in "Hansard." 

The SPEAKER: Is it the wish of the 
Home that the hon. member be allowed to 
insert the document in " I-Iansard "? 

Ho:-;o"CRABLE 11K\1BERS: Hear, hear : 

Mr. CORSER: I thank hon. members for 
their penni~sion. I ho~Jc the GovC'rn1nent 

Sold in 
Australia. 

5.1,001 
£:3,2.10 

l.l·l.lcl. 
£16D 

0·/.ld. 
13·40d. 

5·20 

Sold in 
Eng1nl.!.d. 

1,211,8R2 
£i8.0:20 
13·6-lrl. 
£118:!.) 

2<H1d. 
1:3·:.!8d. 

1::>·11 

To- al::;:; nnd 
Avera~;e;:-;. 

1)~20,070 
£8::!.260 
JG·:-;na. 

£12.104 
2·2ld. 

18,~8d. 
14·8:! 

"2. Taking value of seed into account. for 'vhich the grow'er has not bcf'n credited) and allowing -1d. per lb. 
the price charged to him for seed purpoees) on the basis of two pounds of seed to one of lint, the charges work 
out as follow,:-

·Charges .. 
Add value of seed 

Totals 

·Total charges per lb. of lint .. 
Per cent. of charges to total return 

will set aside all prejudice and partv feeling 
in diccussing this matter. • 

Th9 SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I would 
'like to have an opportunitv of reading your 
irresponsible speech in '' Hansard " and 
replying to it. 

[Mr. Corser. 

On Lint Sold in On Lint Sold in Totals and 
Australia. England. AYerages. 

£160 £11,rl23 £12,104 
£323 £;),046 £5,371 

£494 £16,071 £1i.565 

2·16d. 3·3£d. 3·33d. 
15·25 21·51 21·J6 

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 exhamted the time allowed him under 
the Standing Orders. 
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Mr. MAX\VELL (l'oozcong): 
TI10Ve­

I bog to 

" That the hon. member for Burnett be 
granted an cxtcn::-ion of tirnc. ,, 

Question put and paS5ed. 
Mr. CORSER: In reply to the ='>1iniotel·, I 

would hkc to c-ay that I am responsible for 
my remarks, but he !S not respon~ible for his. 
l\1y remark~ arc 1nadc in the intore5ts of 1 ho 
growers and the State, and are not the 
rt'marks that have been compiled by the big 
Interests. That !S one thmg- I e.m pleased 
to say. Tho remarks made bv tho bi~ 
experts arc in ono direction; bul I look at 
thls matter from an Australian point of vie\v. 
I am_ sorry that _the ::\Iinister cannot on any 
occaswn deal wnh a matter from a broad 
point of view \vhen he cannot ~et his o·Mt 
"·ay. Every time he is be a ten he shows the 
1vhite feather. I-Ie also turns up pretty dirty. 

The SPEAKER: Order ! Order ! 

:\1r. CORSER: I will go back to the state­
ment I was making when the ;\Iinister inter­
jecte·d. I trust that this matter will be 
looked at from a non-partv point of view 
and from the point of vie\\: not onlv of th~ 
cotton-weaving interests in Britain-although 
not excluding that view-but also from 
the . intere,ts of the people here in Aus­
traha, to who1:' we must look if we are going 
to make the mductrv a succeee. \V e must 
remember that. if \ve do not satisfv the 
growers and make it posciblc for them to cret 
a yield, we shall not make a success of the 
industry. The :C.Iinister does not understand 
the demand of the growers in Central Queens­
land-and, lll fact. of the [':rowers of llueens­
land gcncl'aJly~for facilities to oTO\V ratoon 
<'Otton on f'cir•ntific linE's and UI~dcr intense 
cultivation, 3;nd the fact that they are guided 
by an experience that the J\Iinister has not 
got and never will have. All we ask for 
those growers. who with their wives and 
families have passed through drv times and 
times of har-clchip but C'X]Wricn<·P~ is that the 
crop which has been established bv them­
,,elves and their families. and which thev have 
not received payment for, should be ailowed 
to follow its course in nature and vield to 
them a reward for their labours. Thev have 
proved conclusively that something can be 
grown successfully in Queensland which can­
not be gr_own in any other part of the world, 
a':d that 1s good r~toon cotton. The :Minister 
,,.,n find that out tf )'le will take the pains to 
look at the other sH;!e of the argument to 
that which he IS lookmg at the present time. 
I ur~c that before ratooning is doomed 
expenments along the lines de,in·d bv 
growers should be properly carried out. · 

OPPOSITION ME~lBERS: Hear, hear! 

Mr. ~ETERSOX ("Torm((nby): The argu­
ment w1th regard to ratoon cotton has been 
fr?m the point of view of the buyer, but I 
wish to look at 1t from the aspect of how it 
concerns the interests of the growers in 
Central Queensla?d ':'nd not from a political 
aspect. The des1re 1s not to make political 
capit~l to the advantage of any party, for 
the s1mple reason that the District Council 
of :\griculture 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 w!ll deal with the general provisions of 
the Btll later. but for the moment I intend 
·,to digress and go straight on to the question 

of ratoon cotton. The i\Iinister seemed to 
be ob,esoed with the idea that those who 
favour ratoon cotton are demanding from 
the Government solllcthing for nothing. I 
wish to state emphatically, speaking on 
behalf of the cotton-growers of Central 
Queensland, that their desire is to be per­
mitted to grow ratoon cotton without any 
assistance fron1 the Go..-crnrnent in any shape 
or forn1. They are asking for nothing. and 
surelv when a bodv of men who have such 
faith' in their own interests--

Mr. HARTLEY: \Vhat about their markets? 

Mr. PETERSOX: I am coming to the 
nuestion of markets. 
. i\Ir. HARTLEY: Thev are asking the Go,-ern­

ment to market for them. 

1\lr. PETERSO:'\: They are not. I am 
going to show later on that they do not 
ack the Go,·ernment to find a market for 
tlwm. l listem,d very carefully to the lucid 
address of the Minister, and I sympathise 
\Yith him for the trying time which he has 
undoubtedly gone through. and the great 
c·ffort he put forward this afternoon in speak­
iLg for a considerable tirnc. lie has my 
~.~ mpathy and the s;~·mpathy of all hon. 
nwmbers on this sido of the House. He 
will agree that he was given a very good 
!Jcuring. I paid particular attention to the 
evidence adduced by him to show that ratoon 
cc.tion should be c~ndemned. He submitted 
('Yi.clcnce from certain prominent g-entlemen 
from o\·er,eas. but. if hon. members look 
thrcugh evNy particle of it--throug-h. under, 
and OY('r it~thc eonelu:::.ion that th{'\. n1ust 
arrive at. is that tlw statements of those 
gentJemen can be boiled down to this-

" \Ve object to ratoon cotton being 
mixed with plant cotton." 

l\'obody objects to the Lancashire people 
or the peopie on the other sid0 objecting to 
1nixing plant f'Ohon \vith ratoon cotton. 
That is the basis of the argument against 
ratoon cotton. l\'ow. the settlers in the Dalma 
Scrub. tlw seitl<'rs in CeJltml Queensland 
and ehewhere, are not asking that ratoon 
cotton should be mixed with plant cotton; 
but tlwv are a•-:king this Legislature not 
tc place an en1bargo on their grovving 
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 \Vhat to grow, 
where to grow it. and all the rest of it. 
\Vhen the Government pay a guarantee. 
undertake the marketing arrangements, and 
undertake to enter into contract•; with the 
British Cotton Growlllg Association. then 
they have some grounds for making stipula­
t.ious. But when a body of men say they 
are prepared to grow a certain class of 
cotton without anv assistance from the 
Government, and submit evidence that the 
arguments brought against them ~re in­
correct_. the Govern~ent should play fair 
and giVe them a tnal at growing ratoon 
cdton for two vears. The Minister first 
brought forward the argument that it would 
not be salable. That is the case of tho 
spinners when plant and ratoon cotton are 
mixed. Their objection to it is because the 
texture would not be of sufficient strength. 
When the Minister was twitted on the allega.­
tion that ratoon cotton bred pests. he replied 
that even if it did not breed pests the pests 
sdiled in the root3. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I said 
that they hibernated in the roots. 

Mr. Petcrson.] 
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~1r. PETERSO)J: If the Minister will 
remember the time when he went through 
th0 Dawson Valley with the Cotton Delcga· 
tion, and I went over the Dawson Valley and 
other paTts of Central Qucensland~practi­
cally two-thirds of the district~during last 
cotton season, he will recollect that the pest 
in the cotton w .ts the corn grub. If the argu­
llJent of the ~linistcr is that .anv cotton~ 
g1·n1Yin.2' n;-;~of'iation ha~ the right to ,ay 
what class of cotton should be grown, then, 
as th( hon. member for Burnett said, the 
pconle of Bradford should .insist on only 
merino \Vool being grown in Australia.. \Vc 
hrrn• in Queensland about ten different 
'· arit>tics of wool, and, as has already bcpn 
pointed out, there are purchaeors for all 
ihosc ·arietics. The people of Bradford 
mid1t as ''"ell sav that thcv vcill not take 
1nc•'rjno \vool becal.Isc it crr<~to:-; blosrflics as 
for anyone else to say that thecc will not 
take ratoon cotton because it breeds pests. 

The SECREHRY roR AGRTCUTcRE: I did not 
say that. 

:Ylr. PETERSON: -:\o, because if it was 
grown, markets would be eqtablished here 
where buyers could come and buy. 

~Ir. HARTLEY: \Vool buyers can buy every 
class of wool, but you cannot classify ratoon 
cotton and annual cotton. 

Mr. PETERSON: I have ~amples of 
ratoon and annual cotton here, and I defy 
anyone to chow the difference. 

~lr. HARTLEY: Th:1t is what I sav~vou 
cannot tell the difference. That is" ":hat 
causes the damage. 

Hon. F. T. BREN!\'AN: And kills the market. 
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICcLTcRE: The 

machine will tell the difference. 
Mr. PE'l'ERSON: The 1922 crop was 

largely composed of ratoon cotton. The 
Minister gave out enthusiastic reports which 
he had received on it from the other side of 
the world. He did not condemn it then, but 
gave his meed of prais•J to the standard and 
height that the cotton industry had attained. 

All I ask is that the Government, before 
the Bill goes into Committee, will concede 
the right to growers to grow ratDon cz>tton 
for, say, a term of three years. This would 

give them an opportunity of 
[8 p.m.] proving its worth unde1· the 

adverse eonditions of to-day, 
which havo proved that. piant cotton is a 
failure. In the Central district last vear 
the farmers had a disastrous cotton soason. 
I know of one man who had 16 acres, and, 
owing to the paucity of the rainfall, he 
received onh £9 from it. If that m~n h:td 
been permitted to grow rai.oon instead of 
plant cotton, his crop would have brought 
in something in the vicinity of £180. 

If these people aro prepared to take the 
risk of growing ratoon cotton, wh:> should the 
Government object 7 I agree that the Go­
vernment have a perfect right,, in launching 
out upon :meh a big industry, to see t,h!lt t.ho 
industry is established on a sound basJs. At 
the same time the Minister has not proyeCJ 
his case up to the hilt even with regard to 
the pests that attack the crop as a rl'sult of 
ratoon cotton. In America they do not have 
ratoon cotton, yet they have there the 
greatest evil that has been found in tho 
industry~the boil weevil. If you hat1 gone 
through any of the cotton areas~and those 
hon. gentlemen who went through last season 

[Mr. Petet>~on. 

v;ill bcn.r 1ne out in this-~-ou l11Uf't lun~c 
con1c to tht' ('ondn:::ion that the plant cotton 
wa~ riddled with pests frr.rn end to end. 
\Yhv not condemn nlant cc.lton and hnYo 
none at all if you arc going an the argument 
of pests ~ 

The SECRET.\RY FOH Aomcn;rc;RE: I wid 
that the pests~althcugh the expert• c\tcc! 
that as a strnntr ar.g-un1cnt-\\·as a se"oudary 
crgument. The market Js the first. 

J\h PETERSOX: \\~c '·''· appreci,Jtc ilwt 
put of the 1Ii11istcr's afgUinont. Supposing 
that pc:'.ts l!l'C' n_ scrondary argnrriCEt and that 
n~arketing i,;:; th, chief, thes: p~·opl0 al'_o J~rc­
nared to ta 1, e the respon<tbJhty of hndm,Cl' 
their own markcL I will ,iog the J\!Iinis: •r's 
1DC>l110l'Y f'onrt• ouslv aud ask jf he does not 
rt';ncinber that I ~a~kld at the {'Oil1111~2lCt~­
mcnt of this ~cssion ,vhetht~r his departn1c~1t 
hoLI' taken oyer;; opportnnity of exploiting 
i Le morkets of Britain and Japan to ascer­
taill the possibilities of ratoon cotton. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRTCCLTL'RE: \Ve sent 
a ccnsjgnn1cnt to Japan the Dthcr· day. 

~Ir. PETER SO:\": The ~1inistcr replied 
tha• ~·.-crvthing had been -:lo"e. No,v we find· 
!hat only." few weeks ago he discovered that 
''Ycnthing had not been clone and that ho 
h:t' ~ince 'sent consignments to the othe'l· side. 

The SECRETARY FOR AoRlCLJ.TCRE: It was n 
pron1 is~ made by the 1 'rPm1cr twelvA n1onti1s 
Ug'O. 

Mr. PETERSON: I am ,·ery glad that the 
Minister did tho.t. 1. "m so>:,·v that n disaster 
ha~ taken place in Japan, otherwiw we might 
haYc got word sooner as to the possibilities 
nf the cotton. To boil down the facts, the 
position is that growers in Central Qu_cens­
lancl partictdarly, "Zrh-crc the nunfall IS so 
inadequate, as has been prayed by the state­
JJH'nt Df the hon. noembcr for Bm·nett, can­
not hope ro 'ucceet! "·ith cotton-growing 
nndcr thP Jll'C><,nt conditions, ,,-hich ban 
ratoon cotton. I again l'l'pcat the argument, 
and a,,k "~hat need there i' to oppose the 
rc:-;olnt ion ol these ]Woplc ·wh--en th{'y arG 
prC]Htrecl ro take th<' .d1ole rc,ponsibility of 
the O"l'O\-rin~· and n1arketii1p; Df cotton under 
the ~tpcn·i~ion of the Governmen~ ?. That _is 
a fair proposition. and the :Yhmstm: \nil 
surely consider it frorn a non-party point of 
Yicw ·an cl ng-rr•c to try out the idea. He di~l 
not eYL'll .a~ree lo th<• pnnupJ.e of experi­
mental plots, which e consider would be 
advantap:cou:-'. 

My next points are ii:t connecti?n with the 
Bill itself. Before gomr; en wit~ . thetn I 
rlesire to sav that I am of the opmwn that 
the restrictions in the Bill, narticularly those 
regarding ratoon coti·on, will go n great de~r 
towards minimising the output of cotton tl;Is 
year. :;\Jo grower will submit to these restnc­
tions if he wishes to retain his decency as 
a citizen of the State. I intend to enumerate 
the various conditiom in order lo bear out 
my contentions. First of al! we find .that the· 
Minister~though he may disagree with me­
takes upon himself power to prochim 
throug.hout Queenslanti, through tho Gove,·nor 
in Council, that immediately areas have bec_n 
gazette<l he may take over the whole of thei•r 
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 aftei· the proclamation is issued 
the Governor in Council can step in and iake· 
awav the man's title to his property. The 
Minister said that this Bill had been drafted 
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iu wry clc~r language, but I think that 
point should be made perfectly clear when 
\\'f-' go into Conunittec. 

The 1wxt matter I complain of is the 'Luto­
cratic po\Ycrs to be gi,·eH in the Bill. It 
i~ inH_ndcd to 1nake erin1inals of cert~1in rnen 
if thcv do not conform to the id<.·as of the 
1hn1;;:fer. I-Ie may either in1pose irnprison~ 
nwnr for tw~h-e months or. if tho man has 
.suffici0nt n-wncy, ho n1ay- be fined up to 
£1,000 for not complying with the regula­
tions. r\ tcl 'granl or notice or sceap of paper 
may be is;ucrl that So-and-w h'" to lwncl 
CJYc'r evcrytJ1i ng- to i.bo 1\.finister or his ser­
Yants. anrl, if ho doee not care to d0 that 
l10 rr'-·f'iYrB either thr:.. imprisonn1ent or tho 
flue. That is a malicious principle. I :cgree 
t]Jat Y'. hPre rc~u1atior.:R are made undoe an 
Act {lf Parlia;ncllt j ~ is necc "sa rv to havo 
eome penalty. l1ut I think the M;niscer has 
OYcrsh·ppcd the mark "~i th this pronsion. 

In OIH' part of the Dill power ic; giYcn for 
ihe Gm·ernoe in Council to -declare a, fixed 
price of 5!;d. 1"-r lb. up to 1926. Then· is 
LO proYision whatever made after that period. 
l'ossibly the Government or the JYiinistcr may 
ha.ve sorno rcaBon for inserting that restrict­
ing date. I hope that tho i\linister will see 
hl'.; way clear to insert an an1ondment 
whereby, aiter 1926, provision will be made 
for the proclamation of the price, to be issued 
in June of each year. I ask that for this 
rca:-on: that the farn1c-r "\vill then kno'v 
whether th0 proclaimed price will pay him 
to put in cotton or not. Be will not then put 
in his crop and be dissatisfied after the price 
has been fixed. 

::lly next complaint. is that proyision is 
m.tdc for the J\Iini<-ter to contract himself 
out of anv liabiiity for indiscretion. .Anv of 
the :V1inister's scr~-aJ.<ts may go alonl\ tc a 
cotton area. and set it on fire; they even 
ha ye the pmYer to burn off or clear the crop. 
Supposing that is donc-I will not say 
through malice, but thr<.ugh ignorance-the 
grower has no right by law to obtain any 
compensation from the Crown. I think t.hat 
the :Minister Ehould be fair to those people, 
particularly anybody caught in t.ho w.1y I 
hEve indica!ed. Past. experience has shown 
li.:. manY cases where the Cro\vn has been 
mnlcted. became of ti:e mistakes of its ser­
Yants. 

In thi, Bill no provision is mado for any 
compensation to the growers in that regard. 
I notice that, whilst the Government pre­
clude gro\YCrs frmn combining at the present 
moment to have their own cotton ginneries­
probably that may bo correct because of the 
agreement that is in existence-they at the 
same time make provision that any Southern 
company that is growing cotton in Central 
Queensland will haYe tho right to go to the 
authorised ginneries and have their cotton 
ginned, but nobody else can. vVhy this pre­
ferC'ndal trPatnient '? Share fan11ers are 
prohibited. Fol" what reason are sha1·e 
farmers prohibited, and for what reason arc 
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, quPstion of rat<>on 
. cotton and to refer to some of the questions 
that have bePrJ submitted to me as member 
for the district and also to other hon. rnem-

bers in the House in order to emphusise the 
absolute necessity for th~~ Governn1ent giving 
all the relief that is po''·ible to these settlers. 
I ha,-e a. letter writ.ren bv the sccrctarv of 
the Dalma Scrub Local Producers· Associa­
tion, which is iu thL: Xorn1anby electorate, 
ar!d in that lerter, an1o11g:3t other things, he, 
asked this-

" If the spring months arc dry a clean 
fire can be secured. but adequate rain 
11lust full aftc>: the fir" or the seed will 
not genuinate If sufficient rain falls 
\Vithin a y,-eek or o after the land is 
rcndy the grO\YCr i very fortunatt~; but 
often he has to wait for rain till ne 'r 
Christn1as. 'The result again is a poor 
cr.Jp. In the t"~o sets of conditions 
ai.Joyo mention< cl the bushc<, if ratooncd, 
"~onld yield a prolific crop in the sccodd 
~eason." 

It has be• en bo.c11e out by facts, and even 
<-lchllittcd by the ~Ilni~t('l', ll1at if they had 
been allowed to m t oon there would have 
been a prolific crop. Owing to the proclama­
tion having been issued in 1921--22 stating 
that the GoYcrnmcnt were prepared to take 
all cotton grown in Queensland at 5~d. per 
lb. quite a number of people came to Queens­
lar;d and took up land, not only in the 
2\iormanbv electorate, but in other parts of 
Queensland. ::'viany of them ratooned their 
cotton. They came here because they thought 
thev could ratoon the cotton. However, the 
Go~crnmcnt have debarred ratoon cotton and 
these people have been left high and dry. 
The Central Queensland District Council 
ExecutiYc have put up a most excellent ca<e_ 

There is no other side to it. They have 
shown the climatic conditions under which 
they operate. They have shown, as the hon_ 
member for Burnett has pointed out, what 
it costs them to produce plant cotton and 
\Yhat it roi'r~ then1 to produre ratoon cotton, 
a.nd thev have ~hown that they are able to 
make fi"Ve or six times more from ratoon 
cotton than thev can from plant cotton. 
Seeing that it is not the desire of these 
g)·ovi-f>rs to hara~s the Govcrnn1cnt or make 
~ny political capital, or to in_iure Queens­
land, I sincerelY urge the ::\1Imster to show 
some consideration 10 them and at least to 
a-ive them three vears in which to prove their 
~ase. A little fl;rther on in this letter from 
the. Dalma Scrub Local Producers' Associa­
tion we haYe this statement-

" If we an• allowed to ratoon we can 
fall an area of scrub, plant it with cotton, 
ratoon it the second vear, a.nd in the 
third "<"ear destrov the cotton bushes and 
~O\V Rhodes g-ra~S. Everv year an area 
of scrub would be felled c 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 
dficient and profitable method of clearing 
Queensland scrub land." 

That is another ar[;ument in favour of ratoon 
cotton. I am not going to read the figures 
submitted bv the hon. member for Bm·nett, 
because the'v are alreadv in "Hansard." 
The Dalma ·scrub Local Producers' Aswcia.­
tion also makes this statement-

" 'WHY A~TI-RATOOX LEG!St.AT!O~ SHOULD 
l\OT BE PASSED. 

" Br-cau~e no evidence exists to prove 
that Queensland ratoon cotton will low~r 
the good name of Queensland cotton 111 

the world's markets." 

Mr. Petason.] 
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Has the l\Iinistcr submitted any eYidence that 
Qucenslr,nd ratoon cotton uP ·to the present 
rnmncnt has da1nagcd the nan1c of Queens~ 
land cotton in England'? X ot one single 
word of evidence has been submitted. These 
people are 10 be turned do\Yll becau:::e certain 
gentlon1en saY, "\Vo do not want the cotton 
to be mixed:•• \Ye arc not asking for the 
col ton to be mixed. \V e are asking for it to 
be kept "eparato 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. l3REXXA:;;: Do vou want a 
separate ginncry for ratoon cotton? 

l'\Ir. PETERSO=": Yes. if the Government 
agrees to this request. This letter continues­

" or that rn to on cotton will breed disease 
n1oro 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 
oorn il'rub. The hon. member, if his argu­
ment IS sound. should legislate against plant 
cotton. I remember visiting the Stanwell 
dietrict eight years ago. The first cotton 
gro\vn in that district was on l'llr. Cousin's 
place. and I remarked to him eight years 
ago that I never •,a w so many pests in my 
life on anv crop as I had seen on the cotton 
plants. That was 1he first time cotton had 
been grown in that area. I have never seen 
any crop that had so many insects as plant 
cott~n had. c.onsequently, if the hon. gentle­
man's contenbons are correct-and he made 
a §:!'roat deal about raioon cotton creating 
pests-he should introduce legislation to pre­
vent the growing of plant cotton. As I said 
before. the boil weevil, which is such a curse 
i!l America is there because of plant cotton, 
and the pests the hon. gentleman complains 
about arc alreadv in Queensland. The,- are 
here with J?lant. 'cotton. Consequently ·there 
1s ll<?thtng 1n h1s argument about tho intro­
duction of insect pests. If the Government 
cannot see their \Vav to concede this most 
reasonable request that has been E'mphasised 
bv other speakers, the Dalma Scrub Local 
Producers' Association ask that the Minister 
will at least agree to the establishment of 
experimental plate. 

Tho SBCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: \Ve are 
going to do that under the department. 

1\Ir. PETER SON: I am pleased to hear 
that, because that is what the farmers are 
asking for. I am most hopeful that as a 
result of these Pxperiments, we shall be able 
to prove that there is a market for ratoon 
cotton. I want the hon. gentleman distinctlv 
to understand that I am not arguin~ tha't 
ratoon cotton will fetch the same price as 
plant cotton on the other side of the world; 
but I do arrrue, 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 AGRICULTURE: Can they 
grow it at 2~d. per lb.? 

Mr. PETERSON : All I 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 no objection to 
it. because they are going to foot the bill 
themsel Yes. 

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

[Jir. Peterson. 

1\Ir. PETERSOX: I nm fullv com-inced 
that during the last season a large amount 
of ratoon cotton found its way into the plant 
cotton bales, and no expert fouud it out. 

::\lr. HARTLEY: That is not correct. They 
did find it out. 

1\fr. PETER SOX: I am not Mguing that 
it is a good principle to mix the cotton. 
The weight of evidence is rather again>t the 
mixing of ratoou and plant cotton. I am 
not arguing on those lines at aiL but I am 
putting up a battle for the growcro, \Yho 
find they cannot grow plant cotton success­
fully, but that they can grow ratoon cotton. 
By growing the ratoon cotton they \vill be 
able to make a livelihocd for themselves. 

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

Mr. PETERSOX: That is not so-the cor­
rt>spondence shO\P, that such i.s not the case. 
Thev are askino- for that rio·ht which I have 
reiterated here "to-night. I; a);pcaling to the 
:Vlinister for that consideration. I again urge 
upon him that there is no desire whatever to 
make political capital. The cotton industry, 
if handled \visoly, "-ill help to make Qucpns­
land one of the greatest States in the Com­
monwealth. 

A GoVEHX3IEX'r ::\1E:\InER: Thanks to the 
Government. 

Mr. PETERSON: I give the cr0dit which 
is duo to the Goven1n1cnt. hut \VC' owe a great 
deal to the gentleman \Yho did all~ tho 
pioneerin,s-:Yir. Daniel Jones. I do not 
know Mr. Jones personally, hut I have read 
of ]fim in lhe Press and in 1he "Queensland 
Agricultural Journa1." and I am familiar 
with his persistent efforts to bring about the 
growth of cotton in Queensland. As credit 
shonld be given to any Administration for 
anything they do to try and !mild un the 
interests of the State. so credit should be 
given to the men who have p!oug·hed a lonely 
furrow and who may not be able, as the hon. 
member for Burnett said. to claim large 
salaries. If it is the intentiqn of the Govern­
mC'nt to ('Ornmenco aright in this great 
industry. in their attem!1t to be right let 
them not be unjust. \Ve must renwmber that 
these people have rights which should not 
be trampled upon. Thev are not askmg the 
Government to foot the Bill, but for the ri,rht 
as Britishers to be able to qTow a crop for 
which they honestly bclim·o there is a market. 
If that right is not given to these people, 
much of the good of the Dill will be lost, and 
the value of the cotton crop in Queensland 
will be minimised-not onlv under previous 
leg-islation hut under this B.ill. We desire to 
f!ive the ~iinister every ",_"sistance to m:;ke 
this a perfect measure. We are not offermg 
captious criticism: our desire is to do the 
verv hest we can in the matter. vVe have a 
mandate from the people who sent us here to 
protect their interests. and in doing that we 
are not defamin'l' 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 associ"tio':s 
C'oncerned but bv certain members of this 
Chamber. In g-iving way to these res?lutions 
he will not be losing anv partv JWE'sty~e. h:1t 
he will be doing something- which wtll be m 
the interests of Queensland. 

0PPOSI1'IOX :::VIE~IBERS: Hear, hear! 
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Mr BULCOCK (Brrrcno): I feel that \Ye 
should approach this question as one which 
is fraught with the greatest responsibility to 
thos<> of us who are assembled in this Cham­
ber, . and in \Yhosc hands to-night rests for 
good or evil the future of the cotton industry 
in Queenetand. I haYe listened with a good 
deal of interest to the arguments which have 
been ach-anccd by hon. members opposite who 
have ac:dressed thcmseh·es 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 bv hon. 
memlwrs opposite purely from the point of 
\'iew of the grower. I will admit that the 
point of view of the grower is a very serious 
mattc>r to him; but there are two other 
points of view which haY<' to be taken into 
considnatwn-the poi11t of Yiew of the tax­
payer 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 impo,ition calculated to 
impede the expansion of the cotton-growing 
industry. That is the cotton-growers' point 
of yiew. which has been more or less ably 
put forth by the hon. member for Burnett 
and the hon. member for Normanbv. But 
tf.te point of view we must consider· in this 
connection is that the final court of appeal 
i' the gpinncr. It has been said that there 
is a cerbin 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 opinners of the old 
world who ore going to buy the product of 
Queensland have definitely said that they 
arc not, prepared to take ratoon cotton. In 
eupport of their statement they havs 
p,..dvan('cd certain argun1ent~, ·which 1vere 
ably put forward by the :S1inister in charge 
of the Bill this afternoon. I must confess 
th11t. to m' mind. the hon. member for 
Burnett, in~t0ad of streng-thening the case 
in favour of ratooning. tended to weaken it 
by some of the illogical arguments that he 
brought forward. anc1 some of tho reasons 
he gave nrc not worth~~ of sPrious f'onsidera­
tion. Thif-1 question is one which rises aboye 
the narrow trammels of everv-dav incident. 
It is fraught with great consequences to the 
State The hon. member for Burnett 
iminnated that the prohibition of ratoons 
and the G-overnnwnt';; attitude on this par­
ti<'nlnr ()nestion are the result of inexperi­
ence. The District Council of Agriculture 
in Rockhamnton has been quoted in support 
of ratoon. but c1n we pit the opinions of 
tho"c e:•>ntlcmcn against the opinions of the 
spinners who will be the bu,-crs and who 
will convert the product into fa bricc? 
Further. we have to realise in this connec­
tion that cotton is a comparative!;,- new 
industrv in Queensland fro!]l a big com­
mf'rcial point of view. and nece"arilv our 
0xperience i" limited by the limits of that 
industrY. and if we werE' not to aYail our­
solYos ~~ the lr seon of the past-the lesson 
which has been learnt by bitter experiences 
in other parts of the world-we would be 
w<tnting 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. anrl claimed that there was an 
analorrv between the marketing of the two 
prodd~·ts. There is no analogy, because in 

the first ]'l>lce one is a Yegetable substance 
a11d !he other an animal substance. ·wool is 
not subject to disease in the way that we 
understand Yegetable substances to be _sus­
ceptible to disease, and further, there IS a 
recognised market for all classes of Aus­
tntlian \\ ool. 

The chief objection to ratoon cotton is the 
irregular staple that is found in it. That 
arg;mwut cannot he applied to wool. ·while 
you may haYe wool of a weak staple, yet you 
have a :definite staple of an eYen length, and 
then'fore 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 saye stock by allowing ratoon­
inrr but the saYinrr of a few head of stock 
byb~ndangering thebfuture of a great industry 
certainly indicates 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 Bm·nett about the United States 
of America. It was said that a certain 
adyiser in the United Stales of America 
had recommended to this Government that 
the ratooning of cotton be not allowed, and 
the hon. member suggested that probably 
the Americans \Yould not try and encourage 
us to ratoon cotton in Australia and Queens­
land because we are going to be actiYe com­
petitors with them in the :E;nglish and Con­
tinental cotton 1narkcts 111 ~1n1e to con1c. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIC'LT\::RE: A very 
mean sugge~tion. 

:\lr. BULCOCK: That argument is not 
bnrnf' out bY facts. because we find that the 
F~dcral Go,:ernment of the United States of 
America and the Federal Bureau of Industry 
there have suggested e\cn more drastic l<egi3-
lation than we arc conf!idering at the 1::n<:::e:1t 
time Thev do not encourage the production 
of ratoon c"ott•m. Further. a very interesting 
chapter in the fight against insects and other 
pests in America can be read in the Fedcrat 
la\Y "\Yhich was pas~cd to create a non-cot ton 
arc a in the vicinitv of certain States. The 

State o'f Texas would not n gree 
[2.30 p.m.J to the prohibition, consequently 

a non-cotton area was not created. 
But the proposal Yeas made, and is it not 
more drastic to prcYent by Federal enact­
ment the growing of cotton at all than to 
do as \VP are doing-institute a system 
whereby plant cotton may be grown which 
will return a sure and c0rtain revenue? 

Some question has been raised about the} 
abilit v of the farmer to grow plant colt on 
vear in and year ant. ~"'aturalh· cDtton, hkc 
all other crops, will fail to mature in certain 
s0asens That is not peculiar to cotton, nor 
is it a ,risk solelv confined to cotton. Lucerne, 
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 thP<e other crons. Consequonliy, 
let us consider the question from the point 
of view of plant cotton. It has been said 
tlnt the statements which have been made 
by hon. members on this side of the House 
aud the statements which have appeared in 
the Press on the authority of the Secretary 
f0r· Ag'riculture have at least been biassed by 
the influences which are at work on behalf of 
the cotton-spinning interests in England. It 
ha.s been suggested by hon. members inside 
the Chamber and outside the Chamber that 

Mr. Bulcock.] 
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some sinister unseen influence is seekino- to 
preYcnt this GO\·ernmcnt from allo~·ing 
rat oonlllg to be practised. Let us therefore 
look at an independent authoritv on the 
~u0stion. If !wn. member,, will look up the 
· Encyclopa•dw Bnta1omca. ·' thev will find 

t-hi.3 .Ycry significant paragraph in~ the article 
·.Jn '·Cotton"-

•· L~nder norrnaJ conditions. in warm 
cl_i1~1ntcs Inai.ly of the ~11ecies are pcrcn­
mals, but Ill the CnitC'd :::>t.atcs of 
America, for example. climatic conditions 
necc~-,itato the pl<B.nts being rcne,wed 
~nnually. _and CY(!ll in the tropic3 it is 
found desnable to treat them as annual,; 
to ensure the production of cotton of the 
best quality, to facilitate cultural opera­
tions~ and to keep fnng-oitl and insect 
pests in check.'' · 

"u 8.31 p.m., 

J\lr. KmwAx (Brisbane) took the chair as 
Deputy Speaker. 

l\lr: B"CLCOCIZ: Thoro is an authority 
cCI;tamly removed from the trammels of party 
P.011ties. Th0re. 1s an extract fron1 a publica­
tJOn accepted m the whole of the Enrrlish­
spC'aking world as an authoritatiYc tr:ati: c 
on the various 1natters it sets out to discu~s. 
The "Eucyclopredia Britaunira ~' ranks 
ar1:1cn~ tl:o cla.:"sics of authorit.ttiYe literature, 
•.nu tt IS noted for its accuracv boti1 in 
generalities and in details. It is not biaseed 
by politics, and >Yo find that sta temont 
e1rr:anatin~ fron1 it. \Vhil~t we are discuBsing 
t,n,, questiOn of boll >YCOYil and fungoid pests 
·vdnch. n1ay attack cotton. it is interesting to 
qt;ote from '' The Scientific American" of 
recent date as follo\YS:-

. " In 1921 66,662 square mile of addi­
tiOnal cotton country was infested bv the 
pest and there remains uninfected orllv a 
srr:a~l ring of cotton-producing land con­
tam.mg only sea ttercd plantings and pro­
ducmg only 5.4 per cent. of the total 
cotton c;rop. The annual damage caused 
by the msect IS conservativclv estimated 
at £2,000.000 and the total "damage at 
between £40.000,000 and £60,000,000." 

It is interesting to recollect that hon. mem­
b.ers on the other side of the Chamber and 
~ne Press also have been continually reiterat­
mg- the statement that for the past sixtv 
yea~s on and off Queensland has been pro­
ducm!! ratoon cotton. That is so, generally 
speakmg; but we have to remember that 
w·hilst we have been producing ratoon cotto,;_ 
,,nd have f~ntunate;ly enjoyed an immunity 
from fungo1d and msect, pests, it is onh- of 
t·ecent years that the Loll weevil has attained 
any degree of prominence as a destructiYe 
a gent of the cotton crop in America, Its 
<l,nslaught is insidious, as I shall show bv 
tne statement I intend to make. The boil 
>l'ecnl appeared in Georgia, one of the big 
cotton S.tates of the United States, in 1916. 
It v, as Ignored there till 1920 as be in"' of 
compa:·atively little importance in the final 
nna_lys~s of. results, but it: that year, after 
gatllcn_ng Its forces durmg the first few 
ye":rs, It made an onslaught, and the devas­
tation was so alarming that in 1921 its 
d~pr<;thtions resulted in the complete anni­
ln!rrnon of the cotton crop of Georrria and 
the abandonment of its gtowth in thabt State. 

}'he question we ha ,~c to consider is this: 
)\ onld we be justifie~ in allowing ratooning 
m new of the; expenence of other parts of 
the world? ~Vould we, as a Government, bo 

[211 r. B1ilcock: 

jnstified in allowing the creation of condi­
tions which have led to that sort of thing? 

l\Ir. l\IORGAX: That was not ratoon cotton. 

l\Ir. B"CLCOCK: \Yould the State be 
ju::-ti1ied in running the ·risk of alrnost cer-
tainly duplicating those conditions in Aus­
tralia? A great point has been made about 
the ability of the farme1· to produce cotton. 
The be:ot standard of comparison we have 
at present is afforded b': the cotton States 
of rhc ·cnitcd States of .\merica. and I baYe 
[!Ol1C to some trouble and made sorne re;;;earch 
tu deterr!rine the aGtual cost of production 
u: Amenca as comparecl with that in Aus­
tralia. The land valuu in the cotton belt 
in America are rather otaggering. Aecord­
Ing to the Bureau of Agricultural Statistics 
of the "Cnitcd State, of America-wltich. I 
belie,·e. cmnp.ilcs yerv accurate infonuation­
a prospective cotton-grower requires from 
15,000 to 30,000 dollars. To take up a farm 
of 160 acres at an a vt•rage cost of 300 dollars 
an acre-which frequeutly does exist in the 
cotton belt-would repres(ent a. capital of 
50,000 dollars, exdusiYe of agricultural 
machinery and the hbour required to carry 
on fanning operations. In spite of these 
big o\·crhead d;:trges \Yhich the ~(·ttler has 
to incur, they can 1nake a. cornn1crcial 
saccess of cotton-growing in An1E.ricrL It 
h,.s been suggested that certain portions of 
the United States of America are ceasing 
to bo cotton-producing districts and a.re 
b~co1ning producers ot other con1r:noclitie3. 
That i, true within certain limitations, but 
no doubt it is clue in the main to the depre­
cla tions of the ball \Yce,~il an cl 01her iir>cct 
and fungoid pests. In spite of the fact that 
wa.ges on the av-erage are higher in rural 
industries in America than in Auetralia, 
that greater capital is needed there, and that 
~he price. being rcaiised in Enghncl to-day 
tor Amencan plant C.Jtton is not equal to the 
price which Queensland growers are realis­
Ing overseas, the fanner in America 1vho 
i:- able to get a crop regards hin1~clf as being 
;·ery comfortably situated financiallv. On 
that standard of comparison I a.m inclined 
to think that the argument of hon. members 
opposite, that it is impossible to produce 
plant cotton in view of the expense im~oln:d, 
falls to the ground. As a matter of fact in 
America-even und8r conditions where 'the 
settler can get advances of onlv 50 per cent. 
of the value of his land and" 25 per cent. 
uf the value oE his improvements, in com­
r,arison with the much more favourable 
treatment which he can get in Queensland 
under the State Ac!Yances Act and allied 
Ac-ts-we find that pinnt c;otton-growing is 
a very profitable uadertakmg. 

\Ve must all realise that po',;ibly the 
greatest assets 1ve arc gDiug to have in our 
cultivation belts in Queensland will be cotton­
gro,vinp: and dairvincr. Those \vho have a 
Yision of the future c~n see that with pmper 
control and with the State haYing adequate 
resources to enforce that control, >H' can 
becDn1~ or:-c of the great cotton-produt ing 
countnes m the world: but. if we fail to 
exercise that control, "\ve r.night ju:::t as 1-rcll 
abandon o;ur cotton project .. und allow cotton 
t? be gro:vn in just the san1e 1vay as \fC allow 
the growmg of wheat, maize. lucf'rnc. or anv 
other crop. In this quc,tion the Go\·crnmen't 
ha Ye a duty to the Yrholc uf t lF· pCOj)lP of 
tlw State. I kncnY-and we know-that 
jndiYic1nal cases Jnal;;J~ bad . but thB 
Go\-crnmcnt are not jn:-;tificd considering 
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individual case•· in this instance. The Go­
.Yernment a.rc only justi!led in considering 
the wellbeing of the community socially and 
jndnstrially. 

Plant cotton can be made to pay. 
Some question has been raised during the 
debate about the productivit,· 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 
interests in Rockhampton recently which said 
th[Lc the evidence on which the Govermnent 
\YCre basing their proclamation banning 
ra to on cotton was unsubf'tantial and uncco~ 
noruical. I think that pounds. shilling~. and 
pence i3 the finest argurnent that one can u&L'. 

In spite of ihe statement that our conclusion;;; 
ar;'? unsound, uneconornical, and not founded 
on fact, we find that ratoon cotton on the 
wclld's market to-dav is worth about 6d. 
per lb. less than plant -cotton. lion. mcmb<'rs 
cppositc> will probably argue, and they have 
argued, that ratoon cotton has a certain 
definite market value. It has a certain deft­
nite market value provided it can b--' sold; 
but the point we must not lose sight of in 
this connection i.s that two crops of plant 
cotton would probabl_v yield more than ono 
crop of plant cotton and one crop of ratoon 
cotton under normal conditions. \Ye approach 
this debate at a time when normal conditions 
do not exist in the country. \Ye are drawing 
cor.:_clusions fron1 vi.·hat hon. nwmbers aro 
a.cinmcing in this Chamber from an experi­
(-nCo of two drv years-b\·o unfortunate vcars 
so far as cotfoi1 production is concen;cd­
but, fortunately, these years aro the excep­
,-tion. The rule will be to strike an average, 
~nd i! wo wore to approach this qul'stion when 
~ood seasons pre,·ail, hon. members would 
not advance such arguments as thev have in 
;upport of growing ratoon cotton. '·we must 
not lose sight of the fact that, at the present 
time, ,ye are going through a period of agri~ 
,cultural depression so £fir as droughts ar-:, 
concerned, and naturally that colours the 
outlook of the farmer and the farmcn' repre­
sentatives sitting on the opposite side of this 
Chamber; but, in a vcar or two when the 
trouble is passed and 'the drought' is a thing 
of the past and things a·re more flourishing, I 
think it will be generally recognised that there 
is wisdom and forethought in the Govern­
ment's action in barring ra to on 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 you n1ay, you can­
not find anv authoritative statement favour­
ing ratoori cotton amongst Old World 
experts. If you go to the 'Gnited States 
of America you find they discourage ratoon 
cotton. If you go to Brazil. the home 
of ratoon cotton. You find that strong 
representations arc · being made to the 
Brazilian Go-cernment to prevent the 

-gro\\ ing of ratoon cotton. \Yhik on the 
question of ratoon cotton, so far as it applies 
to Brazil, I would like ta ask hon. members 
oppositL· if the:· desire to reduce the Aus­
trali'w farmer and put him on the ,;ame 
<'conomical basis as the s.Jfron-coloured 
Brazil farmer, vd1o is growin~:S cotton for an 
avere.ge of 7d. per lb. on the L·Jndon market. 
\Ye quite realise that the Amtralian farmer 
Bhould not be asked to um1pete with the 

· s'lffron-coioured 'farmer of Egypt and Brazil. 
.n~:-atilon cotton is a.llowed and !he quality 
,. of our cotton does not .exceed the quali<y 
,.produced i,n Br<~zilc,\\;c -l1aye to recpgni~e tl).e 

identity of climatic conditions in some regard 
-then. when our product is put on the London 
market. what will be the result' Our Aus­
tralian farmer demanding Australian condi­
tions and asking for decPnt conditions of 
livelihood, and the Government demanding 
that he shall pa_v decent wag ·s to the men 
he emplovs to do the work, will have to 
compete 'on the London market a-nd the 
Cc.tton Exchanges of the 'vorld with the 
co:c-ured la.bour of Brazil. That is an econo­
mical phase of the question that we dare not 
hJsP sight of Jf \Ve are going to develop the 
highest productivity of the land. 

There is another point that \\e should also 
cons.1uer. I spoke so1no little ti1ne ago abou~ 
the communal aspect of tlw whole thing. 
The c-ost will have to be borne bv the tax· 
payer~ in the flnal analysi~ jf an'ticipations 
a re not justified by results. The people of 
QueeJ>land will have to dip deep into their 
pocket> to fmauce the cotton crop in the next 
year o1· two if the results th,,t \Ye anticipate 
are not justified on the Cotton Exchanges of 
the world. Therefore everv hon. member 
mast realise the ncccssit,·, and the community 
must not lose sight of the fact, that wo must 
dcfinitclv lav it dov:n as a policy that the 
hest staple ,~:o can produce shall be produced 
for sal~~ o\··:rscas. 

Then, ng11in, we have to look to the question 
of our railwa;:s. \Ye anticipate that in the 
13urnett and Callide districts wo are going to 
open up a new "Dixie's Land." \.Ve believ·e 
that within a few years we shall have count­
ies-. numbers of small farms and prosperous 
cotton-growers, and men engaged in dairying 
and thu growing of oth-er crops in conjunction 
\vith cotton. In order to justify our belief, 
we have had to commit the State to an 
expenditure which, I beli<'ve in the final 
analysis, may easily total £15.000,000. That 
is a charge against the public purse, and if 
results do not justify our anticipations, who 
is going to bear the cost 9 The cost is going 
to be borne by the taxpayers of Queensland. 
Then, again. in the State the big majority­
hen. gentlemen opposite arc very fond of 
saying that in these big questions the majority 
\·oic'c should prevail-will have to bear the 
cost if anticipations are not justified. There­
fore. it is clear that we have a dutv not 
only to the farmers who purpose growing 
cotton but a duty to the community as a 
whole, who will have to dip deep 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 
cli,cuss in this connection. and that is tho 
question of labour and labour conditions. 
The highest productivity that the soil is 
c"'pablc of will yield sufficient remuneration 
to the grower to enable him to pay decent 
wa;l_'es and not exploit child labour. \Vhat 
happens in those countries like Egypt .and 
lnclia. where cotton is worth 3~d., 5d., 7d .. 
and Sd. per lb.? Exploitation of labour-tlw 
ll1bour of little childr·en! 'Yhat happened 
in America in order to keep the cotton indus­
try going? The exploitation of the little 
children! In order to prevent exploitation 
and to see that dec·nt wages may be paid 
to the men and women who will bE- engaged 
in picking cotton, we have a perfect right 
to sa v that the bc-Jt cotton sha l1 be grown. 
The best col ton i•, the cotton that is~ going 
to return. not onlv the m<1ximum amount to 
the farmer, buf. the maximum amount to the 

. }<f;r_; Bulcocl~. j 
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people who are engaged in the planting and 
harvestmg of the cotton. If we allow ratoon 
cotton to be grown, seeing that hon. members 
opposlt" 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 p-eople 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, 
11nd the men who have· to finance the crop 
definitely say one thing, and that is that 
ratoon cotton is not satisfactory. 

;\fr. SWAYNE: They have not been able to 
tell the difference. 

Mr. BULCOCK: Every authority that I 
have been able to consult 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 
s pmner can very soon tell the difference. 
The ratoon cotton is harsh and brittle, and 
consequently can only be used for certain 
purposes. 

l\Ir. SwAYNE: Why cannot the experts tell 
the difference before it goes to the machines? 

l\Ir. BDLCOCK: I do not profess to be an 
expert, but in evei'J" case when it does go 
OY~r the machine it can be easily detected. 
If experts cannot tell the difference and 
ratoon cotton is sold as plant cotton, and 
goc,, oYcrseas bearing the brand of Queens­
land as an indication tnat the cotton is of 
high quality and is bought as such. what 
is going to happen when the buyers fii1d that 
they have been deceiv<.;d? What caused the 
slump in our canned and dried fruit trade? 
H was because we did not send our best 
a.rticle .. \Ve cannot afford a slump in our 
cotton trade. It hao been said that this 
question of plant or ra toon cotton is a sort 
of modern War of the Roses between Lanca­
shire and Yorkshire. That is not borne 
out by facts, becau,c, if hon. members will 
consult the cotton movement within the 
Empire, they will !ind that a British Empire 
Col ton Growing Association was formed. 
'l'be project was not to encourage the 
sp~nners of L:wcashire in opposition to the 
:::pll111crs of Yorkshll'e, or Yice yersa, but 
to produce cotton within the Empire. It 
;1as rPco!lnised th<tt the available supplies 
111 Amcnca were getting less and less 
be,causo of the ravages of the boll weevil 
and the fact that certain cotton areas were 
going und<er other forms of cultivation and 
it was realised that the stability of the 
cotton industry in England was threatened 
w1th almost extinction if something was not 
done. Supplies were to be obtained from 
wherever they were obtainable. This Asso­
ciatio':- was formed with the distinct object of 
.foste~111g the growth of cotton within the 
Err.pne. I~ did not have any particular brief 
for Yorksh1re or Lancashire. The Associa­
t_io!l was not allied to any particular spinning 
mteres!'S1 a':d ~we fi11d that the highest 
authontJes .'n cotton are against ratoon 
cotton and m favour of plant cotton. Can 
we accept the ju-dgment of the hon. member 
for Burnett, the Council of Agriculture, or 

[Mr. Bulcock. 

the District Council of Agriculture in Rock­
lucmpton, agai~:st the considered judgmentr 
?f gentlemen J1ke that? Can we put our 
1mmature expenence H1 Queensland against 
the matured consideration of the cotton 
magnatps of the Old \Vorld? 

Mr. CosTELLO : The:;· are controlling you. 

. Mr. BDLCOCK :. !Yould we be justified 
m puttmg the1r opm10n,, on one side simply 
b<'cause a few cotton-growers in our elec­
torates are up against the Government for 
J. rohibiting the growing of ratoon cotton 
and the fact that a little political capital 
may be made out of it'! 

~lr. NoTT: You are proving that the 
cotton-spinners have got hold of the Govern­
ment. 

l\1r. BULCOCK: Does the meagre intelli­
ge:'ce oi. the hon. mPmber for Stanley not 
bnng hm1. 'to rea!is0 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 conten!ion of hon members 
on. that side becomes ludicrous, because the 
~pmners are the only purchasers that we 
nave. If they sa;~·, "\Ve won't buv ratoon 
cotton," that is the whole positi~n in a. 
nutshell. 

'The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: That 
IS SO. 

Mr. BULCOCK: Are we going to encour­
ag-~:.' farn1ers to grow ratoon cotton and 
when they grow it, say to them that there i~ 
no marke~ for. it? The ratoonists are pre­
pared. 1t Is smd. to grow ratoon cotton and 
rr,a rkot it themsclYes. If thev were allowed' 
to market it, nnd ratoon cotton is acknow­
leJged to be inferior to plant cotton would 
they not be militatinrr against the ~ltimate 
success. of the reputation of Queensland 
cotton 111 the old world [ 

~ly eecond argument against allowing 
ratoon cotton to be grown is that cotton to· 
bf' successful must be grown under the 
~loscst possible supen·ision. If ratoon cotton 
~s allo•ycd to be c'town for the purpose of 
mcrcasmg. pro.ductlv1ty, and supervision is 
n<_Jt exerCJsed m order to steer clea•r of the 
p1tfall~ that have overtaken it in the older 
countnes of the world, it will be most 
dangerous to the industry. \Ve must avoid 
every. possibility of allowing insect an-d 
f1~ngo1d pests to get a. hold in the industry. 
\V e have an opportnmty of asserting our­
selves ;m t~e market of Manchester, and per· 
hap.-:. tne Connncntal n1arkets. There is an 
opportunity open to us of building up a 
umque trade and a g·reat reputation for Aus­
trahan cotton. We shall have to avail our­
seh·es of that oppor~unity in the next two or 
three :years. Expenments are being carried 
out .on a large scale in the United States with 
a VJew to the elimination of the boll weevil 
and it. is meeting wi~h some success. They 
are us.mg dustn;g . m1xtures. The question, 
then. rs that w1thm the next two or three 
yea.rs we shall have a chance of asserting our 
clam1 as a cotton-producing country. Can 
we assert that claim by sending an inferior 
product to London? 

GovERNMENT MEMBERS: No. 

~fr. BDLCOCK: Can we assert that 
claim by competing with Brazil China 
India, and vanous other coloured-lab~ur coun: 
tries, or shou!d we not endeavour to produce 
the best article thctt we can 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-da, v.ith our wool? 
There are other fac.o;·s 'we have to consider. 
As I have said, we have a unique oppor­
tunity of 1naking this issue a success. 'rhe 
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 ha vo 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 superi.1c to the cotton grown 
under coloured labour conditions in other 
parts of the world. 

J'>Ir. BRA:-!D: Our ratoon cotton to-day is 
i3uporior to that produced in India. 

Mr. BlJLCOCK: The hon. member for 
Burrum suggests that our ratoon cotton to­
<.ic.y is superior to tbat produced in other 

parts of the \\·oriel. Is that why 
[9 p.m.] we were im·ited recently to sell 

wtoon cotton for 1s. a lb-which 
c-ukl be equivalent to about 10d. a lb in 

Louclon-\vhi1o An1erican cotton was receiv­
in>; 15d. and 16d. a lb.! That dispose' of the 
hotl. gentleman's assertion. 

Mr. BRAND: I said Indian cotton. 

~Jr. BULCOCK: H has boon said that 
the growers themselves are particularly 
Dll~moured of ratoon cotton, and that there 
is :.., unanin1ous opinion arnon~st the gro\".'Crs 
in favour of the production of ratoon cotton. 
T<1e official figures from the Depa·rtmont of 
AgTiculture do not disclose that. In 1922-23 
the total number of cotton-gro\rers was 7,143 
Of this number only 335 were ratoon growers. 
Tlw total area of plant han·ested over that 
period was 27,500 acres. the proportion of 
ratoon being only 912 acres. Does not that 
i~;dicate that hon. gcntlE'men opposite arc 
b[le~kmg merely on behalf of those 335 indi­
vidrmls and that, for particular reasons and 
<'.'tch-vo~e purposes, they are going to put 
tnr) claimS of 335 individuals before the 
cl:>im' of 7,143 individuals? 

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

_ Mr HARTLEY (Fitzi'OJ!): I beg to move 
tti·•t the hon. member for Barcoo be granted 
an extension of time in order that he may 
ficish the very valuable contribution that he 
is making to this debate. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Is it the plea­
su•·0 of the House that tho hon. member for 
Barcoo be granted an extension of time? 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

Mr. BULCOCK: Referring "gain to the 
eenous aspect of this question of diseases, we 
fwd that apart from the boll weevil we have 
" cotton boil worm. Quite a considerable 
fu·rorc was created in \V este rn Australia a 
littie while ago when somebody discover"d 
that this worm had manifested itself and had 
·commenced to de, ~state an area of the crop 
near Broome. The conference of Ministers 
of ll:gricultm:e inotructod the Department of 
Agnculture m Western Australia to cause 
that plot or plots to be clo,troYcd. That was 
<lonr-. bec~use the great -dange·r of the exis­
tence of that plot was recognised. This 
coJ:ton boll worm is "n insect pest that is 
gomg to cause us a groat deal of trouble in 
Queensland if we are not more than pheno­
menally lucky. As a matter of fact this pest 

1923-5 G 

ftttacks lucerne, tobacco, 1na.ize, potato0s, 
beans, and va.rious other crops. 

Mr. MORGAN: Is it the corn grub? 

Mr. BULCOCK: It is a first cousin to the 
corn grub. If the hor:. me:nber wis~es 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 
Queonsland. 

Mr TAYLOR: Why is it called the corn 
grub? 

Mr DULCOCK: I have no time to instruct 
th,, leader of the Opposition in these little 
elementary lessons that he should have learnt 
\vhon he was at school. 

Mr. TAYLOR: I never heard of it attacking 
corn. 

Mr. BULCOCK: The hon. member says 
thal he never heard of it llttacking corn. 
[f we look at the statistics of the Depa·rtment 
of Agriculture in the United States, \VO shall 
lirrd y, hat a danger it is likely to become to 
Queensland. 

M.r. 1UOHGA": '\Vhat relation is it to the 
1\'ll'e grub? 

Mr. BULCOCK: The united States 
l3mcau of Agriculture in 1920 stated that 
tho total damage done to maize b_v this 
insect was £30,000,000 sterling, and that it 
h:F; destroyed in rec0nt 3·ears £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: \Ve are subject to that loss 
with plant cotton. 

Mr. BlJLCOCK: That is certainly so. but 
tho fact remains that the degree of destruc­
tion by this pest is yery considerably 
er.hanced when ratooning is permitted. 

Mr. EDWAHDS: Not at all. 

M-r. 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. 

J\ilr. EDWARDS: \Vo havo had no experience 
of i,. 

Mr. BULCOCK: The boiL member 
reminds me of the ostrich which buries its 
head in the sand an-d declares that there iil 
no clanger because he has not the intelligence 
to see that danger. 

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

Mr. BULCOCK: In comparing the grow­
ing of ratoon v, ith pla.nt cotton you must 
ta.ke into consideration the fact of the spread 
of fungoid and insect poste, and the two 
combined make an unanswerable argument 
so far as the Government a.rc concerne-d. 
'!'here has been some question raised about 
the scrub farmers and the hardship that will 
be inflicted on them. 

Mr. EDWARDS: That is true, too. 

Mr. BULCOCK: I do not stand ~or 
mcscientific or slipshod methods of ugricul­
tun. It has been suggested that the oerub 
farmer will be the man to suffer most under 
this restriction. I point out that the scrub 
fatmr:r is not under any great disabilit_,, 
because he ne0d not grow cotton; and in 

111r. Bulcock.] 
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any case there will be financial assistance 
fc;rthcoming from the Government to clear 
areas and put them under cultivation. 

\Vhile on the question of cultivation, I 
would like to say that, to my mind, better 
renditions cf agriculture will prevail by 
imisting upon plant cotton being produced. 
l1; is obvious that you cannot work the land 
properly and expose it to atmospheric 
action if you are growing ratoon cotton. 
The secu·rity that may be vested in the 
cotton industry can only be secured by cul­
tiv~ting plant cotton under scientific con­
ditions. 

l\lr. EDWARDS: What would you do in 
reference to scrub farming? 

Mr. BL:LCOCK: In the future scrub 
farmers may obtain ac,sistance from tho 
Government to enable them to bring their 
areas under the plough. If the hon. gentle­
man thinks that a handful of scrub farmers 
should determine tho 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 cleur their land and 
grow cotton. This Bill undoubtedly aims at 
a con1plete control in every ''ay, 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 \vere 
not drastic. and if it were not "·atertight, 
then it would be value]c,s in its entiretv. 
Given soil and climate, what wo require for 
the wccess of our industry is a pure seed 
•U[lplv, and tbe Minister has ensured that bv 
what "he has done in this Bill. \Ve require 
the eradication 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 f"Uarantees, and the answer that 
the Premier gave to certain questions, unfor­
tunately did not confine himself to the facts 
of tho "case. 

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

Mr. MORGAN: Be fair. 

Mr. BULCOCK: I want to be as fair as 
" I-Iansard," and nobodv c~1n he fairer than 
that. As reported on r:tge 262 of " Hansard" 
for 1922, the hon. member for Burnctt asked 
certain que~tions of the Premier concerning 
the alleged agreement between 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
sehes if they desire to do so. The hon. 
member asked a series of questions which 
\Ycrc very sw-eeping in their nature, a.nd the 
Prcnoier· replied-

" 1 (a), (b), and (,.), 2. and 3. The hon. 
!Ylemher's imperfect acquaintance with 
the facts is responsible for the alleged 
irreconcilability, he evidently being not 
aware that there was .a monev limit of 
£10.000 as well as a time lirrrit of five 
y0ars." 

[Mr. Bulcock. 

The hon. member for Burnett to-night said 
1: that the Premier did not mention the 
' £10,000 limitation. I am sorry that the 

hon. gentleman \Vas so poorly seized of th& 
facts of the case, and I am very pleased to· 
have had the opportunity of pointing out t<> 
the hon. member that he did not do the 
Premier justice in casting the slur at him 
that he did to-night. 

lYir. EDWARDS: He read from "Hanoard." 

Mr. BULCOCK: I have read the full 
report of "Hansard,'' and it shoV\s that 
the hon. member, whether wittingly or unwit­
ting!}, did not do the right thing so far 
as that matter is concerned. 

Tc. my mind, the cotton industry is, in 
the main, the making of a great industr·:·. 
l do not believe iri 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 Bureau of Cotton 
Research, we fmd that a number of obser­
vations were made, and it was found in 
certain areas that. o\ving to ratooning, the 
boils did not open until after the frosts 
came. and consequentlv there was no crop. 
In other instances the cotton so deteriorated 
that a vmy poor lint and a big proportion 
of seed were produced. One can quote 
specific instances of deterioration vouched 
for by authoritative statements provmg 
that the three big ismes we have to· 
consider in connection "·ith 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 onlv do that bv un]w,itatingly and uras­
tically. ·if necessar,:, applying the conditions 
of the Bill we are discussing to-day and 
ensuring to the future genNations of Queens­
land a safe, free, honourable, and profitable 
industry. 

HoxouRABLE C'.IEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. MORGAN (J.[u;·i/lu): I quite rccugnico· 

that the Bill WP are a.t present discu"ing is 
one of the most impmtant measure that 
has been brought before this House f':n· 
rnany vea.r~S-. I have endeavoured t') oh-f:aln 
all the"information possible, both from those 
in favour of ratoon c0tton 'lnd those agaon~t 
it.. I have endeavoured t::> approach thrs 
wattcr \vith an open rnir.d as I aiTl a. grolvtT 
of cotton, ,1nd I naturai]y dcc.ire to get .all 
the information pos;ible on thrs most Im­
portant subject. Although I liston~J ''NY 
attentivolv to the Secretary for Agnculture, 
I must come to the conclnsion that up to the 
present time no definite p:oof has been fort!1-
crming that the ra!oonin;:; of cotton rn 
Queensland is likelv to bring about a Lnlure 
of the industrv. The hon. member for Darcoo 
mentioned the fact-a most important fact 
hP stated-that the spinners in Great Britain 
would not l:Juv ratoon c;1tton fron1 Queens­
land. Up to the prc·sent time wo ha':e lnd 
no evidence that ratoon c-Jtton grown 111 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 
inforn1ation is correctJ or not. We have had 
evidence submitted that ratoon cotton grown 
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in other parto of th0 world has been 
proved to be wPak in staple and not equal in 
strength to plant cotton, 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 SECRE1'ARY FOR AGRIC1"LTCRE: It may 
be too late next year. 

Mr. MORGAN: It may be too late, but 
on the other hand it mu,, be recognised that 
a considerable a-mount of injury has been 
done to Queensland owing to the fact that 
tl1e Thlinister has put an embargo on ratoon 
cotton. Last year hundreds if not thousands 
pf acres of cotton were ploughed out o.ving 
tu the fact that the Gm0rnment announced 
that ratoon cotton would not be paicl for at 
the guaranteed price of 5~cl. per lb. In my 
district in particular, if 1 he growers had not 
ploughed out their cotton, it would l!itve 
ptoducecl a considerable amount of Wt:'alth, 
but unfortunately they took the advic,, of the 
.Minister and ploughed out their ratoon 
cotton, with the r<!"ult that thcv did not 
during the season jmt pa-st pick one boll of 
cdton. Thll whole of the work the.' havP 
bten engaged in for the last two yec{rs was 
lost, and the same thing may happen during 
the con1ing ::oason. V/ e do know fron1 experi­
Cl!Ce that with ven· little rainfall vou can 
produce a crop froi"n ratoon, but up to the 
present our experience has been that, nnlcs'3 
the seed is planted m the c.ooler months of 
the year there is a very great risk of the 
ycung plants burning ofl and no crop being 
ubtained. Owmg to that fact the amount 
of cotton that is likely to be grown in Que2ns­
lancl will be consicl<crably less than would 
otherwise be the case. 

The Minister has also endeavoured to prove 
that by preventing the ratooning of cotton 
he is hkely to decrease the possibility of the 
introduction of pests into the State. We 
have !10 evidence before us that ratoon cotton 
is more subj oct 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 ra-tooning of cotton than 
by plant cotton. I sugge't to the Minister 
that he 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 
h1king the extreme step he proposes to take 
in connection with this measure. 

At 9.21 p.m., 
The SPEAKER resumed the chair. 

:Ylr MORGAN: It has been stated by the 
hun gentleman that ratoon cotton is not all 
of the same length of staple. Ho must admit 
thnt that applies to plant cotton. During 
t.he year just C'i:pired it would have been 
impossible for the crop grown in the State 
to be all of un equal length of staple. Any 
amount of thP cotton would perha!)s be an 
inch or thrcc··quarters of an inch in staple, 
but the whole of the lint produced from the 
plant cotton last year would not be of the 
same length of staple. 

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

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. 
T!w Minister has notified us that he intends 
to pay 5~cl. per lb. for cotton with a staple 
up to 11 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 tD produce coiton of 1;\:-inch 
staple; so that the hon. gentleman i.• really 
r<'ducing the price of the cotton. He is de­
dt<ding from the grower ~d. 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 backed 
clown 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 ~d. per lb. for seed for next year's crop. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: That ~cl. 
per lb. may go into the farmers' fund. 

:Mr. MORGAN: That may go into the 
farmer,' 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 5~d. per lb. for cotton of good 
commercial quality, and they have backed 
clown already. They are not going to pay 
5~d. per lb. for good quality cotton, but only 
5d. per lb. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: \Ve paid 
5~d. per lb. for good commercial cotton last 
year, irrespective of staple. 

Mr. MORGAN : Why are the Government 
paying 5cl. per lb. for good commercial 
quality cotton, irrespective of staple? They 
promised 5~d. per lb, for five years. 

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

Mr'. MORGA;\;: The Government entered 
into an agreement for five year~. 

ThE' SErRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The price 
'vas not 5~cl. per lb. for five years. 

Mr. M ORGAN: It was stated that 5~d. 
per lb. would be paid during that particular 
period. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTCRE: You are 
quite wrong. 

Mr. MORGAN: The price to be paid is 
not fixed in the Bill. \Ve have no guarantee 
that the price is going to be 5~cl. per lb. for 
cotton of 1!-inch staple. The Government, 
by regulation, can do just as they desire. 
The price ought to be fixed in the Bill. so 
that the people will know definitely what 
they are going to be paid. 

The SECRETARY FOR ~\GRICULTURE: It is a 
matter for the Commonwealth Government. 

:\1r. MORGAK: The Commonwealth 
Government have stated that they are agrE'e­
able to do what this Government recommends. 
::\Ir. Groom. the Federal Attornev-General, 
has alreaclv. notified the Minister, what his 
Governmetit are prepared to do. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIC'ULTURE: To share 
in any fair and reasonable guarantee. 

Mr. MORGAN: If it was a fair thing tn 
guarantee 5~cl. per lb. for last ,ITlH's crop, it 
is also fair and reasonable to guarantee· 5!d. 
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
_'custralian Cotton Growers' AsJociation for 
1, period of years, and are giving that Asso­
ciation a monopoly. By this Bill they are 
preventing anyone else from entering into 
competition with the Association. They even 
prevent the grower frorn ginning his own 
cotton. ::\"otwithstanding the fact that they 
have a special guarantee spread over a period 
of vears, the farmer is alwayf. 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 unc~rtainty. 

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 Governm · nt 
[9.30 p.m.J take pocsession 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. l am one of 
those who think that the price should be 
specified in tho BilL and I hope that in 
Conunittoc the lVlinister \vill agr ::o to give 
the gTo\ver a guarantee of greater security 
after the present crop. 

The Bill provides that no <;uarantee shall 
be r,.:-:garded 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 eotton grown 
on the extra area as he likes, but they will 
not guarantee him the fixed price of 5~d. per 
lb. If they are not prepared to take the 
crq,JJ 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 sav to the 
grow<~r. "We will pa_, you the gi~arantec 
for th·" 50 acres, but over and above that you 
>vill be at the mercy of Lhe buyers overseas." 

I notice in the '' Tel<>graph" to-day a 
paragraph which I >Yotdd like to read, since 
it concerns the Empii'e Cotton Growing Cor­
poration, about which the Minister has said 
a good deal and which has assisted Queens­
land by sen?ing out a very competent gentle­
man to advise and instruct us as to the grow­
ing of cotton. The paragraph states-

" London, lOth October. 
" Lord Derb,- (8rcretarv of State for 

\Var), speakin£ at the ami'ual meeting of 
the Empire Cotton Growing Corporation, 
while declining to discuss preference, 
expressed the opinion th>tt whatever could 
be done to extend cotton-growinO' in the 
Dominions must not merely bed advan­
tageous to the Dominions, but of the 
greatest advantage to Britain. He 
point~d out that white labour was impos­
Slble m manv parts of the Empir ', there­
fore he urged the corporation to encou­
rage the natives to grow cotton of the 
lw't type, even suppl} ing the natiYes with 
the best se·cd under the superintendence 
of experts. It was usekss for the natives 
to produce an inferior article. He 
b·lieycd 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 be 
grown by colour·ed labour. There is nothing 
to prevent the Americans from controlling 
the boil weevil-they know ho'' to get over 

[Mr. Mo·ryan. 

their difficulties very quickly ; they bring 
sci cnce to bear upon any question of that 
nature very promptly-and what use would 
the English market be to us then? The 
Americans put the Australian beef out of 
court and put !.he cattle industry here in 
such a position that it is not profitable. 

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

Mr. MORGAN: There is not a man on 
this side of the House who has advocated 
producing anything but the best article; but 
up to tht present the ~d:inister has not demon­
strated that ratoon cotton has had a fair 
trial, whilst it has been shown by hon. mem­
bers on this side, ho have quoted authorities 
from other parts of the >wrld, that climatic 
~onditions ha>'e a great effect on ratoon as 
well as on plant cDtton. Ratoon cotton is not 
grown in America bcc.mse of the frosts, and 
Q'H'< nsland seems to be eminently suitable 
for th'· growing of ratoon cotton, just as it 
is suitable for the growing of ratoon sugar­
cane. \Ye might just as well say that ratoon­
~ ~g- sugar-cane should bo cond2mne-d, as being 
likely to produce disease or encourage borers 
to a grea tor extent than plant cane, as to 
sav that ratoon cotton should be condemned 
for a similar reason. The cotton spinners 
in Groat Britain ha,-e never had an oppor­
tunity of proving whether ratoon cotton 
grown in Queensland is goDd or bad. They 
have condemned ratoon cotton because the 
ratoon cotton from other parts of the world 
has not been of equai quality with the seed 
cotton. The English spinners consider that 
tho ·ratoon cotton grown in Queensland is 
inferior to the seed cotton grown in Queens­
land. It mav be that the climatic conditions 
D£ Queensland are such that we can grow 
ratoon cotton of equal quality with seed 
cotton. I have submitted samples of ratoon 
and seod cotton grown in my district to the 
Government experts and the ·experts who went 
around the district. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: We have 
only two experts. \Yhich one did you submit 
it to? 

Mr. MORGAN: I submitted it to the 
expert from the Empire Cotton Gl'owers' 
Association. 

The SEOR>lTARY FOP ),GRICGLTCRE: We do 
net recognise those L'>.:perts. 

Mr . .MORGAN: LaBt year thoso experts 
went round the conntry and tolcl us to 
destroy this and plant that. Tlle Govern­
ment knew that they were going round 
amongst the farmers for the purpo''' Df 
instructing them, and now the JVlinis~;c,· tells 
us that tho,se men were let loose on the 
±armPrs as "Ueged expert' to guide the penplo 
und they were not expert, at all. I :tm pre­
pared to submit to the Government expert 
thre8 samples of ra toon cotton and ceed 
C<'·tton grown in QueensL:nd. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGIUCFLTlJRf':: He will 
b" able to tell the ratoou cotton bliMlfulded. 

Mr. MORGAN: I will giYe him an oppor­
tunity of doing so. A r·~an who has grown 
cotton ir, America and other part' of t,ho 
v>orld told me that he wa> prepared to put 
up £50 ag-ainst £50 sul,mitted bv a'1cthor 
expert, to be forwarded to the hopsital by the 
P''!·son -,·ho lost, if the other cxpor(· could 
t>ick out the ratoon .:otton from three >a::r.plcs 
of cotton produced. 

The PREMIER: Three average samples' 
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Mr. MORGAN: Yes. 
The PREMIER: He wo.,]d lose his money. 

Mr. MORGAN: Thi' man has grown 
cotton in America and other p;uts of the 
world. 

The PREMIER: He is a very rash man. 

Mr. MORGAN: I do not profeos to be an 
expert, but I have examined the cottoP. Hncl 
l cannot tell the clilt'erence between re.tDon 
C(Jtton a.nd seed cntron, although )t 1ne,~.~T be 
possible so io do. The Minister has not pro­
ducod any evidence to proYe that ratoon 
cctton in Queopsland is inferior to the ~Peel 
cotton in Queensland. That is the most 
important point. The 2\linister is juetificd 
in making the law as strict as po;;-'3iblt~ in 
order to prevent the intl"oduction of di~l'ascs 
and pests. At the present time he has power 
to dostrov fruit trees in crcbards and :1rds 
that may be responsible for the spread of 
the fruit fl,·_ and ho shcmld hav·· the samt' 
power in respect of cotton. He should ha VC 

power to say that the col ton plant shoulrl be 
cut level 1vlr,h the ground. Nobody "n'IJt; to 
allow thn plant to 'cane!. ?\o Ol!C who ha' 
r1dvocated the gro1vi·1g of ratoon cotton ls 
anxiour::. thut the phnt E',hould ~tan·J. aftc1· 
the cotton has been pich•d. If Hw planr ie 
cut level 11 ith the ground, there is an 01 •por­
tunity of geUin~· a crop . .-ith little or no i·ain. 

I want to toll the 'lini;rcr mY o-.·.n cxncri­
ercc. Last vear I put '!P acrC's ··under cotton·. 
Owing io the dry ~pell the cotton came 
through in son1e places ant; not in ether:-.. 
After it ca,mc through th,• cut.>\orm destro~·cd 
a number of the plants. After wmr other 
setbacks thoro were only 12 acre' th•tt v.-cre 
cr.pable of being piclu;i. 'l'he bt1lk of tlw 
people in my district did not pick at al! I 
cbtained from those 12 acres about £8 or 
£9 an acre. About the beginning of Sep­
tember I ploughed np the land again. bc;t 
bdore it was plougl->nd np I ha.d a led· at 
tbr plants and saw t:Dat r.hc~- IVC'rc bc~ginning 
to sprout. I pulled up ome of. tht• pl''llls 
nnd found ihat the root and the plant h"d 
grown about the saml The plant ·.r~s at;CJut 
3 feet high and the ro\JtB had g-Jn..:> clown 
a.bout 3 feet 6 inches below the surface•. They 
were in soil tha~ was 1noist. \v.hilc th:.: Stlil 2 
feet b(';lo'v the surfJ.ce \Yas ~o !ncist that 
wder could almo't b:· ecJllCCzerl f1 nn it. '\\-o 
1vere suro of a crop l1ad -..,ye not dc~troyt>c1 it. 

The SECRcTAR1' FOR \"RICl'LTl-RE: I h:tV(' 
never attempted to dr·w· that-yon cc:nld 
have got a crop. 

Mr. MORGAK: M,- case was only the 
caee of me.nv other farmers. I have the 
ground plo,1ghed up now ready to plant 
cotton as soon as ra1s1 contt"L 'The point is 
that the ratoon crop which could have been 
sold and would have given a return was 
!)loughocl out. I coulrf give the names of 
UHiliV unfortunate farmers \vho have 
ploughed out 20 or 3G >ecrcs of ratoon cotton. 
'!'hey have lost the fruits of their labour by 
bemg deprived of the right to sell the crop 
>hey were assured of. 

Mr. EDWARDS: Thr:t happens very often. 

Mr. MORGAK: Sonw of those men lost 
£100 worth of cotton and some an even 
g!'eatcr amount. 

The SECRETARY 'IOR AcRrcr-LTl:RE: That is 
assuming it was wonh 5~d. a lb. 

Mr. MORGAN: Yes. Has the Minister 
produced sufficient evidenc" to deprive a 
mau of hi,; livelihood in the face of the 

s ·.tsons we are going through? In good 
se-asons the hardship would not be so great. 

The SECRETARY ?OH AGRICULTURE: You did 
r;ot grow any cotton beforp the guarantee 
\va' given by the Government? 

Mr. MORGAX: No, but my growing 
cmton was not altogether the outcome of the 
pwrantee, ;,]though l admit that it had a, 
lot to do with it. \;~lhen cotton falls below 
52 d. a lb. very little will be grown, as it 
will not pay to ~row it. 

The PRE}!IER.: \V ill it assist to raise the 
'due of cotton to produce ratoon cotton? 

Mr. :MORGA~: I have tried to look at 
this question apart from a party viev·point 
~s I want to do the best for the cotton­
growers, but the :\1iuister has not produced 
arguments to outweic;h those used by the 
growers of ra toon cc•Hon. 

The SECRETARY FOI! AGRICCLTl:RE: You are 
very hard to su.tisfy. 

Mr. i\IORGAX: The Minister has only 
p~coduccd eYid0nce Irorn the spinners. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICvLTuRE: They are 
: fte clients. 

;'.lr. l\10RGA~: \','e should not be domin­
a tor! bv the spinners, who are practically 
"·ttling' the legislation that is being intro­
duced. 

The PRE:.nER: The Empire Cotton Growing 
Association has advised on it. 

l\lr. MORGAN: It must be admitted that 
the whole of the evidence against ratoon 
coiton has practically come from the spinnern. 
:\Ir. Crompton \Yood. at a hanquet. smd 
that we ought to he able to grow cotton m 
Queenshnd at 3~d. a lb. Does the Minist~r 
re ..Jlv think that \'·e can grow cotton m 
('uee'nsla.nd at 3~d. a lb.? From my experi­
c.'nce I know that men engaged in picking 
coiton receive Hd. a lb., and in many locali­
ties they are paid 2d. a lb. If that is so, 
what is the grmYer to get? He \nll get 
rn·act ically nothing. \Vhen all is said a!'d 
c:cnc, it is merelv e, matter of the pnce 
winch will be obtained. 

The SECRL fARY FOR AGRICULTcRE : It costs 
as much to pick ratorm and inferior cotton as 
it does to pick plam cotton. 

:\lr. MORGA=": R:ttoon cotton can be 
picked more cheaply than plant cotton owing 
lo the fact that a c;reat de:tl more can be 
picked. Taking- last year as a criterion, I 
clisco,~crcd that you can pick a greater 
r1uantity of ratoon cotton in one day than 
you can of plant cotton. 

Thn SECRETARY FOR AGRICcLTcRE : The 
leP.gth is unsatisfactory. 

:\fr. MORGAX: That 1s a matter of 
opinion. I IYas -shown some ratoon cotton 
to-d:-•v in this I-Iousc -which IYas r·.Jual in 
lt>ngth to ~ny cotton grown. One earl judge 
its ]eno:th ea,ih-. I know how to tease it 
out. and C\'Pn ·a novicP may find out the 
leng-th after being once instructed how to do 
so. 

The PRD!IER: It is not so easy to judge 
thr, eYcnnr:sc of the cotton. 

}\fr. ::\10RGAN: I am sure that from a 
1engt h pci1'!t of YiCl.Y we can prc.dure any 
um~unt o' cotton this _vPar that will be 
equal to ny plitnt cotton. 

The PRE}!TER: Evcnnc·'" of strength and 
lcnQ·th of staple are two details to be con­
sidCrcd. 

111r . .Morgan.] 
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Mr. M ORGAN: That cannot be distin­
guished even by an expert. The hon. mem­
ber fnr Barcoo told us to-night, reading 
from an extract, that onlv the machine is 
capable of distingL>ishing plant cotton from 
ratoon cotton. 

Th<o SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The hon. 
mNnber for Barcoo also showed that that 
is not so with respect to wool. 

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

_?ylr. DcLCOCK: Supposing you get a ewe 
'"ntn two \cars' wool on its back is it not 
-of le~-ser vUlue than wool frorn a ~\\'e a vear 
cld '! You might <>all that ratoon wool. 
(Laughter.) 

Mr. M0RGAN: Let me ask the hon. 
member this question: Supposing you get a 
wether four years old and a wether one year 
ok!, which gi\·es the better wool? The hon. 
wember mentioned a ewe, which may have 
had se,·cral lambs. I say that the four-year­
old wool is better than the one-year-old wool, 
and that the hon. member's arcrument goe; 
for nothing. The four-vear-old ~wether wool 
is ratoon \\Oo!, and is better than the plant 
wool of the one-year-old wether. (Laughter.) 

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

:Mr. MORGAN: Everv hon. member wl:o 
desires to speak on this' question should do 
so. It is a most important matter--

?yJr. KIRWAN: It is important that \\3 

should do the rigl;i; thing. 

Mr. ?yJORGA::"i: Exactlv. and cv~rvor••' 
will have to shoulder the· responsibility of 
deciding for or against this Bill. I aPr 
prepared to shoulder my re,ponsibilities .. ond 
I feel sure other members are also preoared 
to shoulder their responsibilities. I am 
more or le's voting in the dark on this nues­
tion of ratoon cotton. I ;o:>ve encleavo~1red 
to get all the information possible. I !wve 
read both sides of the argument, and still 
I have a doubt in my mind. I cannot 
honestly say that I can support the prohibi­
tion against the ratooning of cotton. I want 
more evidence. But whatever I do I am 
prepared to shoulder the responsibility for 
my action, and only time will tell whcth~r 
the Gonrnment were justified in bringinc; 
in this meaeure, or whether they were hasty 
in the cone! usion arrived at. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIOCLTURE: If \'·)11 

support the ratooning of cotton the day ;,ilJ 
come when you will be very sorry. 

Mr. :YIORGAN: On the other hand, if I 
vote to prohibit the ratooning of cotton, I 
mr.c· be soNy. I was sorry for the men who 
lo.st their crop last year. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICl'LTURE: We all 
ar~~ 

M'·. MORGAN: I should be ~orry 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 f.rorr{ that 
land owing to the weather conditions. It 
is an enormous responsibility to place on the 
shoulders of any member of Parliament. and 
therefore I want all the information I can 
po81Sibly get. The discussion that may take 
place on this measure should be listened to 
aHentively by members on both sides of tlw 
House, and no heat should be displayed 

[Mr. 111 organ. 

M(·mbers on this side. if they support the 
ratooning of cotton, have to shoulder cn'l 
responsibilit.v of their action, and the sa m-' 
thing applies to members on the Governme7lt 
side if they vote against the ra tooning of 
cotton. 'I'hey have to shoulder their respon­
siLilities, and only time will tell whether the 
Bill io justifiable or not. 

Mr. DEACON (Cunninglwm): I cannot 
speak with any experience of cotton-growing, 
because my line of farming is altogether 
difl'erent, 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, anct 
it is a. very difficult matter, now that w•= 
have heard the evidence on ono side and on 
Ur<o other, to say whether we should allow 
pecple to ratoon their cotton or not. 3o fH,l' 

as l understand the matter, it is all a quoo· 
tion of the manufacturer and the <\'rower, 
anJ the manufacturer, no lmatiter how 
capnble he may bo to form an opinion from 
tlt'" manufacturing point of view, certainly 
has not had the opportunity to know what 
th.o Queensland climate can do. It has been 
pointed out quite clearly in the evidence 
placed before us to-night that a trt>mend"u' 
!Jroportion of the cotton grown in Queens­
land in the past has been ratoon cotton. 

Cotton-gro'vjng is no nolv thing in QuPens­
land. The first cotton was grown in 1860, 
on an area of something like 14 acres, alJJ 
ratooning, I understand, has been going on 
fairlv continuousl v ever since. ....lt tin1es a 
b,rg.~ area of cotton has been grown and all 
exported to the same manufacturers who are 
now condemning r.atooning. Could the~e 
manufacturers at any time sav that the 
rate-on cotton grown in Queensland was of 
no value! \V c have had experts coming 
here from the old country~expert" co'•­
nectod with the manuhcturing industry-·-aud 
thev have told us tin,e after time that the 
Queensland cotton "as good cotton, yet a 
It.r~;e proportion of that cotton was ratc,on 
cotton. It is very difficult to understand 
wh:,- there had been such a sudden con­
dumnation of ra.toon cotton. I am in the 
same position as the hon. member fo~ 
Mur·illa. who said he found it difficult to 
bring h-imself to compel people not to g·rc.w 
things when they wore willing to take all 
the risk themselves. It is hard if we are 
goint; to tell farmers that they must JF•t 
grow things when they themselves will bo 
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 
them to do, and of which they are willing 
!o take all the risk. The only question we 
should consider is whether we are justified 
in preventing others from engaging in the 
grc· wing of this type of cotton. After hear­
ing the opinions of pP·Op!e who have grown 
cotton, I am rather doubtful if cotton-gro>•'­
ing is going to be any good to Queensland 
at all. We know that in all parts of Queens­
la"ld the spring is uncertain~i t is the one 
period of the year which is uncertain~and 
apparently we have to depend on the spring 
m·ery year as to whether we are going to 
have a successful cotton crop. vVhen it 
comes clown to an annual plant we shouid 
ser.jouslv consider whether we should put 
capital 'into growing cotton at all. 

Mr. KrRWAN: 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 
larg-e nu1nber of farn1ers giYing up the cotton 
industry and going in for mixed farming, 
dairying, etc., as being more profitable. If, 
after cotton-growing has been established 
there for so many years and they have had 
the advantage of plenty of labour, they are 
leaving the industry now when prices arc 
high, what is the use of our starting here 
if the'> do not find it profitable? I listened 
more attentively to the Minister on this point 
th:m on any other, and it seems to me that 
it will be good enoug·h under these circum­
stance; to leave the whole business alone. It 
has been stated that cotton would be more 
profitable as a catch-crop in conjunction with 
other cropc;, The men who have grown the 
most cotton are ihose who ha vc made cotton 
their 1nain crop. No crop can ever be grown 
to larg~ dimensions unless it is grown as a 
main crop by the majority of those who are 
engaged in it. 

Mr. KIRWAOf: Yes, and vou must also have 
a etandard. · 

Mr. DEACOi';: If vve ttrc going to set up 
a standard that the people cannot attain, and 
that they will not ntter11pt to attain. it is 

nnpossibk to keep the indmtry 
[10 p.m.J going. A ,;ood deal has been 

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

Mr. BuLCOCK: In what way was I con­
temptuous'! 

Mr. DEACOX: Thn hc•n. membr"· referred 
to a handful of scrub farmers as if th,,v were 
onh· a poor lot am! nc1i worthy of much 
cor!sideration. If there were any 'in his elec­
torate,. I am sure he would say ,omething 
very drffcrcnt. But even if there arc only a 
h<wdful, we ha,-e to remember that they can­
tJOt plough. The whole of their ground is 
unstumpcd. 1t is im)JOssible to clear out the 
stun1ps even with GoYerr.1ment aid, because 
it would be impossible to make farming pro­
f\(able after going to such expense. \\'hen 
you come to clear son1e serulJ countrv it will 
cost you £35 an acre> • 

The SECRETARY FOR AGlUCCLTI:RE: They can 
put in plant cotton with a hoc on scrub land. 

Mr. DEACON: I have seen scrub farms 
and I know that they cannot be ploughed for 
many years after the scn1b has b0en felled, 
vnd no Jnan 'vith any extJerience of farming 
-of course hon. memben opposite bave no 
experience, a.nd I am sorry for them-wmld 
attempt to do so If he could leave the plant 
cotton in and ratoon it for three or four V(~ars 
urttil the stumps rotted- -and they rot ·v-ery 
'}Uickly in scrub country-then he could 
plough ·and grow plant crops. lt is impos­
sible for a man on a •ww serub farm to piant 
cotton every year. He has either t0 try 
ntooning or noi grow it at all, so that by 
insisting that all plants shall be cut out after 
the first year the Goven.ment are g·oinf( to 
cut out cotton growing by scrub farmers alto­
gether, and scrub farmet·s-even if they are 
only a handful-are worth considering :ts we 
expect them to do their ~hare in the develop­
ment of Queensland. 

I said a littl<l while ago that I was dcubt­
fu[ whether it was worth while bothering 
about cotton. Take the people on ihe Dc,wns 

iE a season like thi:c. They certainly lwve 
land on which they could plant cot1on. 

An annual crop is a very expensive one. 
It means all hand labour. and hand labour 
jn this, country i:-3 a very expensive item, 
..tnd is likelv io continue so. ·we have done 
v erv well In this countrv with verv little 
cot Con to speak of. It is ;10t cotton that has 
made Queensland what it is to-dav. \Ve 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 
industrv. thev will be able to hold their nwn 
and still bring into Queensland the great 
amour,t of wealth that they have mtroduc<ed 
in the past by following their present aYoca · 
tions. The Downs produce, acre for acre. as 
m:.rch as any other district in Queensland 
thP same size. It will not be worth while 
for ihe Downs farmers unless thev can l1ave 
the plants for the following yea~·. One of 
the great advantages of lucerne is that it 
stands. One of the advantages of cotton­
growing that has been held out for a con­
sidcn.ble time is that the plant would be 
there the following year. 

Let me take the que>tion of eotton-growing 
in the warmc>r parts of the State. The Bill 
prcn·ides that the definition of "cotton" shall 
be that which is planted and harvested 
in the y~ar it is sown. I understand 
that it IS quite possible in some 
of the northern parts of the State to plant 
cotton in the early part of the winter. ard 
it may possibly grow up and bear boils m 
the spring. According to the Bill, the 
people will ha.-e to wipe out that cotton 
before it has a chance of rcachmg that stage. 
There is a great deal in the Bill that wan~s 
to be thoroughly considered before 1t rs 
passed in its present form. It may possibly 
prev-ent some people starting in the industry 
in the North. and it will certamly prevent 
some fron1 starting on the Downs. 

Hon. F. T. BRENNAN: Why? 

:\!Ir. DEA·CON: I have alrea-dy giYen my 
rea sons. The hon. gentleman was out of the 
Chamber, and if I was to repeat them _agam 
I would get into trouble: ,~ ask ~In;, to 
excuse me and read them In Hansard. 

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

Mr. DEACON: I .am not out to spoil the 
market. When vou hear the Minister say 
that the growing. of ratoon cotton i~ becom­
ing unprofitable in other cou_ntnes, rs rt not 
a fair inference to sav that It might not be 
nrofite,ble to g-row it 'here? We have to go 
~ery thoroughly into this question. 

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

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC \VORKS: That 
is one of the objections. 

Mr. DEACO:'-J : The main pests with cot­
ton are the pink weevil and the American 
boil weevil. They cannot start here unless 
thcv are broucrht here. Growing ratoon 
cotton will not encourage them. It might 
if thev were already here. There are many 
pests 'already in the State which have not 
been discussed. 

A GoVEROfl\.!ENT MEMBER : There are. 

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

Mr. Deacon.1 
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House, but there :1re certainly no pests on 
this side. 

Hon. F. T. BRE~NAN: They are all ratoons 
on the opposite side. 

Mr. DEACON: VIe are endeavouring to 
improve the Bill for the Government. The 
Go~ernment are never willing to go in the 
right way. There S<'ems to be some natural 
kink on that side of the House, because, if 
theore is a wrong wa:, oi doing a thing, they 
will do it. 

The SPEAKER : Th(' hon. member must 
address his remark£ io the Bill. 

Mr. DEACON: I 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 post. I 
have seen a field OD the Downs eaten out 
in a few days by this insect. It is also 
prC>valenL on the coast, and is a pe·t that 
has a!'· ays been here. It is a hibernating 
pest. Then thoro ar<:o the maize grub and 
several other grubs which attack crops 
ailied to cotton. They are already in the 
country, and not one of them is a ·talk pest. 
They are foliage pests. They only attack 
the plant when it is young or when it 
reaches the flowering stage. I fail to see 
how this Bill is going to stop pest, from 
being carried from place to place. If a 
district is infe,ted v, ith any of the pests I 
haYc m.cntioned, it •can be qnuantined. Any 
cotton field that i''· infested can also be 
quarantined, but cotton is the only plant 
mentioned in the Bill that is likely to be 
que,·rantinod. That would not stop the 
pumpkin bug. 

Hon. F. T. BRENNAN: 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 t.o destroy pests. vVe have 
ar; Act on the stKtute-book under which 
orchardists are supposted to destroy any fruit 
that falls to the grouetd in order to minimise 
the evil of the fruit fly. Anywhere in 
Queemland who bothers? Nobody bothers 
in the di,tricts where fruit is the main 
industry. The Go\70rnn1ent never compel 
anybody to adhere to the restrictions. We 
nw.y have inspectors who are supposed to 
carrc, out the restrictions, but they never 
do it. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICcLTURE: vVe will 
make you an honor:try inspector if you like. 

Mr. DEACON: If the hon. gentleman did 
make honorar:~ inspectors, the job would not 
be done. \Ve would have the same state of 
affairs e,-en if the hon. gentleman had an 
army of honorary inspectors right over 
Queensland. Thev would never bother their 
neighbours. \Ve 'have legislated to prevent 
thP'e pests, but we have not stopped a single 
one. 

Mr. WEIR: \Ve .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 
eurth is e-oing 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 
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bagmen. They are the most dependent 
persons on earth, and will use whate:ver 
matches they like. 

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

Mr. DE},CON: 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 inferior 
butter and moat. 

Mr. DEACOX: I submit that it is unfor­
tunate thn t the Gm·ernment shonld fail to 
consider the opinions of the growers. They 
should be considered most. 

:vir. \VEIR: ::\o; the State should be 
considered most. 

Mr. DEACON : If the grov:ers 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. BRENXAX: It is grown for 
export. 

Mr. DEACOT\' : What else would they be 
growing it for but for export? \Vhat is the 
use of going into a detail like that? There 
ar~ a certain nun1ber of farmers who are 
represented here to-night by hon. members 
on this side of the House who say that they 
only desire permission to grow the crop they 
wish to in their own way and to take all the 
risk. 

:vir GLEDSOX: The trouble is they do not 
take the risk. 

Mr. DEACON: If the argumonts put u!f 
by the Opposition do not just~fy the growing 
of ra,toon cotton, they certamly show that 
there is a good case. The first thing that the 
Government should do is to inquire into any 
possibk case of injustice. It is possible under 
this Bill that a certain number of farme~s 
mav suffer a great injustice. They may lose 
sorr1ething they have counted on to r>arry 
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 
ha vo planted at all. Their claims ought to 
be considered, and ih?y should be given a 
further chance to make good their case. Up 
to the present they say they did not. know 
the evidence the GoYernmrnt have to ]ustrfy 
them in prohibiting ratooning. That evi­
dence was unknown to members of this House. 
Until the Minister gave his reasons to-night 
nobodv outside or inside this J-Iou&e knew 
the hill reasons why the Government pro­
hibited ratooning. There arP. good reason" 
why we should dela: this matter for another­
year, if we do no more. For at h?ast 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 
ratool'. crop. I hope the matter will be giYcn 
that consideration by the Government to 
which it is entitled. 

Mr. SWAYNE (Mirani): I beg to move 
the adjournment of the debate. 

Question put and passed. 
The resumption of the debate was made an 

Ordor of the Dav for Tuesday next. 
The House adjourned at 10.21 p.m. 




