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1608 Questions.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.

TUESDAY, 28 Ocroser, 1919.

The Sresxer (Hon. W. Lennon, Herbert)
took the chair at half-past 3 o’clock p.m.

CONSTITUTION ACT AMENDMENT
BILL, No. 2.
ASSENT.

The SPEAKER announced the receipt from
His Excellency the Governor of a message
conveying His Majesty's assent to this Bill.

GovernMENT MeMBERS : Hear, hear!

QUESTIONS.
CorToN VALE RESUMPTION.

My, ROBERTS (East Toowoomba), in the
absence of Mr. Morgan, asked the Secretary
for Public Lands—

1. From whom has the land been
resumed for the Cotton Vale settlement
for returned soldiers?

“ 2. Compensation agreed upon?

3. Who mnegotiated the
resumption on behalf of the
ment?”’

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
{Hon. J. H. Coyne, Warrego) replied—

“1. Jesse Patrick Halloran, Joseph
Kenten Thompson, Frederick Thomas
Marsden, dward Butler, George Butler,
Samuel  Meharg, Hdward Richard
William Denham, Gilbert Charles Butler,
Stanford James Butler, Michael Richard
Connell Fleming, Johann Joachim Fried-
rich Heinrich Hollmann, Bruce Jefferies,
David Bridge, Edwin Garland, William
Clarke Thompson, John Lionel Browne,
Joseph Herman Christy Greer, Alfred
John Southee, Maria Louisa Fleming

proposed
Govern-

{wife of M. R. C. Fleming), William .

Burton, Arthur Francis Kemp, Joseph
MecLucas, Thomas Henry Batterham,
Ann Batterham, and William Knight.
Q2. Notice of resumption has been
given, but in no case has compensation
vet been agreed upon or determined by
the Land Court.
3. No person negotiated the resump-
tion. Action was taken by the depart-
ment to satisfy a demand by refurned
soldiers for orchard land in that locality.”

WorE FOrR ToowoomBa UNEMPLOYED.

Mr. ROBERTS (East Toowoomba) asked
the Secretary for Railways—

“In view of the considerable number
of unemployed in the Toowoomba district,
will he confer with the Engineer of
Railways as to immediately offering
employment on the earthworks necessary
in connection with proposed new engine
+heds, ete., at Toowoomba?’* :

The PREMIER (Hon. E. G. Theodore,
Chillagoe) replied—

““ This proposal is now before the Royal
Commission on Public Works for investi-
gation and report, Work cannot be
commenced until report is tabled.”

[ASSEMBLY.]

Liquor Aet, Ktc., Bill.

Pranks oF “ TickLe Tor Jor.”

Mr. PETRIE (7Toombul) asked the hon.
member for Mackay—

““Has his attention been called to a
paragraph appearing in the ¢ Brisbane
Courier,” dated 23rd October, headed
¢ Pranks at Mackay’ ?

“2, If so, did he, as member of the
district, approach the Commissioner of
Police, with the view of getting the

- assistance of the police to help the
citizens’  vigilance committes being
formed there for the purpose of securing
the arrest of the man called ‘¢ Tickle Toe
Joe’ mentioned in that article?”

Mr. SMITH (Mackay) replied—

“1. Yes.

I have read the paragraph
referred to.

2. I have not approached the Com-
missioner of Police, as suggested by the
Lon. member, as I have every confidence
in Inspector Daly and his officers at
Mackay, who are at all times zealous in
the execution of their duties.”

(Ioud Government laughter.)

ADVERTISING IN NEWSPAPERS.
RETURN 70 ORDER.

The following paper laid on the

table : —

“ Return to Order made by the House
on 13th August last, on the motion of
Mr. Petrie, giving the names of news-
papers receiving Government advertise:
ments.”’

was

PAPER.
The following paper, laid on the table,
was ordered to be printed:—

< Annual report of the Commissioner
of Public Health.”

LIQUOR ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
© INTTIaTION 18 COMMITTEE.

(Mr. Bertram, Marece, in the chair.)
The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. W.
MceCormack, Cairns) moved—

¢ That it is desirable that a Bill be
introduced to further amend the Liquor
Act of 1912 in certain particulars.”

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): 1 am assuming
that there is no further information fo be
given by the Minister in addition to that
he gave on the previous stage?

The HoME SECRETARY : You got practically
the whole of it.

Mr. VOWLES: I shall wait till the Biil
comes before us, and then give it close study.

Question put and passed.

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN
reported the resolution, which was agreed to.

FirsT READING.

On the motion of the HOME SECRETARY,
the Bill was read a first time.

The second reading was made an Order of
the Day for to-morrow.



Profiteering

PROFITEERING PREVENTION BILL.
Yy oni READING—RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

Mr. WINSTANLEY (Queenton): I desire
+5 make a few observations on this Bill
hefore it goes through its second reading.
Many speeches have already been made
upon it, and apparently a good deal of
diversity of opinion exists, both with regard
to the existence of profiteering and the pre-
vention of it. There are members on the
other :ide who tell us that no such thing as
profitecring exists, and that therefore there
Is no uecessity to attermapt to prevent it. I
do not think that anybody who goes about
swwith his eyes and ears open can be under any
misapprehension upon the subject—can have
any doubt as to whether it exists or not. I
ant certainly one of those who think that
profiteering does exist to a very large extent,
not only in Queensland, but also practically
the wide world over, and T also think it can
be dealt with, What this Government are
endeavouring to do in the Bill before us—
on which the Minister made an exception-
ally fine speech and gave a vast amount of
information—is to deal with 1t, and I
certainly think that an honest attempt is
going to he made to deal with profiteering,
s it exists in Queensland, and as we know
it at the present time.

The law of supply and demand has been
introduced in  this connection—has been
discussed repeatedly—and we are told that
the reason for high prices at the present time
i> the scarcity of the goods for which high
prices are charged. If that were so we all
know that high prices would be inevitable.
1 do not think that anybody on this side of
the House is so ill-acquainted with the law
of supply and demand as not to know that
when things are scarce they cannot be cheap.
but. on the other hand, we know perfectly well
that they are not always cheap when they are
plentiful. That is where the difficulty arises.
There is such a thing as a natural scarcity
of an article. and therc is also such a thing
as an artificial scarcity of that article, and
it is with the artificial scarcity of commodi-
ties that the Government, at any rate, are
unxious to deal. On this particular point
President Wilson has had something to say,
because profiteering is not confined to any
country or State. It has been rampant
practicaily all over the wide world during
the last four or five years, and addressing
{ongress on it President Wilson says—

* The prices the people are paying for
everything it is necessary for them to use
in order to live are not justified by a
shoriage in supply. either present or pro-
speetive, and in many cases are artifically
created by vicious practices which ought
to  he immediately checked by law.
They constitute a burden upon us which
js the more unbearable because we know
that it is wilfully imposed by those
who have the power. and that it can
by vigorous public action be greatly
lichtened and be made to square with
the actual conditions of supply and
demand.

““ Some of the methods by which these
prices are produced are illegal, some of
them ecriminal, but others have not yet
been brought under the law, and should
Le dealt with at once by legislation.”

And what President Wilson points out as
being the cause in America, as well as in
other countries, is apropos of Queensland and
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the other Australian States, and for that
reason the Government are going to make
an attempt to deal with those persons, who
are nothing else, in some instances, than
criminals, and are ‘going to try, so far as
lies in their power, to control prices and
keep them, at any rate, within something
like the bounds of reason and decency.
(Hear, hear!)

The question of the cost of production has
also been pretty freely discussed, and when
the hon. member for Drayton deals with the
cost of production he seems to think that the
cost of production in the Drayton electorate,
or, at any vate, on the Darling Dowans,
should be the cost of production for prac-
tically the whole of Australia. But the cost
of production is not decided by the cost in
one particular distriet, particularly when it
is suffering from the disabilities of drought
or some other disaster, but it is decided by
practically the average cost of production the
wide world over, which means that prices are
fixed by London parity, as is tho case with
most of our dairy produce. So it is a very
one-eyed and small view to take to say that
because the cost of production is as high as
or even something over the selling price,
that price should be maintained or raised
when the cost of production is lower in other
places where conditions are much better. It
is certain that whilst the cost of production
of dairy produce on the Darling Downs for
the last year or two may have been over the
market price, there nevertheless are other
places where people—if they have not been
amassing fortuncs—have been doing excep-
tionally well and reaping exceptionally large
incormes.

Now, in view of the cry we have heard
from various prominent individuals regard-
ing the need for more production—Mr. Lloyd
George has impressed upon people 11 the
old country the need there is for more pro-
duction. and William Morris Hughes has
taken up the same stand iu Australia—it
scems a passing strange thing that while there
:s the need—and, no doubt, there is—for
increased production, the production that has
taken place should not be looked after and
conserved better than it is at the present
time, I read an article quite recently i one
of the Brisbane papers, headed ¢ Profiteering
Gone Mad.” It points out the conditions that
exist in some countiries where the need for
increased production is infinitely greater than
it is even in Australia at the present time.
The writer of this article says—

“The American army in France is left.
at the end of the war, with 100,000 motor
vehicles. mostly little worn, with huge
stores of unused provisions, clothing, and
boots. All these things are bitterly
needed by would-be Firench buyers. The
motors, in particular, would be invalu-
able in helping to set industry gomng
again and in supplying the other trans-
port urgently needed in the devastated
districts. The Americans, who have no
marine transport to spare, are willing to
sell. But the French motor manufac-
turers, though gorged, like those of other
belligerent countries, with war profits,
have mot been ashamed to procure from
the French Government a veto on_any
sale of the American goods to private
French purchasers, and a refusal by the
French Government to buy them itself.
Accordingly the motor vehicles are now
being burnt wholesale, that the war

Mr. Winstanley.]
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profiteers of the French motor.trade may
exploit to the full the distresses of their
countrymen, and incidentally inflict a
serious loss on France’s Amecrican allies.
The same spirit is at work in England,
where groups of traders already dis-
tended with war profits have been
steadily intriguing to keep up, for their
further enrichment, the extortionate war
prices which, more than anything else,
render a violent attempt at revolution
possible.  With those overfed ‘cater-
pillars of the Commonwealth’ at one
extreme, and a large number of believers
in the magic virtue of mere destructivism
at the other, the countries which are not
already in a state of civil war combined
with starvation will be lucky if they pull

through.
“From other sources we get added
details.  Millions of pounds’ worth of

army boots, clothing, tarpaulins, bedding,
and provisions all sent up to the heavens
m smoke that reaches for 50 miles,
de*‘»t'roycd at the dictates of French
capitalism, destroyed at the instance of
a gang which has the colossal impudence
to chide the working classes for not pro-
ducing enough.  “Tncreased praeduction,’
cry these condemned rascals; ‘increased
production can alone save the State from
the debts of war; increasad production
alone can bring reduced costs of living
and save civilisation.’

“And cven as they cry, they order
the destruction of millions of “pounds’
worth of wealth of which the world is
urgently in need.

“The British Government is on the

same tack.  Four thousand damaged
British motor-cars, says the ‘ Daily News’
(20th  June, 1919},  were deliberately

burned in a bonfire near Wissant.

¥ Ther destroy in order
their profits.
tinashamed.”

It does seem a strange thing, in view of these
facts, that people who want to benefit per-
sonally can bring about a state of affairs
that uhlngs‘whlch are actually needed bv
the people in those particular countries are
allowed to be destroyed, because they would
Interfere with their individual profits and
mdividual bencfit. Vot it is an absolute
fact that the same thing has taken place
repeatedly, perhaps on a smaller seale and
perhaps, with other commodities, Wherever
the price is desired to be kept at one pax-
ticular level it has been a common thing
even in Australia, to destroy products rather
than put them on the market at the risk of
getting a lower price then they were getting.
As a matter of fact, it used to be a common
practice in Brisbane, when fish would not
fetch the average ruling price, to dump it
back into the river rather than give it to
the people 2t a price which they could afford
to pay. What has been done in that par-
tmulay instance has been done all round,
practically the wide world over, to Lkeep
up prices to the level at which they were
during the war. It seems to me essential
that something should be done at the present
time to try and remedy this state of affairs
and to see whether, after all, there is not
somebody trying to levy blackmail on the
community by charging prices which they
have no right to ask or to get. I have
heard a good deal lately about where the
workers are robbed. It has been said over

(M r. Winstanley.

g rder to maintain
It is capitalism, naked and
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and over again that the present indus-
trialists are organising at the point of pro-
duction, and that is where the workers are
robbed. It may be quite truc in many
instances that the workers are robbed at
the point of production—robbed on the job
—but that is by no means the only place,
for the simple reason that they are robbed
practically all along the line from the point
of production to the point of consumption.
Everybody who turns over the products
which the workers produce wants his share—
sometimes more than a fair or reasonable
share—and the consequence is that by the
time the products reach the consumer—who,
after all, in many instances, is the producer
—they are increased in value and cost until
they are practically beyond his reach. For
that reason it seems to me there are good,
solid grounds for the Bill that has been
introduced, in order that efforts may be made
to ascertain what is the correct value of
some of these things, and where more than
the value is being charged, to bring to book
the people who are trying to charge these
values and extract from the community thas
which really does not belong to them; at any
rate, to get these things to the people at
something like a fair and reasonable price.
Evidence has bcen given of the fact that
every balance-shecet and every vreturn of
every large company shows that during the
war period they have made profits which
were beyond the bounds both of right and
reason, far beyond anything they made pre-
vious to the war. Yet we arc told by people
that nobody ought to make exceptional pro-
fits. When the war first commenced we were
told that nobody in Queensland Jesived to
make more than what was a fair and aver-
age pre-war price. Our experience and
observation have taught us that such has nos
been the case. When everybody clse has
made his profit—when the producer and the
middlemen who have turned it over, and
the shippers have all had their cut out of
it—in a great many instances in isolated
Queensland towns of fair size and a fair
amount of importance, it is a practice that
takes place regularly for the retailers to get
together every fortnight—sometimes oftener
than that if the necessity arises—and fix the
prices at which they will sell practically all
the standard lines and some other line+ which
are outside standard. It is more than any
individual dare do, to sell below the price
they fix. Sometimes these prices may be
fair and reasonable. At other times they
are neither fair nor reasonable. On one or
two occasions recently men who have been
able to buy at a fair price and wanted to
sell at a fair price have taken it upon them-
selves to do so. They got themselves into
serious trouble. Action was taken there on
similar lines to those decided wupon by f;he
Brisbane merchants—revelation of which
was made in this House. They were placed
on the black list and every difficulty and
obstacle placed in the way of their getting
supplies {from merchants after having taken
that stand. It is a common occurrence, prac-
tically all over Queensland, for people to
do this kind of thing. It scems to me there
is ample need for a review at the present
time of the methods that are being adopted
by some of these people, and some attempt
made to bring them to book and see that
the people get the necessities of life—for,
after all, that is what they are dealing with
—at something like a fair and reasonable
rate. Practically every country in the world
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has to take some steps at the present time
to deal with this particular subject. Some
criticism has been passed upon the Bill, and
comparisons have been made with a Bill
introduced in 1914 at the commencement of
the war. In the British House of Commons
a Bill has been introduced and passed dealing
with this particular subject, but the people
who have discussed it are by no means satis-
fied with it. One leading London newspaper
writes—

“After shattering criticism by members
of all parties, the Profiteering Bill
passed through all its stages in the
House of Commons in the record time
of four days, Nobody expects that it
will have much effect, but everybody
feels that something must be done
immediately. So this temporary, stop-
gap device is adopted by general con-
sent, but is limited in its operation to
six months. The speeches of the House
were of more value than the Bill, for
they demonstrated that members jare
really roused to a sense of the scandal.
No remark was more significant than
that of TLord Winterton, who declared
emphatically that no one in the country
ought to be richer as the vesult of the
war. Unfortunately, it is rather late in
the day to discover this principle. One’s
first impression of the Bill is confirmed.
The only man it is likely to penalise is
the retailer who tries to help himself
to a small share of the plunder after the
big dealers and speculators have had
their picking. But we are promised in
the "autumn another Bill dealing with
trusts, which will be getting nearer the
source of anti-social profitecring.
Whether, however, the trusts can be suec-
cessfully dealt with except by arrange-
ment with other Governments. is doubt-
ful, as the great trusts have international
ramifications. We are affected, for
instance, by the monopoly of the ‘Big
Five,” the Chicago packing firms, which
have nearly succeeded in controlling the
food supply of the United States. These
firms hold interests in 762 companies,
producing or dealing in 775 commodities,
and have a grip on the market in regard
to other things hesides food. They can,
for instance, regulate the price of boots

through their control of hides. The
trust is a hydra-headed monster, very
difficalt to destroy. But there is one

method by which our Government could
long ago have steadied prices. It could
have removed the embargoes on imports,
as it is going to do on 1st September.”’

Now it is quite evident that thev are not
expecting very great results, for the simple
reason that the Bill is only going to be
operative for six months, and it is neither
comprehensive enough nor wide enough to
get over the forces that are at work. The
same thing applied to the Bill which was
introduced here in 1914, Something has
been said in refercnce to it. It was pointed
out by one speaker that the Government, at
the present time, had all the power needed
to doal with the situation as they find it.
The Bill which was introduced in" 1914 was
neither comprehensive enough nor wide
enough in its ramifications to do anything
like justice to the position as we find it at
the present time. As a matter of fact,
n:embers who were sitting on this side of the
Housce at that time supporting the Govern-
ment frankly admitted, when the Bill was

{28 OcToBER.]
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being discussed, that it would not do very
much in the direction indicated. Mr. Archer
—hon. member for Normanby—discussing
that Bill said—
“ This is not a price-fixing measure
at all.”

He also said—
¢ Ninety-nine per cent. of the traders
arc patriotic enough, or decent enough,
not to take advantage of the war.”
Now, that was a very fine sentiment to
express, and I have no doubt Mr. Archer
believed it when he expressed it, but experi-

ence has taught wus that practically 98
per cent. have taken advantage of the
opportunity, and made the very most

they could out of the commodities with which
they have been dealing while the war was
going on. Mr. Forsyth, the hon. member
for Murrumba, agreed with the Bill and
expressed the opinion that prices all round
would not be increased. The hon. member
for Carnarvon, Mr. Gunn, said
[4 p.m.} that the graziers would be agree-
able to accept prices for their
stock fixed on the pre-war rates. I have no
doubt that the hon. member believed that
statement when he made it. I well remember
that Mr. Booker also made that statement,
but 1 was not aware that the hon. member
for Carnarvon also made it. I turned up
*“ Hansard” and read the speeches that were
made on that occasion when I noticed what
the hon. member for Carnarvon had to say
on that question.
Mr. Gusn: I would like to get pre-war
prices for my cattle now—for fat stock.

Mr. WINSTANLEY: DPrices now are
greater than they were In pre-war times.
It is no use sending cattle in if they have
got no fat on them, but, speaking generally,
prices to-day are very much higher than
they werc in pre-war days. Prices are much
higher now than they were five years ago.
If prices were fixed the grower would know
what he was gefting for his stock, and it
would be better for everyone. On that occa-
sion the hon. member for Warwick dealt
with the wheat aspect, and he said that the
price of wheat landed in London was 5s. 35d.
per bushel, and at that price it was equal to
4s. 6d. per bushel in Queensland, That
meant that {reight from Australia to England’
was 94d. per bushel. We have been told that
the price of wheat in London at the present
time is 9s. 2d. per bushel, and I believe it
is more than that. It has gone up to 10s.,
while in Australia the price is 4s. 9d. When
people point out the difference in price they
are told that the differcnce is in the freight
between here and the old country. In pre-
war days the freight was 9d. per bushel,
but, according to those figures, the freight
is now 4s. 9d. per bushel, practically equal
to the value of the wheat in Australia. Yet
we are told there is no profiteering and that
no one would take advantage of the people.
We know from experience that whenever
there has been a chance of getting a bigger
price that they have always availed them-
selves of the opportunity of doing so. We
know that a lot of people took all they could
from the people whenever the opportunity
offered to do so. There was no opportunity
lost so far as they were concerned. It
did not matter where it was, either at the
war, or with those who were' left behind,
the consequences were the same and increased
prices had to be paid. Some criticism has
been levelled at this Bill by the Brisbane

Mr. Winstanley.]
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newspapers. The Government do not object
to their Bills being criticised. But they
expect to get something like fair criticism.
I read an article in a Brisbane newspaper
the other day, headed ¢ Profiteering and
Humbug.” It sald—

“ Mr. Ryan recently characterised a
proposal of the Federal Government as
‘transparent humbug.” Adapting that
phrase to a Bill now before the ILegis-
lative Assembly, it can be said without
any exaggeratlon that no greater piece
of “transparent humbug’ has ever been
foisted upon the community than is to be
found in the provisions of the State
(rovernment’s Profiteering Prevention
Bill. 1t is not only transparent humbug,”’

ete. If there is any transparent humbug at all
it is in the article which was written In that
paper in reference to prices and in reference
to profiteering. Then the article continues—

“The old Latins had a motto that
‘ whom the Gods wish to destroy they firss
make mad.””’

If that is true, then there are some leader
writers in Brisbane who are not far off
destruction, because the writer of this article
must have been made mad. Then it goes
on—
““and either that applies to the Govern-
ment 10 its conception of the Profiteering
Prevention Bill, or the Bill as for purely
spectacular and propaganda purposes,
designed to win the support of those who
are finding it hard to make ends meet,
and who do not understand the cause
of high prices, or the factors that have
caused  the unprecedented increases
throughout the world.”
It further says—

" Five years ago the world held accumu-
lated stocks of everything needed by
civilised people. Then came the war.
when probably 50,000,000 persons, men
and women, were withdrawn from ordi-
nary production. When the armistice
was signed the greater part of the world
was on the verge of famine, and not one
country in the world could supply its
normal requirements; in fact, recent
calculations  show that more than
100,000,000 people in Europe must depend
wholly on imports for some months. The
unprecedented world shortage, and the
insatiable demand for commodities, fixed
the prices that are ruling.”

In reference to that statement, that five years
ago the world had accumulated stocks of
overything needed by civilisation, that is
absolutely incorrect, because in mnormal
times the stocks of foodstuffs accumulated
would not last more than three months.
We know that immediately we begin to store
up goods that they deteriorate and have to
be destroyed. We really are living from hand
to mouth. and to say that we stored up goods
in pre-war times is absolute rubbish. As a
matter of fact, if production ceased we would
be starving at the end of three months. The
same thing applies to clothes. If there are no
more clothes made, then at the end of six
months we would be naked or else in rags.
At any rate, we know for a fact that if there
are no mcre clothes made, then at the end of
six months the people would be without
clothes altogether.” The same thing applies to
everything that was used during the war.
One of the most striking things in connection
with the war is that, in spite of the fact
that 50,000,000 people were withdrawn from

[Mr. Winstanley.
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ordinary production, and put into the battle-
field or making munitions, that the rest of the
community were able to produce enough
during the five years of war to keep the
whole of the people in food and clothing, and
keep the army supplied with munitions. 8o
is it any wonder that people should think
these times that we should be able to supply
ourselves with food and clothing, shelter, and
some luxuries of life without having to work
ten or twelve hours a day to do 1t. If we
had anything like scientific crganisation of
labour, and the drones of society wers
wade to «do their share in production,
then we should be able to get it cheaper than
at the present day. When the armistice was
signed we were told that there was no
country in the world able to supply itself. If
that were true, where would any country be
able to Import from? Ilow can you import
from countries that cannot supply themselves
with thelr own nceds? Although it istwelve
months since the armistice was signed, if
trace had been allowed to go on there is not
a country in the world that would not have
heen decently fed and clothed. For five years
the producers and the flower of the man-
hood of many countries in the world have
been

doing something else besides pro-
ducing. They have been destroying, and
they have been fed and clothed all

There is a lot to be learned
from the war, and the production that
took place during the war. When we
consider the large number withdrawn from
production and now released, it makes us
think that prices should be cheaper than they
are at the present time. There is food for
reflection for the workers generally in connec-
tion with the war and the state of things
to-day. It is only right that we should get
bark to pre-war conditions. It seems to me
that at the present time the world has econo-
mically and industrially lost its equilibrium,
and everything is upside down. It seems as
if wages are chasing prices with little chance
of catching them. We want to get things
back on to something like a decent founda-

the time.

tion. We can do that by fixing wages and
fixing the cost of living as well. There 1s
little  benefit in increasing wages if the

increase will not purchase any more than
hefore the wages were increased, Until we
eet matters on a firm and equitable basis we
are nct going to reduce the cost of living.
While the Bill before us at the present time
may not do everything, it will go a long wav
towards mitigating the present evil. The Bill
is a good one, as far as it goes, and it will
deal with retailers and everyone else. It will
deal with trusts and combines, and will enable
prices to be fixed. When this Bill is in opera-
tion I am satisfied that it will do some good
for the people and also for the producers of
this State.

Mr. SWAYNE (Mirani): Before this
question goes through I would like to say
that it is one that should be treated from
a strictly non-party standpoint. There is
just as intense a desire on the part of those
on this side to put a stop to profiteering
and exploiting the consumer as there is on
the other side of the House. If through any
misfortune or stress of circumstances that
occurred during the war people are made
to suffer, then members on this side are just
as willing to remedy that as members oppo-
site. Why should 1t not be so? Members
on this side are essentially men of the people.
We have all had to work our way up and
most of us have been engaged in manual
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jabour, and have had to battle against adverse
circumstances. We feel keenly when the neces-
saries of life are forced wup higher and
higher than they were before, and we are
just as desirous of coping with the real evil
as members on the other side are. I regret
that so much party capital has been made out
of it by members on the other side. Not only
have they failed in the attempt to prove the
need for this particular measure. but they
have also wandered off into all sorts of
innuendoes against hon. members on this
side, inferring that we are here to reprve-
sent particular interests, and all that sort
of thing. I would like to say it is not true.
At the same time sceing that all along they
possessed very ample powers to deal with
this question, if they were in earrest, how 1s
it they have not availed themselves of those
powers, which in the control of prices are
as ample as those which this Bill seeks to
give them. I do not wish to travel over the
ground which the hon. member for Nundah
did very fully, but I have here the opinion
of the Minister in charge of the Bill, and I
notice that he contends while dealing with
the exigencies of the position—

“ The regulation under the War Pre-
cautions Act assuming Federal control
over price-fixing was issued by the Fede-
ral Government. While we were in power
we were able to deal with price-fixing
until the regulations under the War
Precautions Act were put into force.
The regulations issued by the Federal
Government covered about fifty articles.”

Now, as far as I understand it. we certainly
have mnot the power to conflict with the
Federal authorities in any of our legisla-
tion where they also possess power; but I
take it that we can legislate in the same
arena as they can, so long as we do not
conflict with their legislation. For iustance,
if the Federal Government under their Act
fixed the price of a certain article at £1,
and we thought it was too much, I take it
that, under the powers that undoubtedly lay
in our hands, there was nothing to prevent
us fixing the price at 18s. 6d., because the
Federal authority does not say its price
must be £1, all it says it must not be over.
1 have here a book by W. L. Wilkinson—
an author whom the Minister in charge of
the Bill already quoted—on ““ Trusts and Com-
bines.”” The work I have here is upon ** The
Regulation of Prices.” On page 28 it says—

“The Control of Trade Act, passed by
the Queensland Legislature, for the pur-
pose of controlling the prices of commo-
dities within the State, was almost iden-
tical in terms with that passed by the
New South Wales Parliament. Whilst
the full title of the Act included the
words ‘ during war,’ no other reference
is made as to when the Act shall expire.
Furthermore, no limitation was placed
on the administration of the Act as far
as the nature of the controlled °goods’
was concerned, it being merely provided
that ¢ goods’ included all ¢ foodstuffs,
goods, chattels, or things whatsoever.”

I have here a copy of this Aet passed by the
Denham Government, which says: That they
have power to appoint boards, and which is
laid down in the Bill before us. The Act
says—

“ Bach board from time to time in
and for the district for which they are
appointed—

(e) Shall inquire into and report to

[28 QuroBER.]

Prevention Bill. 1613

the Chief Secretary as to what prices
should be the highest selling prices for
any goods or kinds of goods under this
Act;

() May in any inquiry or report
deal with the prices of any goods or
kinds of goods under this Act, whether
included in a previous report or not;
and

(¢) May in any report specify dif-
ferent selling prices for the same goods
or kinds of goods, having regard to—
~ {i.) The different qualities thereof;

or

(ii.) The sale or supply thereof,
wholesale or retail; or

(iii.) The sale or supply thereof
under differing terms and conditions;
or

(iv.) Any other matter which the
board think fit to consider

Then it goes on—

*“ Any persen who—

(a) Sells or supplics or offers for sale
or supply, any goods at a price higher
than the declared price thereof for any
such sale or supply; or

(b) Refuses to sell (except at a price
higher than the declared price thereof
for any such sale or at all) any goods—

(i.) Which he ig* entitled to sell
and—-—"

Mr. Hartiey: What has that to do with
the question before the House?

Mr. SWAYNE: I am showing that you
had the powers all along.

Mr. Hartiey: Where does the War Pre-
cautions Act come in?

Mr. SWAYNE : It goes on—

‘ (il.) Which are in excess of what are
required for the use of himself and his
dependents for a period of three months
from the date of the refusal,

“is guilty of an offence against this Act.

*“ Any person who commits an offence
against this Act is liable to a penalty not
exceeding five hundred pounds, and to be
imprisoned for any period not exceeding
six months,”

There is no doubt, in the face of that, as to
the powers that the Government possessed to
deal with this evil during the whole time
they have been in power.

The SecRETaARY FOR PusLic WOoRES: All
those powers have been superseded on account
of Federal action,

Mr. SWAYNE: Let me draw your atten-
tion to this, Mr. Speaker: Only the other
day the Minister for Railways considered the
price fixed by the Federal tribunal for coal
as being too high. You will remember that
early in July last the Commonwealth authori-
ties, acting upon the recommendation of the
shipping controller, issued an order, under
the war precautions coal regulations, direct-
ing that the rates of wages to miners should
be inereased, and so on, and regulating the
price of coal. The Queensland Government,
although that was Federal action. were not
prepared to abide by it, and appointed their
own Royal Commission just the same as they
might under their own Control of Trade Act
have appointed their own Royal Commission
to deal with anything they considered profi-
teering.  So the only assumption one can
come to is that they are keeping this Bill
for the elections. For a matter of four years

My, Swayne.]



1614 Profiteering

they were quite content that the people of
Queensiand should be exploited while they
fhiad ample power to deal with the matter.
I have here the opinion of Mr. Ryan himself
that regarding any action of the Federal
Government that concerned them, they were
free to deal with it. VYet, while they had
this power to cope with an evil which they
say has cost the people of Queensland so
much, they wilfully and criminally neglected
to use it so that just on the eve of an
election they couid use it as an election cory.

Mr. WHitFORD: Why don’t you confine
vourzelf to the truth.

Another GOVERNMENT MEMBER interjected.

Mr. SWAYNE: I cannot very well hear
the interjections, Mr. Speaker, but I am not
zolng to take any notice of them. I can qulte
understand that honourable members opposite
do not like what T am saying, and will do
their utmost, if they can, to prevent me from
speaking ; but I am 1ot going to be drawn
off the track. Let me draw your attention
to what our late Premicr, Mr. Ryan, says
regarding the State’s power in this matter.
1 am guoting now an extract from a Brisbane
daily paper of bth August. It says—

“ The Premier (Mr Ryan) said yester-
day afternoon that he had had a discus-
ston during the day with certain of the
coal profiteers, and he understood that
they were na?’mg a meeting to-day. ‘I
made clear to them,” M. Rvan said, ©the
necessity for keeping up the output of
coal from the mines on the telms out-
lined by me to Mr. Cleghorn——

My, SWAYNE: Not outlined
Connnonwealth. It goes on—this
noteworthy—

P The Government does mot admit its
Hability to comply with the recent Com-
monwealth order fixing the price of coal.
The Government has, however, appointed
a Commission ”’

And so on, Does not that show that they
had awple power, and that their contention
that they had not is untrue, and that just the
same as they interfered in the price of coal
they could have Interfered in the price of
feodstuffs, clothing, or any other article they
may think has been the subject of profiteer-
ing? I sometimes wonder whether this ery
has not heen exaggerated all round. I am
quite aware that it 1s very difficult to account
for some of the prices that have been charged
-—move particularly as regards clothing and
tools, except that there is profiteering. For
instance, in the matber of clothes—particu-
larly ladies’ clothes—you go down the street,
and iu ihe shop windows you sce flimsy pieces
of silk marked at anything from 70s. to 90s.
You will also see light shoes, not weighing
movre than a couple of ounces, at anything
from 40s. to 50s. No rise in the price of
lcather can explain such an exorbitant—and
I do think it is exorbitant—rise in price.
Again, as regards tools. I saw a jack-plane
that you could have bought for Ts. or 8s.
bofore the war marked at 20s. We all know
that high-class steel has gone up very much
in pll(C‘ but still in that particular tool the
high-class steel would not weigh more than
& or 4 oz, so_that it does not explain the
unduly large increase in the price of that
particular article. Still, taking all that into
consideration, I sometimes think that this
charge of un.duly rising prices has been
exploited.  Just as some of the tradesmen
themselves have exploited the public, poli-
ticians are trying to take advantage of any
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evils that may have arisen in that regard
and are exploiting the capitalists for party
purposes,

i have pointed out, however, that the
Government have had amplc power to deal
with the n:atier, and I have quoted our late
Premier, Mr. Rya,n as bearing out my
contention that they had ample power to deal
with this evil whencever 1t arose. I notice,
ander cover of this, that an attack has been
made upon companies generally. I do mnot
think in legislation of that kind that it is
for the ger noral good that we should be
influenced by untrue statcments; neither do
T think it is for the good of Queensland, or
the good of the workers themselves, that it
shoutd go forth to the world that anything
in the bhdpb of a company i1s an obnoxious
animal in Queensland. 1 nosice that the
Minister dealt largely with the companies.
I am quite at one with the Government in
any effort that they might make to deal with
cither individuals or companies where there
is undue exploiting; at the same time I do
not think it is a good thing that we should
act upon incorrect opinion and upon state-
ments that are wrong. The Colonial Sugar
Refining Company was brought largely into
the discussion. Regarding certain actions
that the company are taking now under
another law, I am very much opposed to
thmu——(Gq\ommvnt laughter.)—and I think
it is a veflection on the Government that
passed the Regulation of Cane Prices Act,
and the Government that passed the amend-
ment, that they now want to contract them-
selves out of. Tlowever, no matter how
reprehensible the company may be in that
regard, I do not think that charges made
under other headings will hold water, and

nothing is to be gained by say-

[4.30 p.m.] ing what is not true. But, when

vou see such lapses as that it
makes you think that something of the kind
might happen on the other side. How-
ever, no matter how responsible the com-
pany may be in that regard, I do not
think that charges on the other hand will
hold water, and nothing is to be gained
by making them. It only misleads us and
leads to disappointment if we legislate upon
such premises if we find out afterwards that
they are incorrect. We have heard a great
deal, for instance, regarding the watering of
shaves. I have watched the company very
closely—I am interested in the industry as a
canegrower—and whilst I am just as alive
to their shortcomings as anybody else, 1
would remind hon. members that shares of
the last issuc were paid to only £5, and the
shareholders had to put in £15 per share as
fresh capital. Yet hon. membery opposite,
when on the subject of share-watering, and
the authorities they quote, would ignore that
fact. They very often deny it, and if they
admit it they reverse the ﬁgures. I have
heard it said that the shareholders paid only
£5 and they got £15. That sort of thing is
not true, and it is no use proceeding along
those lines. Something has been said regard-
ing the shipping companies and the large pro-
fits they have made. I have been following
mdtt(}lb very closely, and I think I am right
in saying that for some considerable time
any profits that have been made out of our
interstate shipping—I am not talking of over-
seas shipping, in which case the companies if
they have made high profits have neverthe-
less done so on British Blue Book rates—
have been under the control of a Govern-
ment elected by the people of Australia,
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and buve gone into Commonwealth revenue.
The oti 1T (Ln the companies increased their
rates by 10 per cent., but at the same time

it must bo admitted that on ouly one occa-
sion during the period of the war did they
merease

hem, and then by 15s. or 16s.
hire and Sydney. Considering all
stances In  connection with the

temic aud the strike and so on, we

must .ahmt that recent happenings have
meant a Jot out of their pockets, as they
had to bear the cost as well as increases
in wages. In regard to the Vacuum Oil
Company, we find that their profits have
heen the subject of inquiry in South
Australia, and a different aspect has

been put on the question from that which
was created by the inguiry in Sydney.
Instead of profits of 70 or 80 per cent., which
was tncm thought to exist, President onwn
of the uth Anstralian Arbitration Court,
is satisfied that they are a great deal less
than that. I have no wish to labour this
«uestion, but I think it is only in the interests
of the truth that it should be known that
President Brown, who has been a good friend
of hon. members opposite in the past, says—

“Weo have tho Interstate Commission’s
repeat which, if T may say so with due

defe ‘rence. does not appear to go on very
Dusimessilize jines.”
Then. again, according to an extract from a

S)dnoj raper referring to a debate in the
Comtonw ealth Parliament, we find that the
following saic with 1egd1d to the Colonial
Bugar ¥ ng Company :

figures which were quoted by
: Ashton the other day throw
at deal of light on this matter.
figures were collected some years
aLo “but ufho'mn they may have slightly
varied since th(An as to pmtlculus the
totuls remain, no doubt, about the same.
Mr. Ashton found that there were 1,949
sharciwiders in the sugar company, and
of these 1,088 drew annual dividends of

£5% and under, and only 100 of the share-
holders drew annual dividends of over
£3().7

T am just quoting this to show that many of

these companies which are being used to
justify all sorts of wild statements are not
at all as nhey are depicted, and that many
small people are shareholders, although I say
that there is no doubt that there are times
when they abuse the position. I have men-
tioned omne instance where I think the
{‘olontal Sugar Refining L01111>a11y are abus-
ing their position, but that instance is quite
irrelevant to the subject we have before us
to-day,

Mr. €0nrINs:
for the profiteer.

You are a good apologist

Mr. SWAYNE: I am just as much against
the profiteer as the hon. member. I have my
own lttle farm to keep going, and I feel
any increase in the price of provisions or
implements ;
than—haon. members opposite. At the same
time I do not think that we should mislead
ourselves by allowing a false impression on
these matters to plevall

So far as the fixation of prices is con-
cerned, ever since this party have been in
‘power they have had ample power, as Mr.
Ryan himsclf said in regard to the action
concerning _coal, and the Federal Govern-
ment’s iin’hlal‘ powers in the same sphere
<lid not «vmcern them one iota, When they
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wished to keep down the price of coal for
themselves they were quite able to do it,
and just in the same way could they have
kept down the price of food or clothing or
anything else if they wished to do so. Befole
T leave that question, I would like to draw
attention to the fact that fixation of prices
is no new thing, and that the experience of
the past is such as to show that unless the
matter is handled very, vers carefully, the
futurs state of affairs will be worse than the
present, I have here a book bv the same
author as that which the Minister quoted so
extensively 1in mtloduclnv the Bill, “ The
State Regulation of Prices in Austraha, ” by
H. L. Wilkinson. He points out—

“ The historical record of the results
of directly and indiscriminately fixing
prices by law leads one to the conclusion
that it has lamentably failed to effect the
purpose for which the legislation was
designed, viz., restricting the rise in the

prices of commodities, But how far it
15 to a limited degrec efficacious, and to
what extent modern conditions of trade
will enable a different rvesult to be
obtained are questions \\hich require the
deepest consideration.”
That is all I ask—the deepest consideration
and inguiry before any action is taken lest
worse befall us. ‘I'he Government cvidently
have recognised that, because they have not
used the powers in their possession for some-
thing like four years. This author proceeds—

¢ Probably the best known case in
}n&ton of fixing the prices of commodi-
ties in a civilised State is the effort of
the Roman Xmperor Diocletian in 301
AD. He issued an edict fixing prices,
not only of commodities, but also of
wages. There are no complete historical
records either of the circumstances
which brought forth this edict or the
result of its operation.”
Then he goes on to give a list of articles
that were dealt with and says—

‘ Notwithstanding the fact that death
and deportation were the penalties for
selling at higher rates than those men-
tioned 1in the cdict, its observation
throughout the Roman Empire was not
very general. According to most reports,
the actual results were, however, disas-
trous, as the restrictions on freedom of
trade brought about disturbances in tvhe
ordinary channels of food supply, and
nany traders were ruined. But the most
far-reaching effects were the detrimental
influence that the edict had on produc-
tion within the Empire and the restnc—
tions it placed on the importation of
supplies from abroad.”

That is the point I want to make—that at
the present juncture when it is said that
over 100,000,000 people in Europe are practi-
cally without visible means of support, we
should not take any drastic action which
would discourage the producer. The same
author also »ays on page 100—

“When he (the Emperor Diocletian)
had brought on a state of exceeding high
prices by his different acts of injustice,
he tried to fix, by law, the prices of
articles offered for sale. Thereupon, for
the veriest trifles much blood was shed,

and, out of fear, nothing was offered
for sale. and the scarcity grew much
worse, until, after the death of many

persons, the 1aw was repealed from mere
necessity.”’

Mr. Swayne.}
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Then he goes on to deal with eircumstances

in which, in the bad seasons and so on, we

find a parallel with our present position—

“During the French Revolution a

most interesting example of indiscrim-
inate price-fixing by the Government is
recorded. Communication with oversea
markets had been virtually stopped by
the blockade of the British fleet. There
had been a series of bad secasons. 'Trade
and commerce had been disturbed by the
taking away of a large number of
artisans to fight in the army. A general
atmosphere of insecurity had been
created by the revolution and the con-
tinuous strife between the various classes.
As a vesult, supplies of food fell off, and
prices of the necessaries of life greatily
advanced. Shop pillaging and looting
were of every day occurrence, and the
efforts of the people to obtain cheap
food did not stop short of even kiiling
those who, it was alleged, were guilty
of creating monopolies and cornering
supplies,”

It goes on to point out—

“In September—some months after the

first enactment of the ‘law of the maxi-
mum’—the convention settled maximum

selling prices for meat, cattle, lard,
butter, oil, fish, vinegar, brandy, and
beer for a period of one year. It fixed,

too, the prices of combustibles, candles,
soap, sugar, metals, tobacco, raw
materials, salaries, and wages. The basis
on which the rates were determined was:
That the maximum selling price of the
commodities should be the average prices
ruling in the year 1790, with 333 per cent.
added. Salaries and wages were fixed
at the rate of 50 per cent. in advance of
those obtaining in the same year.

‘“This general and indiscriminate fix-
ing of prices brought about great dis-
organisation in industries and created
many difficulties in commerce.”

Coming down to recent days, we find that
only the other day the efforts which were
being made in Victoria to fix a uniform price
all the year round in connection with dairy
products led to the position that at a certain
time of the year they had none. I am read-
ing now from ¢ The Journal of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture of Victoria,” page 386.
It says regarding butter—

* Prior to the gra of price-fixing and
controlling, the price of butter and
cheese during the export season was
determined by its value for export, and
during the rest of the year it was regu-
lated by the law of supply and demand.
Usually no shortage was experienced in
the off export season; producers were
content to do all they possibly could to
meet the demand, and, although dairy-
ing at this season seldom paid as well
as operations in the spring months, the
slightly higher prices ruling were con-
sidered sufficient inducement to continue
the work during the late summer and
winter months. The fixing of prices at
approximately the same level the year
round has resulted in the concentration
of effort on the part of dairymen towards
production during the spring and summer
months- only and carelessness in the
winter time. Every effort is now made to
bring an unduly large percentage of the
herd into profit in the early spring.
Sufficient fodder is not provided for the

[Mr. Swayne.
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slack period, and cows are permiited o
go dry, though with a little trouble they
might have been kept in full yield. Now
that the war is over, it is to be hoped
that dairymen will be allowed to carry
on and develop the industry without the
special restrictions of the recent few
years.”
Again, we find on the continent of HKurope
countries which formerly were great sugar
producers, through Government interference
have had the supply so curtailed as to be
forced to import at a high price from their
neighbours. I have here “ The International
Sugar Journal” of June last, and I am
quoting from page 265—

“The Government has refused to
abolish the compulsory administration
of sugar, and has also expressed iis
inability to comply with the request that
it should at once fix fresh prices for
beets. At present, therefore, general
uncertainty prevails, and the farmers,
who are now apportioning the crop, will
not make any special arrangements for
cultivating beets. The result will. be
that this summer countless millions of
marks will lcave the country in order to
pay for Ukraine sugar, which will, of
course, be only obtainable again at
largely increased prices.”

1 am mentioning these matters because I
think it is only right that attention should
be drawn, on behalf of the consumer, to the
unwisdom of any rash interference in this
matter. The experience in the past shows
that the end is worse than the beginning.
While I am on this matter of the various
causes which have brought about high prices,
is it not conceivable that the constant strikes
we are having are partly to blame? Wilkin-
son 1s worth quoting again regarding the
aspedt that our paper currency also is
responsible for high prices. He 'says on page
1Uu—

“A sudden increase in the amount of
money pub in circulation, as the result
of an influx of gold, Government and
private loan expenditure, or the printing
and circulation of paper money, will
immediately increase the demand for
commodities and induce a generally
greater consumption.”

While T am on the subject of profiteering, I
am quite prepared to admit that there have
been grave shortcomings on the part of some,
that all our traders bave not been by any
means immaculate in that regard. There is
also profiteering in other walks of life—for
instance, in the canefields when cane is burnt.
A case came under my notice the other day
where some cane had been burnt. We all
know that the awards under which the men
work lay down that there is to be a
decrease in price for cutting burnt cane, Men
who were carning 2 a day at the time and
who knew the farmer was hard up and hoped
to get as much as possible out of his crop to
liguidate his debts, have imposed an extra
charge of 2s. a ton. Was that not profiteer-
ing?

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber has cxhausted the time allowed him
under the Standing Orders.

Mr. PETERSON (Normanby): I desire to
make a few observations in connection with
this very important matter. I desire to con-
gratulate the Minister on the very able man-
ner in which he introduced this Bill to the
House. He showed clearly and conclusively
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from facts which had been carefully collated
that the time is most opportune for the
(Government to take active steps towards
bringing about the end of what we may aptly
term the criminal high cost of living. The
hon. member who has Ju»t sat down somewhat
surprised me. Judging by his utterances, one
would be led to believe therc was no such
thing as the high cost of living.

Mr. SwayNg: Oh, no! I quite admitted
that there was. I said you had the power to
deal with it.

Mr. PETERSON: I am going to show, by
authority equal to that of the hon. member,
that we have not that power. I want briefly
to deal with the hon. member as I go along
and show exactly where he stands. First of
all, he asks us to do nothing to discourage
the producer. What does he mean by that?
He means that no attempt should be made
to regulate the price of any commodity which
is ploducui in the State. Does the hon.
member mean to infer that he is opposed
to the Cane Prices Boards? Can the hon.
member say that the Cane Prices Boaxds
have not been the salvation of the cane
industry in Queensland?

Mr. SWAYNE: Yes, but your law allows the
Colonial Sugar Refining Company to contract
themselves out.

Mr. PETERSON: The whole inference
from the hon. mecruber’s speech was that he
was against the fixing of prices at all. I
give him a concrete illustration which affects
hlb own electorate—the Cane Prices Boards—
which give to the producers of cane a better
price than they ever got before, and which
the cane farmers would not throw away if
they had the opportunity to-morrow. The
hon. member should be consistent, and if he
condemps price-fixing in other dll(,CthnS, I
must take it he is also opposed to price-
fixing by the Cane Prices Boards. The hon.
gentleman said we should do nothing to «dis-
courage production. From one end ot Qucens-
land to the other the producer is roaring
against the high prices. Is he not paying
inflated prices for harness, vehicles, food-
stuffs, and clothes? The hlfrh cost of living
affects the producer in tho country equally
as much as it does those who live in the city.
I am surprised at the hon. gentleman raising
an objection on that score, because the whole
community are going to benefit. It is not
price-fixing that has hurt the producer in the
past. It has been the middlemen who have
received the whole of the benefit of the profits
which have been made. We have heard no
complaint on the part of members represent-
ing dairying constituencies on the other side
against the Federal fixation of prices. Not a
single word of protest has come from them.
Consequently we must take it as hypocrisy on
their part that, when the State attempts to
do something to protect the people of Queens-
land, they have nothing whatever to say
against their own party in the Federal sphere
mtelfermg with price-fixing.

Mr. SwayNE: You already had the powers,
and you did not use them.

Mr. PETERSON: The hon. gentleman
sald in his speech we had the powers. We
will see if we had those powers. It is one
thing to get up in this House and refer to
an Act passed in 1914, It is another thing
to prove that we had the power under that
Act. The hon. gentleman knows as well as
I do that, according to the Federal Con-
stitution, once a State Act comes into conflict
with a Federal Act, the Federal law is para-
mount.

19195 ¢

{28 OcCTOBER.]

Prevention Bill. 1617

Mr. SWAYNE : ¢ of
coal, then?

Mr. GLEDSON: We fixed the price of coal
by agreement with the proprietors.

Mr. PETERSON: Yes, with the conssnt
of the Federal authorities. I want to reply
to the hon. gentleman’s contention that we
had the power and did not use it. I want
to say I have procured from the Agricul-
tural Department the copy of a wire that
they received at the time the Federal
authoritics took over the price-fixing of
butter. This wire reads—

< Official order imcreases price butter
your State one penny per lb. Signed to-
ddy operates Mondax 13th October.”
The price of butter was fixed under the War
Precautions Regulations of 1916, That wire
practically showed that the Agricultural
Department’s handling of butter ceazed under
the War l’m(autlons Act. Here we have
clear evidence of the control of butter being
taken completely out of the hands of the
State by the Federal authorities.

Mr. SwayNE: It was taken possession of.

Mr. PETERSQOXN: The meaning of the
hon. member’s spexch was that we huad power
under the 1914 Act to defy the ¥Federal
authorities. Now he admits the butter was
taken possession of. How could the Federal

How did you fix the pric
¥

authorities have taken possession of the
butter, if we had the power he says under
that Act?

Mr. SWAYXE:
possession of.

Mr. PETERSON : My reply to that point
is that if the Commonwealth Government
had the power to take over the price-fixing of
butter—which they did under the War Pre-
cautions Prices Regulations—they also had
the power to take over the price-fixing of
other articles which had not been pooled.

The leader of the Opposition the
[6 p.m.] other evening made three
essential points in his speecch.
The first point he made was that the Denham
Government in 1914 passed an Act called the
Control of Trade Act. That was his first
point.  His second point was that he
challenged the Government to show that any
profiteering existed in Queensland, and his
third point was that there was no profiteering
at all. If there was no profiteering in 1914,
why did the Denham Government bring in a
Bill in 1914 to deal with it? Every member
of this Chamber knows quite well that so
far as the cost of living is concerned it has
gone up to double what 1t was in 1914,

Mr. SwayNE: The Denham Government
looked ahead.

Mr. PETERSON: In 1914 a Liberal
Government found it necessary to deal witn
the high cost of living, so how much more
necessary is it for a Labour Government to
deal with it to-day? The leader of the Oppo-
sition said that the present Government had
power to deal with the matter if they showed
any desire to do so. The hon. gentleman
sald that we had power under the 1914 Act,
but I will show that we have not got that
power at all.

Mr. VOWLES:
to-day.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS That is
very doubtful. It is a war measure, and it
can be successfully challenged.

Mr. PETERSON: When the Common-
wealth took over the power to fix prices, they
assumed the control over the prices of fifty-
two commodities. These include arrowroot

M7. Peterson.}

Other articles were not taken.

You have got that power
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{bulk and paclkets), arsenic, bacon, benzine
and benzoline, biscults and confectionery,
bran, bread, butter, cheese, cocoas (imported—
Van Houter’s, Bensdorp’s, ¥ry’s), cocoa and
millk (Nestle’s), coffee and milk {Nestle’s),
cornfiour, fertiliser (meatweorks), flour, flour
(self-raising), fruits (tinned, pineapples only),
glaxo and lactogen, hams, jams (Is., 2s., and

0s., Australian  manufacture), kerosene,
matches (safeties only), milk (fresh), milk
‘condensed,  Australian), milk {powdered),

motor spirits, oatmeal {Australian), oil (lin-
seed), pollard, rice, salmon {horseshoe), salt
(coarse and fine), sauce (Lea and Perrin’s,
Holbrook’s, I.X.L. tomato), starch (silver
star;. The {ommonwealth assumed the
power to deal with these things, and pre-
vented the State from exercising its power in
that direction. I might as well ask hon.
members what was the power which prevented
the State from lixing prices? At the last
TFederal eleetion the Nationalist Government
was rerurned, and immediately after they put
the War Precautions Act into operation, and
seized from the State the powers which it had
under any Aect to deal with prices. Price-
fiving vs then et at the mercy of the
Commonwealth. 1 quite admit that the Com-
monwealth did fix prices after taking the
powers away from the State, but ther did not
insist on seeing that those prices were carried
out. The result was that the grocers and
others concerned flouted the Act. [remember
reading an article by Mr. McWilliam, one of
our Brisbane business men, who said that the
orders were being constantly flouted. Conse-
guently, we find that we are at the mercy of
the profiteers. Someone might ask what this
Government did when it had the chance?
isdy knows that in 1915 there was an
in the cost of living, and this Govern-
ment, when it camoe into power, started to
bring shout a reduction. Speaking of Rock-
hampton, I know that the Government
reduced the price cf bread from 6d. for the
2-16. loaf o 44d. in 1915, They also brought
about a reduction in the price of meat and
other commodities. It has been brousht up
here at different times that the cost of living
has gone up since this Government came into
power.  As a matter of fact, during the time
that we had confrol of pricedixing, the
Government succeeded in reducing the cost of
living by 13.2 per cent. We did something to
reduce the cost of Iiving when we had the
opportunity, but the Federal Government was
allowed to filch away our rights, and it was
because of the fact that the Federal Govern-
ment took over the fixing of prices that caused
our people to be left in the way they were.
When the Denham Government passed that
Act in 1914 we know that prices went up
immediately, so that when this Governmecnt
came into power in 1815 the cost of living
was greater than it was in 1914, The Labouv
party exercised its powers at that time, and
did something to reduce the cost of living.
That they succeeded in doing it is well known
to everyone. The Interstate Commission, in
reporting on the high cost of living in Aus-
tralia, makes this point very clear: It points
out that a great difficulty will be encountered
in cndeavouring to deal with price-fixing,
bhecause, generally speaking, Australia is a
huge importer. Australia imports very
largely, and is really not self-contained, so
that the Interstate Commission anticipated
great difficulty would be experienced because
of that. I think we can meet the question of
the high cost of living by passing this Bill, and
that can be augmented by the Government
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taking immediate steps to enter into compe-
tition with the huge combines that are
operating at the present time. We know that
monopolies are combining. We can read that
between the lines of the Interstate Commis-
sion’s report.  The only way to deal with the
question is to pass a Bill like this and enter
into competition with the shipping combines,
and also into competition with the clothing
and boot manufacturers. I recollect reading
a report about five months ago that Dr.
Moloney asked a question in the Federal
Parliament about the cost of producing the
military suits served out to the soldiers? The
answer he got was that the magnificent
material cost 5s. 6d. a vard, that it cost about
18s. 6d. to make, or a total of about £1 13s.
3d. for each suit. If the Commonwealth
authorities are able to manufacture thosc
suits at that price, it is clear that the State
Government can successfully enter into com-
petition with the other manufacturers of those
lines, and so bring down the prices. If the
State Government cannot do it, then I hope
the various unions will step in and use the
funds at their disposal for carrying cn the
business themselves. It would be an easy
matter for the unions to get control of the
various industries, and they could compete
successfully  with the other manufacturers.
There is one point that I would like to
emphasise, and it is this: We have heard
time and again that the reason why the cost
of living has gone up is because of the arbi-
tration awards, and because the employees are
continually asking for increases in wages, and
these have tobe passed on. On page 42 of the
Tuterstate Commission’s report I find that the
number of soft-goods firms operating in Aus-
tralia in 1914 was seventeen, with a capital of
£3.553.535, and they had a turnover of
£5.116,961. leaving a net profit of £296,189.
Tt us look at the war period. In 1917, with
practically the same capital as 1914—namely,
£3.646,492—they had a turnover of £6,560,655,
and @ net profit of £554,780. That shows
clearly that the manufacturers were receiving
a considerable increase for the goods they
manufactured. I want to set that net profit
side br side with what the workers in these
industries rveceived during the same period.
On page 25 of the Interstate Commission’s
repert will bie found the evidence of the presi-
dent of the Master Tailors’ Association
regarding the cost of making factorv-made
clothing. He gives the rates for 1914 and
1918, as follows:—

“(osT OF  MARING  FACTORY-MADE
CLOTHING, VIDE K VIDENCE OF PRESI-
DENT, MASTER TAILORS’ ASSOCIATION,
To INTERSTATE COMMISSION, PAGE 25.

1914.
S
Material, 34 yds., at 5s. yd. ... 16
Trimmings 7
Making 10
13
Profit (gross) 335 per cent. . 171

Selling price

Material, at 7s. yd.
Trimmings
Making

=
O=IN

[ewRon)

Gross profit, 335 per cent.
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Selling price
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) 1918.
Matorial, same at 13s. 6d. yd. 2 3 10
Trimmings ... 017 6
Mauaking 115 0
416 4
Gres: nrofit, 334 per cent. 112 1
Selling price 6 8 b
Material, same at 23s. yd. 314 9
Prin . 017 6
N 115 0
6 7 3
Gurow wrofit 2 25
Selling price 8 9 8”7

The wages of the workers and te'lors show
an increase of 5s. per suit in loth cases.
The cost »f the suit in the first in tance was

&£2 16s. more. The difference in the profit
to the manufacturer—namely, beiween 17s.
11d. and £1 12s. 1d.—is 14s. 1d. In the

secend case the manufacturer’s piofits show
ar incr from £1 0s. 1d. to £2 2s. 5d.,

or an increase of £1 2:. 4d.  That shows
clea that the manufacturer obtained
reay three times the amount that the
worl ccelved as increase as a result of

the inflated prices. That, I contend, refutes
the argument of hon. members who are con-
tinually saving that the workers are receiving
~uch high wages that it is imperative on the
he employers to send up the cost of
To come to a question nearer home,
iezder of the Opposition challenged us to
cther there was any profiteering in
vd.  The hon. member knows per-
feetly well that so far 'as Queensland is con-
rerned 3% is not a great producing State,
and 1t has not many secondary industries.
These secondary industries are mostly in
Sydney znd Melbourne, and consequently the
prices ruling here, so far as producers and
other trades are concerned, are ruled by the
markst prices in Sydney. The Interstate
{‘ommission suvs that there is a combination
of manufacturers. A grocer, who is a friend
of mine. told me that they are not allowed
to go cut of Queensland to buy the goods
‘they rvequire. They must buy in Queensland,
and sell at the price fixed by the wholesale
people. You can see the combination prices
m the window sometimes. If these combina-
tions are in operation, that is what accounts
for the high cost of living. I do not say
that it is the small grocer who is fleecing
the people at all. Tt is the big combines
behind the grocer who are doing 1t. To give
a concrebe illustration of profiteering in
Queensiand is very difficult, because we im-
port the big bulk of our stuff.

Mr. Roeerts: Can you say that this Bill
will de any good?

Mr. PETERSON : Yes, and I will give an
illustration. I noticed an advertisement in
‘the paper saying that the bakers of Brisbane
had decided to raise the price of bread.
When the manufacturers want to rise their
prices they don’t go to the Arbitration
Court.  They immediately form a council,
and become direct actionists of the purest
tvpe.

Mr. GuxxN: Like members of Parliament.

Mr. PETERSON: You took your whack
hoth times,

Mr. Gunn: How do you know?

Mr., PETERSON: I think you did.

Mr. Guxnx: You are wrong.

b
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Mr. PETERSON: We will see.
a question about it.

Mr. CoLLixs (to Mr. Gunn):
of the exploiters. You did not require it.

My. PETERSON: However, bakers
together with other manufacturers, can get
together, and, by direct action, force prices
up. What have they done? They have noti-
fied by advertisement that they are going to
increase the price of bread, from Monday
next T think it is, from 4id. to 5d. a loaf.
At the time the wages award was given to the
men engaged in this industry, the price of
flour was £12 18s. per ton. Later it went up
to £12 17s. 6d., and the reason it went up
that 2s. 6d. was on account of the seamen’s
strike. Since that strike flour has dropped to
£12 7s. 6d., which is 7s. 6d. per ton less than
before the time when the men went to the
Arbitration Court to get an increase in
wages. 'The workers in the baking industry
on the whole received an increase, through
that award, of 6s. per week.. The manufac-
turers, on the other hand, have raised during
the past twelve months the price of bread
by 1d. a loaf. One penny on 4d. is a very
high percentage, especially in view of the
fact that the workers got an award at a time
when flour was higher than it is to-day. One
balker, in giving evidence before His Honour
Mr. Justice McCawley, said that his sales
were 30,000 2-1b. loaves of bread per week,
and he cmployed ten men. If you take this
as a general illustration, we find that, under
the arbitration award, the increased wages of
those men averaged about £2 per week, but
the extra 3d. which he is putting on to the
bread, on that 30,000 turnover, amounts to
£62 per weels, and the workers get £2 of it.
The hon. member wants a local illustration of
profitcering—here he has it in extenso. He
could not get anything better.

Mr. Guyn: Why don’t you go in for a
baker’s shop?

Mr., PETERSON: Well, the point is not
why we do not go in for bakers’ shops, but
the trouble with hon. members is that we
have gone in for too much already; and I
believe that wuntil the Labour movement
becomes educated and realises what is in
front of it; until that time comes, I have
no hope for improved conditions; but when
it, does come, the workers will see to it that
they will get a little of the profits that they
have been building up for such a long time,
and will not be exploited. (Hear, hear!)

The hon. gentleman also asked in his speech
for other evidences of profitecring. We have
operating here to-day in Australia what Is
known as the meat trust. Surely hon. mem-
bers are not going to argue that we have ne
meat trusts operating in Australia to-day!
And although the Government has, under a
special contract with the meatworks and the
squabters, been able to give a great number
of the people of Queensland cheaper meat,
unfortunately, the big bulk of the people
have not been able to get the benefit of it,
because we were not able to get sufficient
supplies. But hon. members know well that
the time is nearing maturity when the meat-
works contract will expire by effluxion of
time, and the result I think will find us—if
we are not prepared—at the mercy, to a cer-
tain extent, of the blg meat trust operating
in Australia to-day. gI‘o prove, briefly, that
we are affected by this, let me just quote
from the ¢ Melbourne Morning Herald” of
15th November, 1918. It says—

“ Mr. Astor, secretary to the Food
Mr. Peterson.]

I will ask

You are one
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Ministry, said the danger to be feared
from the operations of the American
meat trust was far more serious than
people realised. It was a danger to
all importing countries. The trust had
branches in the Argentine, Australia,
and New Zealand, and it controlled 50
per cent. of the available importable
world’s supplies of meat. There was
going to be a real meat shortage in
Hurope, but he believed the inter-Allied
Food Council would be stronger than the
meat trust, and would be able to dictate
to that organisation.”

Mr. Massey, one of the Ministers in the New
Zealand Cabinet, about six weeks ago was
also complaining against the operations of
that meat trust as far as New Zealand was
concerned, and I believe that unless this
Government has a Bill, which shall become
an Act, so that it will have the power to deal
with companies of this nature, we, too, at a
Jater date, will be at the mercy of the
American meat trust.

I hope that this ChambBer, together with
the Upper Chamber, will pass the measure
speedily and give the Government an oppor-
tunity of giving the people a chance to get
a reduced cost in their living. I do not
desire to speak at greater length. I have
tried, in my humble way, to place before
the Chamber what I consider to be facts,
and no member on the other side so far
has shown that we are not afflicted with
profiteering. Some of them have tried to
apologise for it, but I believe if the people
of Queensland were asked to give a vote,
whether or not the Government should have
power to deal with this very important
question, they would vote overwhelmingly in
favour of the Government having such power.
(Hear, hear!) I hope the Bill will go
through, and that as a result we will be
able to show the people of Queensland,
seeing that in the first instance the Federal
Government have robbed us of our powers
to deal with it, that now that we are free
to deal with it we have accomplished some-
thing to reduce the cost of living.

Mr. GUNN: I have a few words to say
on this Bill. My name has been brought
into the debate on more than one occasion,
and I would like to point out that I do not
think there is any occasion at all for this
Bill. I remember, when the Control of
Trades Bill came before this House, how the
Premier then conferred with the leader of
the Opposition, Mr. Ryan, and how it was
almost unanimously passed in this Chamber,
how later on it went up to ancther Cham-
ber, and Mr. Leahy there pointed out that
this was not only a war measure. He moved
an amendment to make it only a war mea-
sure, but was persuaded to withdraw his
amendment. If you read ‘ Hansard” you
will see conclusively that it is not a war
measure, and if you read the Bill you will
certainly find that it is not a war measure.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIc WORES: Read
My. Denham’s speech.

Mr. GUNN: T have read them all. Then,
when the Denham Government were 1n
power they appointed a Price Fixing Board
for the South, Central, and North. In the
South a Mr. Watson was appointed. The
leader of the Opposition, Mr. Ryan, moved
the adjournment of the debate, finding fault
with the Denham Government for making
that appointment. He pointed out that 1%
was a very unwise appointment, and said
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some very nasty things. Then, when the
Ryan Government came into power a few
months afterwards, they got rid of Mr.
Watson, and appointed Mr. Sumner to take
charge of the Bill

Mr. Giuuies: A very good man, too.

Mr. GUNN: Yes, and Mr. Sumner
carried on for some time. At a later period
the TFederal Government brought in their
price-fixing under the War Precautions Act,
which superseded the Queensland Act while
it was in force. They still maintained Mr.
Sumner in that position for a time, but after
some time he resigned, as he said he could
not make anything of price-fixing.

Mr. Harriey: Because the Commonwealth
Government was not sincere.

Mr. GUNN: I happen to have a couple of
“ (zazettes” here—one for 1914 and one for
1916.

Mr. Hartrey : Have you got the
wealth Gazette” there?

Mr. GUNN: I do not want it.

Myr. Haermiey: Yes, you do. VYou quote
the prices fixed by the State and those fixed
by the Commonwealth on the same article.

Mr. GUNN: Mr. Denham, in a proclama-
tion in the * Gazette’” of 27th September,
1914, fixed the retail price of meat. Mr.
Hunter, when he took over charge of that
department under the same Act. made a
proclamation on the 14th July, 1916, and the
two proclamations read this way—

DeExHAM. FH UNTER.
27th Sept., 1914. 14th July,dlglé,

1]

Uommon-

Fillet steak ad. 10
Rump steak 8 9
Sirloin 7 3
Ribs . 5 o
Beef steak 6 7
Corned beef 6 7

Brisket 4% 4%

If you like to look at page 1155 of Mr.
Denham’s proclamation and page 1877 of Mr.
Hunter’s proclamation, you will see there
the prices of other commodities. This pro-
clamation was evidence that the Government
had power, and exercised it, under the
Control of Trades Bill. I therefore maintain
that there is no occasion for bringing in
this Bill. Tt is only a bit of window-dressing
or camouflage.

Mr. Hirtiey : Now you are side-stepping.

Mr. GUNN: The Minister, when intro-
ducing the Bill, mentioned my name several
times. He said I was like Diogenes looking
with a lamp, not for -an honest man, but for
a profiteer. We are all profiteers if it
comes to that; but I suppose he meant an
undue profiteer. We are all out to make
profit. I then said and I say now—

“If we can find any man who is
making a profit that is detrimental to
the people of Queensland—a profit that
is not a fair thing—then I say you should
prosecute him.”

And I say so still. I have never been able
to find these particularly vicious profiteers.
I have been going, like Diogenes, with
a lamp and have heard of profiteers here
and there, but have never been able to run
them down. No doubt there are some, but
I have not been able to locate them, neither
has the Government; because they had
power under the Control of Trades Bill for
some considerable time, but ran down neo
profiteers—they only ran up the prices of
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commodities. When this Bill is passed, who
i3 1t going to hurt; it is not who is it going
to benefit, because I do not think it is going
te benefit anybody. It is going to hurt
the primary producer. ’
Orrosirion MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

~ Mr. GUNN: That is the only man you
can get at.

M. Harteey : Poor old primary producer;
put him in a glass case.

Mr. GUNN: If you are going to fix the
price of things you bring from overseas,
the merchant produces his invoices and
shows what he has pald, and you must give
him something for his trouble of distributing
them and you therefore very soon get at
what is a fair thing and cannot interfere
with the prices of the commodities. You have
tried it before—Mr. Sumner has tried it, and
was not able to interfere with anything from
overseas. But they can fix the price of
butter, which is a thing that we export from
Queensiand, and they throw the burden
on to the farmer,

Hon. J. G. AppeL: And they can com-
mandeer i, too.

~ Mr. GUNN: And they can commandeer
it.  They can fix the price of wheat, which
woes back on to the primary producer. And
they can fix the price of meat, which goes
back on to the primary producer. But the
overseas commodities you cannot fix the
price of, and if you are going to interfere
with ths primary producer, what are you
going to do? You are going to make him
vo to other countries. He should get the
value of his goods, deducting carriage, of
conr E.n{)tlce, according to some of the
latest statistics, how the people are leaving
their dairy farms. This is a very deplorable
thing, and will be accentuated as far as
they are concerned by price-fixing.

Mr. HarTLEY: £60 cheques a month for
cream,

. Mr. GEINN: According to these statistics,
in 1917, as compared with 1918, in general
favming there was a decrease of 2,204 adults
—that was people working on the farms. In
dlairying there was a decrease of 3,907 adults,
or a total of 6,171 fewer adults working on
the fa in 1918 than in 1917. Is not that
@ sad state of affairs? Instead of fixing
the prices of butter and cheese,
[5.30 p.m.] the Government will have to give
the farmers more to get them to
stay cn the land. In the area under crop
thare was a decrease of 202,441 acres, and in
area in fallow—that is, land going out of
cultivation—there was an increase of 193,008.
That is all very sad reading to me, and
iustead of fixing the prices of butter and
checse we ought to allow them to get the
world’s parity for what they produce. I
could say & lot more about the way in which
land setslement is falling off in Queensland.
The people are leaving the country and
voing to the city.
The SecRETARY FOR PuBLIC WORKS: Owing
to the high prices of material.

Mr. GUNN: Compare four years of Den-
lam Government with four years of Labour
Government. Between 1911 and 1914 a total
of 6,865 farms uwunder agricultural homestead
and perpetual lease conditions were taken
up, or an average per year of 1,741. Then
T.nbour came into power, and from 1915 to
1918 there was a total of 3366, or an average
per year of 841 farms. The total of all
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classes of selection, except pastoral lease,
was 11,841 in Denham’s time from 1911-1914,
or an average of 2,860 per year. In Labour’s
time, 1915-1918, the total was 5,991, or an
average per year of 1,497,

Mr. MoreaN: One-half!

Mr. GUNN: More than one-half. If that
does not.show that the people are leaving
she land, T do not know what does. People
talk about fixing the price of beef. They
forget that the majority—I might almost say
the big majority—of people who own cattle
are small people. The total number of cattle
owners in Queensland in 1917 was 40,664, of
whom 38,720 owned cattle in herds of under
301 head. That leaves only 1,944 owners of
herds of over 300 cach—and I do not think
there are many millionaires who own 300
head. If you hurt one of those men owning
300 head, by fixing his prices, you grievously
hurt twenty persons, each owning 300 head,
so I say it is dangerous to interfere with the
primary producer.

Mr. HarTLEY: Fix the price of wire and
galvanised iron.

Mr. GUNN: You cannot fix the price of
wire or galvanised iron, because you import
it. The only things of which you can fix the
price arc things that Australia produces,
and if vou start interfering with them, people
who grow those commodities will find it
better to go to some other country where
they are not interfered with by price-fixation.
Every award that comes out gives better con-
ditions to the man in the city, and the con-
scquence 1s that when the dairy farmer’s
son comes to the Exhibition in Brisbane he
perhaps goes back and says to his father:
“I saw so and so at the show. He is in a
very good position running a tram or some-
thing or other. I think I will live in the
city. I will send you 10s. or £1 a week,
and that will help you on the farm.” He
goes down and perhaps meets a nice girl and
gets married. Then his sister comes down
to stay with him and she gets married, and
after a time the noor old man and woman
are left alone on the farm without their
children. They are all away in the city.
After a time the man and the woman get
old and they have to go to live with their
son-in-law or their daughter-in-law in the
city, and the land goes into fallow and the
big pastoralist runs cattle over the farm that
cnee was producing wheat or butter.

We hear a great deal about undue profits.
If any private firm in Brisbane were allowed
to buy fish from the fishermen at 3d. per lb.
and sell it at over 6d., they would be called
profiteers. There would be immcediately a
cry, “Deal with the profiteer!” Yet that is
what the Government are doing—giving 3d.
per lb. and retailing it at an average of
over 6d.—making 100 per cent.—and yet
they are not making it pay. Then the
Government made a forced contract with the
meatworks to buy meat at 3d. to 34d. which
they are selling at an average of 56d. They
make on the average a profit of 70 per cent.,
and they do not even kill it. They send the
meat to the meatworks up the river or across
the river, who kill it for them, and then thev
sell it at an average of 70 per cent. profit
and only just make the business pay, even
without paying rates and taxes on their
shops.

Mr. Corrins: Do the people get cheap
meat? That is the main question.

Mr. Gunn.}
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Mr. GUNN: If the butchers of Brishane
were allowed to do the same thing, they would
make a fortune out of it. This cry about the
profitecer is a very nice cry on which to go
to the country, a very useful cry. It is a ery
that the party opposite exploited very well
four years ago.

Mr. Corrixs: Is not the Prime Minister
going to Australia on the question of hanging
the profiteer?

Mr. GUNN: Well, T say it is a very nice
electioneering cry. In a pamphlet issued four
years ago on ““ The high cost of living. Who
15 to blame?”—I have it in my box, but I
do not want to lose it, so I have taken a copy
—I find—

“The Labour party will endeavour to
cheapen the cost of living by attacking
the cause of high prices.”

Mr. WHITFORD: We are going to do it.

Mr. GUNN : I do not know what they have
attacked in the way of high prices. T sce
that they have fixed beef at 1d. per Ib. higher
than the Denham Government. The first
method mentioned is—

“ By regulating trusts and combines.”
They have been in power four years—what
trust or combine have they regulated? 1 do
not know of any. That was their clection

cry. The next method was—
“By destroying injurious monopolies.”
What  injurious monopoly have  they

glestroyed? I have seen no monopoly that
they have even aftacked. They have only
}1a5§e~(l Acts of Parliament. You want actions.
besides Acts of Parliament.

Mr. HARTLEY: We could not get past the
first monopoly—the Upper House.

Mr, GUNN: Another.method was—

“By putting In gaol the cornerer of
supplies.”
What cornerer of supplies have they put in
gaol? They said that the pastoralists cor-
nered cattle and would not send them to the
meatworks.  They said that the fazmer
cornered wheat stacks. and would not send
them to the market. Why did they not pub
them in gaol? Another method was—
“ By preventing the destruction of
wholesome food.”
That alludes to some fish, I suppose, that was
destroyed during Mr. Barnes’s time as Trea-
surer. It went bad or they could not sell it—
T forget which. This Government came along
and the fishermen catch fish at Southport.
They send it to market at South Brisbane,
but they have vr)lentv of fish there and they
d‘ump 1t—send it back or dump it in the river.
They dump far worse than ever. The next
method was—
“By_ cstablishing
food distribution.”
What better methods of food
have they established ?

Mr, HarTiey: State butcher’s shops and
fish shops.

Mr. GUNN: T do not know that the State
butcher’s shops have given better distribution.
The Government have commandeered meat
and are distributing it cheaper, but there js
no better distribution. Under the old method
the butcher used to come round and deliver
your meat.

Mr. Moreax: The tramways are getting
the extra money.

Mr. GUNN: In the old way you ordered
your meat and you «did not have to pay

[Mr. Qunn.
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cash. You got a monthly bill. In the pro-
sent way, if you are a poor person aund
your pay is not due, you cannct get your meat
until pay day. No cash, no meat!

Mr. WHiTFORD: Do you not believe in the
cash system ?

Mr. GUNN: Of course I do believe in the
cash system, but many a time have 1 sssisted
somebody poorer than myself by giving him
credit, and the storekeeper is keeping the
“cocky” going far more than the Govern-
ment 1n the country districts, and in the same
way the storekeeper iz keeping the fossicker
gomng far more than the Government are
doing. The pamphlet went on to say—

“If you want to keep down the cost
of living, vote for the Labour candidate.’”

GovERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hoar!

Mr. GUNN: They voted for the Labour
candidate and they sent him into this House,
and the cost of living has gone up in Queens-
land at a greater rate than in other
State. It 1s no use blaming the Federal
Government, because they rule equally in all
the other States.

Mr. HARTLEY:
go up to equal it.

My. GUNN : Whom was this compiled by ?
It was compiled by “HE. G. Thecdore and
J. A. Fihelly for the campaign committee of
the Queensland Labour party.” (Laughter.)
Before they came into power we were told
that the sawmillers were forming a combine
and that they would fix up this combine—they
were going to start a mill and cut cheap
timber. They started a sawmill or several
sawmills, but I sec that fruitgro prefer
to go to private mills because they e them
fruit cases cheaper. Then, again, last year
or the year before, they sent three-quarters
of a million feet of timber to the Southern
States. This year they sent half million
feet of timber away.

Mr. MARTLEY (Fitzroy): 1 rise to «
point of order. I want to know if the hon.
member is in order in discussing on this Bill
the prices and  the export of timber to
Southern States?

The SPEAKER: It is my opinicn that it
is perfectly in order. (Ilear, hear !}

Mr. GUNN: More has been sent to the
Southern States than before, and the Govern-
ment, if they had been thoughtiu! for the
people of Queensland, could have seld it te
the people in Queensland who wanted it. T
would like to see the price of log timber
leaving by rail or sea raised so that it could
be kept in Queenstfand. (Hear, hear!} We
are the greatest producers of all the States s
far as timber is concerned, and if we are not
careful, we will denude our forests and have:
no timber left at all. That is one thing they
failed in. Then, there is the fish. (Laughter.)
Do not hon. memhbers remember the cry that
the “ Dagoes ”” were making a fortune? It was
said, *“ We will see to that. We will start fish
shops. We will get a trawler, trawl the fish,
and give the people cheap fish.” The fish is
dearer now than ever it was. The venture
shows a loss, not a profit. I do not mind the
Government catching fish and selling it to the
people, but I do not see why they should have
made a monopoly of the fish business. A gentle-
man named Mr. Marwedal had a trawler
many vears ago, and sent it trawling outside
the Bay. He found the bottoms were not con-
ducive to good trawling. In that case a
private individual failed. The first time the
Government trawler goes out the nets catch

Wait until you see wages
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on the rocks, and T believe £300 was lost. It
1s net the fault of the men working the trawl
or of the trawl itself. There are several
sandy patches, but these wretched Tories will
not let the fish get into the sandy patches, but
keep them on rocks. (Laughter.) So it i«
with all the other industries. Take the case
of the lime-crushing. Thev went into my
clectorate, and were going to show everybody
how to crush lime. That prove a dead falhue
They also started an arsenic mine in my
district. I am happy to say I think that the
arsenic mine is going to be a great success so
far as getting arsenic 1s concerned But man
cannot live by arsenic alone. (Laughter.)
Then, one of the speakers said something
about motor-cars sent to France by the
Americans being burnt wholesale rather than
give them to the British. If my information
is right, that is not true, because I saw in
one of the late cables that the Americans had
handed over all their war supplies to the
French people at a very moderate price. I
think it mentioned that many motor-cars were
handed over to the French people. who will
be able to use them in France. We hear all
sorts of things about the destruction of pro-
perty, but T am like Diogenes—I am locking
with the lamp to find the people who destroy
all this property when there is somebody clse
who is willing to buy it. If there is anvbody
willing to purchase motor-cars, I think who-
ever owns them will sell them at the best
value to him. Tt does not matter twopence
whether this Bill is passed or not. The
Government have plenty of power under the
Control of Trade Act. This is brought for-
ward only to tickle the ears of the electou
particularly at a time when there is a
Federal election. Tt will be good stuff with
which to go to the country and abuse Mr.
Hmhes—to point out that he did not do this
or that, and to say they are prepared to bring
this Act into force. The (Government will
find they are just as impotent as they were
when they had Mr. Sumner fixing the prices

before.

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): I think the
greatest disappointment most of us had in
hstenmrr to the speech of the Minister, when
introdu(:ing this Bill, was in the fact that,
while he suggested certain remedies should
be introduced in order to control what he
termed ‘‘ profiteering,” he did not mention a
single word about the fact that, if we wished
to clear profiteering out of the State, one
thing that was necessary was more production
and more work. THe qulte ignored that aspect
of the question. He did not say a word about
what production was going to do, or what
more work would do.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: Oh, ves!
I did.

Mr. TAYLOR: Well, I listened very care-
fully to his speech, and I have read it in
“Hansard.” T think one of the most promi-
nent features of such a speech should have
been in the direction of more work and
increased production.
to savour very largely of a man going out to
grub a tree and starting at the ‘topmost
branch instoad of at the roof. By some
laborious means he gets up to the topmost
branch, and with a [fitle bit of a tomahawk
~td1ts to knock off some of the small branches.

Any measure which has for its object the
betterment of the conditions of the people
must nave the support of every sensible man.
The Minister, in this Bill, should have con-
fined himself to the two perticular things
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which he meutioned, and the appomtment of
a (/omrmsmonm I mﬂ to ere why we wang
all this other **tripe” and “tarradiddle,””
because it is nothnm else, in connection with
this matter. In giving a summary of what
he considered the measure contained, he yead
out this—
“ Every
who-—

(¢) Monopolises or attempts to mon-
opolise or combines or conspires with
any other person to monopolise wholly
or partially the demand or supply in
Queensland or any part thereof of any
commodity ;

if such monopolvy or control is of such a
nature as to be contrary to the public
interest.”

No one on this side of the House is opposed

person  commits an  offence

to that. Then he read out this—_
“(b) Combines or conspires with any
other person to control, wholly ox
partially, the demand or supply or

price in Queensland or any part thereof
of any commodity;
if such monopoly or control is of such a
nature as to be contrary to the public
interest.”’

We are all in favour of that.
find all this other rubbish here for?
nothing else but rubbish—half the contents
of this Bill—and the Minister and the mem-
bers on the Government side know it perfectly
well.  Profitcering, I contend, is largely a
cry so far as Queensland is concerned. The
fact that high prices prevail in quite a
number of directions for quite a number of
commoditics is not evidence that profiteering
is in existence in regard to those commodi-
ties. There are quite a number of contribut-
ing things which have tended to increase
the cost of living during the past four years.
You cannot take 30,000,000 or 40,000,000
people—probably there were nearly that
number when you consider the bpumber of
refugees and those who had to fly from their
homes and add them to the number of men
who were on the battlefields—for a period
of four years from the various avenues of
production and restore the balance a few
short months after the war is over.
years of work to restore what previously were
flourishing communities. ~Profiteering may
be in existence in some directions; no doubt,
it is. But I think, when the Minister came
along with a measure such as this, he should
have put before the members of this Chamber
some substantial evidence of where 15 was
working to the detriment of the people.
What do we find the Minister doing? He
read out the names of nine companies doing
business in Australia. Some of these com-
panies were doing business largely in New
Zealand, and some of them in other parts of
the world. He read out the amount of profits
and reserves, comparing, I think, the years
1916 and 1918. If we examine the figures
of those nine companies, what do we find?
There was one small company of about
£78,000, whose head office is in Queensland,
which added £7,000 to its reserves. Not
one of the other companies has its head
office in Queensland. The business they do
in Queensland is small compared with what
they do in other States. If the Minister
divided the whole of the profits of those nine
companies, and the whole amount of money
they have put to the reserves, it would mean

What do we

a little over a pound note to every man,

the Commonwealth.
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woman, and child in

It is

It takes-



Profiteering

That would not add very much to their
material comfort in any shape or form.
Yet we have trotted out such stuff as that,
when we know there is really nothing in it
at all—that there is a good deal of ‘ tarra-
diddle” in it. My idea is that the high
cost of living at the present time is con-
tributed to more by the drought than by
anything else. I venture to say that if we
had 6 inches of rain, distributed throughout
the Commonwealth of Australia before the
end of the present week, and falling over
two days, we would find the biggest slump
in prices Australia has ever known, without
any governmental control, without any com-
missioner. fo see that the prices should be
curtailed in any direction. It is the scarcity
of the necessary articles of life, and it is
the extraordinary demand coming from all
parts of the world, that are the main con-
tributing factors in the present high cost
of living. In a lesser degree industrial
trouble and higher wages are taking their
part in contributing to that high cost. There
18 no doubt that decreased production is
one of the main features which has accen-
tuated the high cost of living., The Minister
made an extraordinary statement or two in
his speech. He said that the greater pro-
duction, the higher the prices. T have never
heard such an extraordinary statement in my
life. It is quite evident to me that, after
the Minister has had about twelve months in
charge of the industrial enterprises of the
Government, he will change his opinion—
nrobably a good while before that—because,
if incrcased production means anything at
all—and it does mean a lot—it means lesser
cost and lesser prices. Then he introduced
the matter of the wheat, and said that
thousands of tons of wheat had rotted in
Australia during the past three or four years.
Unfortunately, we know that, to a great
extent, that 1s true; but we also know that,
unless certain control had been taken of the
wheat in Australia during that period, the
loss would have been very much greater.

(Nitting suspended from G p.m. to 7 p.m.)

Mr. TAYLOR (continuing): At the tea
adjournment I was speaking on various mat-
ters associated with what we may term pro-
fiteering. During the course of this debate
the matter of the price of wheat and bread
has been referred to by several hon. members.
Any member who is cognisant at all of the
wheat and bread prices that exist to-day
throughout the world must know perfectly
well that, so far us Australia is concerned,
we are being fed with bread much cheaper
than any other couniry. When one considers
that it was only in the short space of between
four and five years that the Queensland
Government and other Governments in Aus-
tralia were obliged, on account of the
shortage of wheat, to import quite a lot into
this country in order that the people might
be fed, one must be struck by the extra-
ordinary change that has taken place during
the past few years. The fact remains that we
have been able to maintain ourselves. As a
matter of fact, during the war period Aus-
tralia has disposed of.£250,000,000 of wheat
and wool. That shows what a wonderful coun-
try Australia is, and, if properly organised,
look what it is capable of doing. During this
debate a considerable amount of abuse was
‘hurled by the Minister for Public Works
upon the Prime Minister of Australia and
upon_the Federal Government for what they
‘4ailed to do. Anyone who has watched the

[Mr. Taylor.
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course of events during the war must know
that, had it not been for a certain action
taken by the Prime Minister during his first
visit to Kngland, when he purchased the
Commonwealth Tine of steamers, a con-
siderable quantity of our wheat could not
have got to the old world at all. We
know that freights are high at the present
time, and they will continue high for a con-
siderabie time yet. Yet we know that the
fact of the existence of that line of steamers
helped largely to keep prices down. (Hear,
hear!) It has been said that our farmers
are not getting London parity. Hon. mem-
bers know perfectly well that to reduce the
price of bread or wheat below the present
ruling prices in Australia would simply mean
ruination to the wheat farmer. It has been
pointed out in this Chamber on many occa-
sions that probably one of the most unprofit-
able crops that our farmers engage in is
wheatgrowing. It is very rarely that they
get 5s. a bushel for their wheat, and we
know that the average crop of wheat in
Australia is something about thirteen or
fourteen bushels an acre. Hon. members can
work that out themselves and see what a
man will get off 200 or 300 acres of wheat,
even if he gcts that price. To argue that
we should get a cheaper loaf is absolutely
impossible.  We cannot produce it cheaper
than we ars producing it in Australia and
serving it out to the people, so there is no
justification for those remarks at all. The
Prime Minister was roundly abused for what
he did not do and for what he should have
done. We werce also told by the Minister
that the Commonwealth Government pre-
vented the Quecensland Government from
doing what it would have liked to do, but
we find the Prime Minister, speaking in
Brishare last week, said that the Queensland
Government had unrestricted powers and that
it was not fettered In any way by any
action the Federal Government took to con-
trol prices,

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC WORKS:
absolutely wrong.

Mr. TAYLOR: That is what Mr. Hughes
said, at any rate.

The SECRETARY FOR Pusnic Works: The
High Court determined that matter, not M.
Hughes.

Mr., TAYLOR: It is remarkable that the
Prime Minister should get up in a large
public meceting and make that statement.
Hon. members opposite know perfectly well
that they have those powers, but they failed
ignominiously and abjectly. They failed
when they had the ‘“Allinga,” their own
boat. to carry provisions. What happened
to the ““ Allinga”? It was tied up at the

He is

Brisbane wharves for weeks and weeks,
Whose fault was that? The figures given to
us by Mr. Knibbs, the Commonwealth

Statistician, show us plainly and clearly that
in no State of the Commonwealth has the

.cost of living gone up more than in Queens-

land. Hon. members opposite say that that
is the fault of the Federal Government, but
the Federal Government rules the other
States the same as Queensland, yet, notwith-
standing that, we cannot get away from Mr.
Knibbs’s figures that the cost of living has
gone up in Queensland since the present
Government has been in power. In addition
to that, production has fallen off. At one
time we used to send to the Southern States
of Australia £200,000 or £300,000 worth of
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anaize.  This  year the drought has so
adver=eiy affocted the production of maize
that we ave not able to send any out of this
country at all—in fact, we have hardly
enough for our own requirements, and we
have to pay a high price for it. To what
15 that high price due?

Mr. Riorpan: Because they allow you and
Denham and Barnes to carry on.

Mr., TAYLOR: If the hon. gentleman
makes o sensible interjection, T will reply to
it, but to make an irrelevant remark about
Barnes and Denham and myself is simply
humbug.  The reason for the high price is
this: instead of getting 50 or 60 bushels
per acre the farmers are only getting 10,
20, and 30 bushels per acre. That is
the res-on for the high price of maize. If
the furmers got a crop approaching anything
likke rthat of previous years. we should not
have such high prices ruling at the present
time. The Minister referred to the question
of leather and the profit made out of boots.
‘What lias this Government been doing so
far as leather is concerned? They have been
doing all they possibly can to get the highest
possivle price for their hides from their own
State stations in the Southern States. The
Government have not endeavoured to provide
the people of Queensland with food at a
reasonable price. We know that perfectly
well, and they have not done anything to
provide the people with leather at a reason-
able pri I asked a question the other day,
and T was told that there were 2,000 hides
shipped to the Southern States. That was
not the first shipment by any means. We
are bringing back those self-same hides made
mto foorwear for the people of this State.

~ Mr. CoriiNs: Are you in favour of a
State tannery?
Mr. TAYLOR: With regard to State

enterprises generally, T am opposed to then.
but rczne have my svmpathy and support. I
@ in favour of a State cannery for soldiers.

Hon. J. G. Apper: He said “tannery.”

My, TAYLOR: 1 am not in favour of a
State tannery. I have seen enough of State
enterprizes to make me do all T ecan to
prevent any more being established. 'There
are any amount of splendid tanneries in
existerice, but, unfortunately, we have not
got enough boot factories in this State.
Instead «i importing goods from the Southern
States » ould be sending them' the manu-
factured srticle. We should encourage these
industries by all the means we possibly can.
‘The legislation which has been introduced
by the present Government has hampered
those secondary industries and not given
them the encouragement they deserve. We
should try to develop all the industries we
can in Queensland, but instead of doing that.
this Government puts a break on them, and
the result is that we have to suffer. We
suffer from high prices and we suffer from
a shortage of commodities, and so long as the
legislation which has been introduced into
this Chamber for some time continues, then
our industries will be discouraged and the
<cost ¢f living will keep up instead of going
down,

With regard to the price-fixing by the
‘Government, I would like to know who bears
the brunt of all this business right from the
start” ¥ contend it iz the primary producer
-~the mian on the land. (Hear, hear!) He has
to work seven days a week, and anything
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from fourteen fo sixteen hours a day, in
order that the people in the cities and towns
may be supplied with the necessaries of
life and live in comfort. Not only the man
on the land, but his wife and family and his
whole household have to work long hours
each day in the work of production. Yet I
heard one hon. member interject that the
primary producer should not be considered
at all. He really does not count at all, for
he is not in this business at all. As a matter
of fact, every man engaged in the secondary
industries in thizs State 1is being carried
along on the back of the man on the land.
Instead of hampering him, we should give
him encouragement. Because a man happens
to be on land producing the neccssary com-
modities of life, why should he be made to
bear the burden of all taxation and legisla-
tion? Is there any particular reason why
he should be singled out to bear the whole
burden? I contend that, as far as we are
concerned, ithe people in the cities and towns
have a great asset in the man and woman
engaged in agricultural life. They are the
people who are helping to develop this
country.
Mr. Carter: You do well out of them.

Mr. TAYLOR : And you are doing better.
(Laughter.) I rcturn them something for
what T do. but you live on them. You
return them nothing, but simply sit in the
Chamber and bark and howl. (Laughter.)

My. Riorpax: You are a parasite.

Mr. TAYLOR : And you are a parasite on
parasites. (Laughter.)

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. TAYLOR: The prevailing high
prices are not an indication of the fact that
profiteering prevails. I can show how the
matter cxists to-day. Take one of our stable
primary industries, the wool industry. Are
the pastoralists or the people of Australia
responsible for the prevailing high prices of
wool in London? They have got nothing
whatever to do with the high rate ruling.

Mr. CoLtixs: Do you say that it should
be regulated on the London price?

Mr. TAYLOR: It has been a good thing
for Australia and for the Government that
the high prices arve prevailing. Whether
London should control the price or not, I say
that if a man is growing wool in Australia
and he can get 5s. or 6s. per lb. in London,
Belgium, or France, if any Government of
this country says that so far as the people
of this country are concerned they should
sell their wool at 1s. 6d. or 2s. per lb., then
1 contend that the Government which says
that should make up the difference to the
woolgrowers from the whole of the people
of this country. (Hear, hear!) I do not see
why they should have to carry the burden of
clothing people any more than other men
engaged 1n any other industry. The_ hon.
member says—if I understand him aright—
“Geb 6s. a lb. for your wool in London,
but we must have it at 2s. a Ib. here.” If we
are going to have it at 2s. here in order to
have cheaper clothing, I contend the whole
of the people should contribute the difference
between what the man can get outside and
what the Government are prepared to give
him. There is no doubt in my mind that
the slogan of the Government, instead of
being so much this profiteering cry, should
be how they can increase production. Some
of the greatest minds in the world who have

Mr. Taylor.}
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studied the question—the American Food
Commissioner and other men who have been
in touch with the present prices and the
present scarcity—know perfectly well that
if we are to have an alferation or a reduc-
sion in value, and are going to feed and
clothe our people at lesser money, it must
be by increased production. Instead of that,
we are tinkering here with a Bill which,
o to speak, proposes to grub out a tree by
starting at the topmost branches,

Mr. Corrixs: The TUnited States are
losing 1,000,000 people a year.

Mr. TAYLOR: All the States are losing
everywhere; and we are going to lose so
long as we go on as at present. We had
sone of this trouble with regard to profiteer-
ing before the war. We have passed through
four or five years of the greatest turmoil
and trouble ever known, and are reaping the
harvest of it now, and it is going to be a
long time before things come back to normal.
It 1s not going to bring them back to normal
by introducing a Bill such as this. Now,
who is going to control the prices?

Mr. WHITFORD : The worker.

Mr. TAYLOR: This Bill says that the
Minister is going to control the prices. I
would advise the hon. member to read clause
5. We get a whole lot about a Commissioner
and assessors, but it all has to be controlled
under the direction of the Minister. He can
sav what the price shall be, how it shall be

" controlled, appoint the officers, and do cvery-
thing in connection with this matter.

Mr. WuirrorD: He is representing the
worker,

Mr. TAYLOR : The Commissioner is only
@oing to be a figurehead; he is going to have
absolutely no power to control prices or
remedy the existing defects. He will simply
go along with recommendations to the
Minister, who will look through them and
say what shall be. We are told that the
Commissioner and other officers shall not
be members of Parliament nor hold parti-
z’uvlar offices nor yet be engaged in business.
Why does not the same apply to the
)Xlunster? Why single out certain indivi-
duvals and then say that all this tremendous
power set forth in this Bill shall be possessed
by the reponsible Minister who shall oceupy
the position at the particular time.

Mr. Corrixs: What do you suggest?

Mr. TAYLOR: I should suggest that the
Commissioner should have full and complete
power apart from any Minister, that the
recommendations and directions shall not be
subject to any Minister. The Commissioner
is the man who should have control, the
man who has knowledge and experience, and
who should be able to control it in a proper
way. and_ which I contend no Minister—
whether National, Liberal, or Labour has;
he would be, to a certain extent, biassed by
his political beliefs. i

I do not intend to delay the House an
further. As I said in starf?;ng, the Ministe}lZ
placed before this House, in introducing this
Bxll,.a.sumr_nary dealing with the clause
appointing his Commissioners  to carry ous
all that they seek to find out, etc.”’; but in
reading the Minister’s speech we find hardly
one case where he is able to put his finger
on actual profiteering. He brings in the
tobacco trust, but people do not eat
tobacco ; some of them chew it and a good
many smoke it; but, so far as the necessary
commodities of life are concerned, he failed
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to show any particular instance where pro-
fiteering was being carried out to the detri-
ment of the best interests of the people of
the State. The Bill, as it exists at present,
certainly will not have my support. I would
like to sec some measure introduced which
would, as the leader of the Opposition pointed
out, after making inquiries beforehand to
find out the cause of things—whether they
exist—then bring forward a remedy to deal
with it, instead of all the provisions which we
find wrapped up in this particular measure
which, fo my mind, is nothing else but an
clectioneering Bill. Electionecring Bills arc
introduced at times, and suppose all
Governments are prone to make use of them;
but I hope that whatever is done will be ir
the best interests of Queensland, and that
our primary producers will not be sacrificed
for any cry for cheap prices and so chase
them coff the land as has been the case at
present in many instances.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE (Ogley): The Minis-
ter, in introducing this Bill, cast the whole
blame of the high cost of living upon the
TFederal Government, and although certain
members have referred to this question
previously, it 1s necessary to keep on repcat-
ing the statements so that the people of
Queensland can exactlv understand what has
been the position with regard to the con-
trolling of prices in Queensland during the
past four or five years. The leader of the
Opposition pointed out that in the year 1914
the Denham Government introduced a Con-
trol of Prices Bill, which, in my judgment,
was a very excellent Bill, because it anti-
cipated that, with the usual control of trade
being removed. there would be individuals
who would endeavour to exploit the people
by unduly raising the cost of food. The
Denham Government operated that Bill and,
if T remember rightly, Mr. Watson was the
Comptroller of Prices in Queensland under
the Denham Administration. When the
present Government took office, his position
was taken by Mr. Sumner, who certainly
did his utmost to tackle an extremely diffi-
cult proposition. The actual views of this
Government upon the question of the fixation
of prices, I think. are very aptly dealt with
in their book * Socialism at Work,” which
gives three or four years’ history 'of the
Labour Administration. On page 26 this is
what the present Government says—

“ State regulation of prices had gone
but a short distance towards affording
protection. Fvery effort at restriction
was met with protests from retailers and
producers, who declared the Price Con-
trol Board were threatening them with
ruin. There was no means of checking
the accuracy, or otherwise, of these
claims; and between the fleeced con-
sumers on one side and the complainers
on the other, the Government was placed
in a false position. Ministers knew full
well that an extortionate price was being
charged for a necessary article of diet;
but, until establishing the State shop,
there was no evidence with which to
prove any such contention. Neither were
there practical means for dragging down
prices to a fair level.”

On page 32 of the same book this remark is
made—

“ Ixperience, both within and outside
the Commonwealth, notably in America,
has shown how many and serious are
the difficulties standing in the way of
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legislative control or restriction of the
combination of capitalists in restraint of
trade.”

My object in_referring to those passages is
that, when the War Precautions Act was
introduced by the existing Federal Govern-
ment, the State Government was glad enough
to get rid of those price-fixing attempts,
because every mam must know you are
tackling an exceedingly difficult problem in
the question of price-fixing. The Federal
Government, under the War Precautions Act,
issued certain tables, fixing the prices of
certain commodities. Hon. members oppo-
site complained that that was merely a farce
and was not put into operation, although
there was no lack of desire to give effect
thereto; but it was necarly impracticable
to put such a scheme into operation, as I will
endeavour to show later. Hon. gentlemen
opposite contend that the Commonwealth
deprived them of powers they hitherto
enjoyed of controlling the price of food-
stuffs. ~The hon. member who has just
resumed his seat stated that. That position
is refuted by the Prime Minister in his
specch at Wynnum on the 22nd, when he
made this statement—

“As to profiteering, the Labour party
had stated that the reason it had abated
its attacks on the profiteers was because
the Commonwealth had power to deal
with them. It might have had power
to deal with profiteering, but the power
of the Queensland Government was
unrestricted, and it could have done what
it ‘liked. He had asked the Queensland
Government to give him all the neces-
sary powers, but they would not give
them to him.”

(Government interruption.) That clearly dis-
poses of the contenticn of hon. members
opposite that this Government has not all
the time had power to regulate prices of food-
stuffs if it so desired; but it was only glad
cnough to take advantage of the position
when the Federal Government issued the
regulations under the War Precautions Act.
Now, when an election is approaching, and
they are very sore put to it to have some
cry which will carry them to victory—and
I say advisedly that they know perfectly well
that their hope lies in the direction of the
profitecr, and they think that by passing the
whole blame and responsibility on to the
Federal Government and the National party
in this House they will try to mislead the
people of Queensland sufficientlv to let them
think that ours is the fault. The position to-
day is that, even supposing this Government
had no power to control the prices of food,
then by reason of the Commonwealth powers,
as previous speakers stated, the same state of
affairs oxisted in every State in Australia,
vet, in spite of that, Queensland shows an
increase of 64.5 per cent. in the cost of food-
stuffs; New South Wales 52.4 per cent., and
South Australia 38 per cent. It must be
admitted that the same state of affairs must
have existed throughout Australia if the
power of fixing prices was limited to the
Commonwealth. Vet in Queensland the
increase in the cost of living is twice as much
as has been experienced in South Australia.
That shows the ridiculous contention of hon.
members opposite, and how hard put they
ave when they try to put the blame upon the
Federal Government for the high cost of
living that exists in Queensland. (Government
mterruption.) It is rather amusing to hear

{28 Ocroer.]

Prevention. Bill. 1627

this Government blaming the Commonywealth
for not exercising its powers for fixation of
prices under the War Precautions Act while,
for years past, we have had these same
gentlemen howling about the War Precau-
tions Act. When this Act hits or pricks them,
it is the worst iniquity that could be intro-
duced. When it can be used for
[7.30 p.m.] an argument to bolster up their
own_case, to show that the Com-
monwealth should have fixed the prices, thep,
they say, why are those powers not used in
Queensland to control the cost of living? The
insincerity and the hollowness of the whole
position are so apparent to any thinking
man that it is rather amusing to hear hon.
members opposite bringing it forward. Our
mission during the next few weeks is to see
that the pcople of Queensland and Australia
generally really know what the position is.
The SpcrETarY For PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
They will know it, all right.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: They will; and I
am quite certain that every hon. member
occupying these Opposition benches is going
to do his Liest to show the hollow insincerity
of the whole position. The War Precautions
Act has been repealed since May last, so far
as the fixation of prices is concerned, This
Government have «during that period of
approximately six months had at their dis-
posal a Prices Bill which they have mnot
attempted to put into use in any shape or
form. No attempt has been made to use that
Bill to restrain the activities of these terrible
profiteers; and, further than that, this session
has heen in progress for three months, and
vet this is the first we have scen of this Bill.
It, as the Governor’s Speech stated, the posi-
tion was preventing the Government from
doing a fair thing for the aoldier, if it was
the main cause of the industrial unrest which
existed, I contend that this Bill should have
been one of the first measures introduced.
Yet, it has been brought in at the fail-end of
the session—{for we know that the House is
probably going to rise in three or four weeks.
It has been brought in as nesr as pessible to
the Fedecral elections so that members oppo-
site can say, when they go to the country:
“ Here, we introduced this measure. We are
the saviours of the people by wanting to deal
with these profiteers ’—knowing perfectly
well, as they do, that there is no time to pass
it.

Mr. WHITFORD : Do you sa
ing does not exist?

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: I om one of those
who previously stated in this House, and I
repeat it now—that profiteering does exist
in Queensland. Undoubtedly, it exists in
Queensland, and it exists more particularly in
other parts of the world than even in Queens-
land. T will say this further—that combines
exist in Queensland and in other parts of
Australia, and if this Bill is going to have as
its object and as its result the {nspxtutIOn.of
some kind of a court, or commission, which
will give the people of Queensland the oppor-
tunity of testing the complaints they have
against_the profitecr and the combines which
allegedly exist, it will be doing good. T am
of the opinion that a court, or comuiission,
is essential in order to give the people
an opportunity of ventilating their griev-
ances against the present high standard
of living, so that they can get at the
real state of affairs. There are unques-
tionably in Queensland to-day, to my know-
ledge and to the knowledge of most hon.
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that prefitecy-
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members, actually instances of profiteeriug to
a disquieting extent. T am golng to refer a
little later on to instances where combines
exist to restrict trading in Queensland—I am
sufficiently honest to admit that—bat I am
not going to admit that the whole of the high
cost of living that exists to-day is due to the
operations of profitcers, and if hon. members
opposite are going to lead the people of
Queensiand to think that the institution of
this court or commission of appeal is going
to have the effect of reducing that cost of
living to any appreciable extent, they ave
misleading themselves and the people. 3w
object is to eritieise the position fairly and
squarely. I.do not consider that any measure
is likely to have any material effect on the
cost of living. 1 will give my reasons for
saying that. The chief rveason is that the
main influences which are in operation at the
present time in enhancing the cost of
materials which are used in everyday con-
sumption lic outside of Queenstand.  Take the
linen or woollen stuffs and so forth which are
utilised in cur ordinary wearing apparel.
How much is made in Queensland? Hon.
members know perfectly well that only a tiny
percentage is made in Queensland.
Mr. WHITFORD Interjected.

My, ELPHINSTONI: Allow me to con-
duct my own speech; the hon. member can
speals  afterwards. The position is that
you arc suffering from the effects of pro-
fiteering which to-day exists in other parts of
the world. The only influence any measure
we pass can have on these imported goods in
this country is the effect which the cost of
making them up and distributing them has
upon  the cost to the consumer. Until
Queensland produces more there is no more
possibility of fixing the price of materials

which go to make our everyday com-
modities  than there is of our flying.
1 have often heard hon. members argue

that whenever wages go up, up goes the
cosi_of materials, So long as we are satisfied
to import the finished article, and simply
make that up into the particular garment we
want, so long will the cost of wages imme-
diately affect the ultimate cost, because all
that we expend on the article is really the

wages which are utilised in making it
up and distributing it, and the influences
which  have been brought to bear to
enhance the cost of that article were

exertcd hefore that article reached Queens-
land. Therefore, it is only in the wages and
the distributicn and retailing of that article
tbat the Queensland influences can be felt.
That is a point which hon. members opposite
must remember.

Mr. WHitrorD: What would you say of a
man who bought stuff before the war and sold
1t at 300 per cent. profit?

Mre. ELPHINSTONE: I will deal with
that. but T hope that these interjechions will
not be taken off my time.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. ELPHINSTONE : T have just told the
hon. member that if be will abide his soul in
patience I will tell him something about the
tailoring trade.

Mr. WritFoRD: I will tell you something
you do not know.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: Possibly the hon.
member  can.  For the reasons I have
stated, I say that the establishment of any
court such as is suggested here is going to
have very little effect on the ultimate cost
of a particular article in question. A great
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deal- has been said about mecat, bread, fish,
milk, fruit, and groceries. My opinion is
that this Bill is likely to be effective to a
very slight extent in respect of those articles.
The Minister, in introducing this measure,
I think, mentioned condensed milk as being
one of the commodities in regard to which a
combine existed In Australia, and adversely
affected the cost of living. F¥las he read the
result of the investigations in New South
Wales, where Judge Edmunds said that he
had listened to all kinds of evidence from all
quarters, and he saw none whatever which led
him to think that therc was anything else
but a fair margin of profit on the production
of condensed milk? The reason why I wel-
come this suggested court or commission is
that it will give to the people of Quecensland
an opportunity of dissecting this matter, not
building on false premises, because, if they
think that they are going to have, through
the introduction of this Bill, a reduction 1un
the cost of living, I am satisfied they ave
going to be bitterly disappointed.

There is one sphere in which I think
profitecring is rife in Quecnsland—that is, in
women’s apparel. We all know the feminine

weaknesses  of  our community. Many
women and girls seec some particular
article which takes their fancy. It 1is

not a question of price or whether it comes
within their means or not. They set
their minds or hearts upon that little attrac-
tive article of feminine adornment, and they
go for it and buy it. I will give you an
actual example which happened in a Qucen-
street shop during the past three months.
There were some silk stockings which this
particular drapery firm had bought at a
particularly favourable price, so that they
were enabled to put them in the window
marked 8s. 11d. a pair. They could not sell
those articles—and the manager of the shop
himself informed me of this—and the reason
was that it appeared too cheap; pcople did
not think that it was a right price to pay
for silk stockings. So they marked the price
up to 18s. 11d. for the same pair of stockings,
and within a week overy pair was sold out.
That is an actual illustration which demon-
strates my point, which is that 1t is the
feminine weaknesses of this community which
give the profiteer the opportunity to indulge
to a very Jarge extent in that direction. If
the demand is there and the people insist on
paying high prices, surely there is a certain
amount of excuse for a profiteer under such
circumstances.  Let me ask hon. members
how they would deal with the situation.
Groceries fill a very important part in our
everyday life. You have a small grocer in
Stanley street and a large one in Queen street
with seven, eight, nine, or ten branches.
We will say that soap is the particular article
to be dealt with. The Commission says,
A penny a cake is a recasonable profit on
soap.”’ A penny a cake to the small grocer in
Stanley street is a reasonable profit, but a
penny a cake to the big grocer with ten
branches is a small fortune. That is one of
the difficulties which creep in when you
attempt to fix prices. I should like to give
an illustration in regard to tailoring, in which
the hon. member for Burrum has so vital an
interest. We will sav, for the sake of argu-
ment, that he has when the war broke out
100 suit lengths which he had bought at pre-
war prices. He can make those suit lengths
up and sell at £6 6s. a suit, and make a
reasonable profit. The hon. member knows
that is what existed before the war broke out.
But the war breaks out and up goes the cost
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of material 100 per cent. Assuming that he
sold those 100 suits at £6 6s., the position
is that he has to pay twice the price for new
stock when his stock is exhausted. It means
that he has only sufficient capital return to
buy {ifty suit lengths at the enhanced price.
He does so. Prices go up another 100 per
cent. and consequently, when he has sold out
his fifty suits, he has only got enough capital
to buy twenty -five suit lengths at again the
enhanced price. The hon. member kuows as
well as I do that is what has been happening.
¥urther, when the prices come down, he
s left with a stock on his hands, which
cost him the top of the market price, and he
has to incur a serious loss. The position
shows that that particular tailor has to take
into consideration when he is selling his stock
what it is going to cost him to replenish that
stock. Therefore, that man, who has got so
many lengths which he can make up into
suits at £6 6s. has to retail them at £10 10s.
to give him sufficient capital to buy the same
qudntlty of stock at the enhanced price.

Mryr. CARTER : What a stupid argument ?

Mr. ELPHINSTONE : Stupid to the hon.
member for ’ort Curtis, because he docs not
understand it, but I venture to think that
there are certain hon. members opposite
whose intelligence will permit them to grasp
the argument.

Mr. WairrorD: You may know something
about cement, but you do not know much
about clothmrr

Mr. CartEr: He does not know much about
cement, yet he buried Darra in it. He
cemented the company in it.

I am going on with mv tailoring argu-
mient whether the hon. gentlemen 0pp051te
like it or not. There are certain tailors in
Queensland  to-day whose position is very
difficult. There are large firms of tailors who
have sufficient capital at their disposal to
buy their stocks in the cheapest possible
market under the most favourable conditions.
There are other tailors in Queen street to-
day who are in the hands of Southern and
overseas woollen merchants.  Honourable
members opposite know that as well as 1.
They have to buy their stocks through these
particular men and pay whatever price they
care to ask. That creates the position that
vou have one firm of tailors quoting £7 Ts.
for a suit and another across the way quoting
£10 10s. for the same suit. That is not
necessarily evidence of profiteering. That is
evidence of certain men having greater
facilities to buy, being unfettered in their
buying capacity. That shows the mecessity
once more for the establishment of some
court or commission where these things can
be ventilated and people can be given an
opportunity of investigating the matter. To
come down to another phase of the situa-
tion, hon. members opposite, in my judg-
ment, are correct when they say that it is
xmpossﬁnc to look for industrial peace under
our present Arbitration Court system until
sotme method is devised of stabilising the cost
of living. There is no question about that.
Any man who studies the position must admit
that so long as the necessary commodities of
life ave continually bounding up and up, so
long will we have perpetual unrest in the
industrial class of the community. There-
fore, every thinking man who is honest must
try and devise some means of stabilising the
cost of the necessary commodities of life.

OCTORBER. ]
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Our efforts should be bent in that direction.
There are two directions in which I think our
efforts should be energetically directed with
that object in view, It seems to me that those
men who are capable of conferring upon this
subject should discuss the questlon whether
1% 1s mnot possible to earmark a sufficient
quantity of Queensland primary products to
feed and clothe the people of Queensland at
a reasonable cost and at a reasonable profit,
rendering them free and unfettered by the
fluctuating prices caused by the world’s
demands. It seems to me o be unreasounable
to ask a worker to pay a high price for boots
when. he knows that the hide is produced in
Queensland at a price thch if manufactured
here, would permit him to purchase a pair of
boots at a reasonable cost. It is all very
well to tell that man that Queensland is
benefiting . by the fact of our selling our
produce in the world’s markets at the
highest possible price. That is an .indirect
benefit which the average working man dees
not understand, and probably has littlc oppor-
tunity. of amnocxwhn' What he uvndorstands
i that he is given a certaln wage oa whick
he has to hve and that wage was fixed upon
commodities cmtmg a certain figure. If
those commodities are continually soaring,
of course the man is continually perturbed
and continually upset—in my judgment,
reasonably so. I think our minds should be
concentrated upon seeing if we cannot devise
somo means of stablilising the cost to the
worker of those commodities which go to
form the neccessaries of his life, particularly
when the raw materials which are utilised in
the manufacture of those commodities are
produced in this State. Another point X
want to touch upon is that there is a vast
amount of waste going on in Queensland to-
day in the method of distributing our neces-
sary commodities, In the distribution of
bread, of milk, of fruit, and of such like
thmga. there is a waste going on which
probably adds 20 per cent 30 per cent.,

perhaps 40 per cent. to the cost of commodi-
tics. You see, for the sake of argument,
districts where tradesmen are going over one
another’s steps. You see bakers’ ocarts
travelling over the same roads. I have seen
it myself scores of times in the old country.
I think I am right in saying that one of the
first measures which was introduced at home
when the war broke out was to stop this
waste in distribution, with the result that
cach person had to go to a certain centre to
secure his ncessary commodities. Something
of that description ought to be introduced
here, because there is a terrible waste going
on in the distribution of those necessary
commodities of life. Can a man look at the
fruit position to-day without being perturbed
with what he finds? There is fruit which is
produced and sold at a price which is &
bare living in the ordinary course to the fruit
producer. Yet, on the other hand, you have
fruit consumers who are paying for that
particular fruit a price which is staggering
when it is compared with. the price which
the producer actually receives. I am not
going to say that that is due to profiteering.
T do not think it is. It is due o the ineffi-
cient distribution of fruit.

Ir. SMITH: Who gets the difference?
Mr. ELPHINSTONE: The hon. member
for Mackay says, * Who gets the difference ?”’

Mr. SMITH: Wasteful distribution s only
one factor.

Mr. Elphinstone. ]



1630 Profitesring [ASSEMBLY.] Prevention Bill.
Mr. ELPHINSTONE: It is one very Therefore, the result of that £2,000,000
material factor. Take, for instance, perish- expenditure is not apparent. If that had

able fruit like tomatoes, about which the
hon. member for Bowen and T know a good
deal. Tomatoes are bought and stocked by
large numbers of small fruit shops in Bris-
bane. Each one of those shops has to make
a  certain profit on a limited turnover;
further, it has to keep that stock for an
indefinite period, which occasions consider-
able waste, with the result that they have
to charge a considerably enhanced price to
malke up for the loss by waste and the small
turnover out of which they have to make a
living. Some system has to be devised of
naking distribution more perfect, to enable
the censumer to get the commodities of life
which arve necessary for him in a way which is
not going to be any curtailment of the oppor-
tunities of the people, but rather is going to
enhance them. It is going to give the con-
sumer an opportunity of getting the neces-
saries of lfe at a price which his limited
means permit him to enjoy. There is one
point which I do not think any hon. member
in this debate has touched upon regarding
thiz cost of living, and that is the question
of inflated currency. We must remember that
during this war the whole financial situation
of the world has gone through a very
important transitory stage, and it has
arrived at a point when there is far more
money in circulation than there ever has been
in the world’s history. On the other hand,
there is very much less production. There
are more buyers with more money, and on
the other hand less production. The result,
of course, is that you have two people, or
three people, now asking for the one article,
whercas before the war there was one article
for one person. The compefition of those
three people to obtain that one article means
that the cost of that article is enhanced.
That is the rule of supply and demand, and
vou cannot get away from it. If our efforts
are bent upon increasing that production so
that we can supply the enhanced currency
which exists to-day, we will reduce the cost
of living. Let me llustrate my point. Why
is it that cabbages are fetching about 2s.
each in fthe market to-day? It is simply
because there are more people asking for
cabbages than there are cabbages with
which to supply them? If there were twice
the number of cabbages in the morning to
what there are, the prices would probably
go down 50 per cent. Therefore, 1t comes
back to the one point which we on this side
of the House are always preaching—so long
as you discourage production so long will
the present state of affairs exist as regards
the high cost of living. TLet me give
an illustration which hon. members opposite
will  possibly follow.  This Government
during the last twelve months, I think I am
right in saying, have spent some £2,000,000
on railway construction. That £2,000,000
has been dizsemninated throughout the com-
munity in wages and cost of materials,
Therefore, that goes into the market and
is spent. Now that £2,000,000—or rather,
the railway which is represented by that
£2,000,000—is not immediately productive.
That £2,000,000 has been thrust upon the com-
munity without having the necessary pro-
duction behind it. Had it been put into
direct use, which could immediately produce
something, it could be utilised in purchasing
that which was produced thereby. It will be
vears before that railway becomes productive.

[Mr. Elphinstone.

been spent on irrigation, and the result had
been increased creps and increased production
generally, the cost of living would have come
down, because there would have been some-
thing on which to spend it. That is a point
of view which is well worth considering, and
it is 2 point of view which should influence
Ministers in the expenditure of money for the
development of Queensland. It is a most
important point which has a bearing on the
position in all parts of the world at the
present moment, I referred earlier in my
sprech to the danger of combines. It is
rather remarkable that no hon. memben
opposite in his condemnation of the com-
bines which exist to-day has made any
reference to the biggest combine that there
is probably in the world, and that is the
licensed liquor combine? Why is it that hon.
members opposite have not pointed to the
existence of that combine? Have they not
got an illustration of what that combine did
1o a publican in Brisbane some two years ago
when he dared to refuse to raise the price
of liquor at its dictates? Hon. members
know perfectly well that the man was vie-
timised at every turn, that scouts and spies
were put out to stop him getting supplies,
but the man was too strong and ultimately
he was bought out by the trade. That is the
biggest combine that exists in Brisbane
to-day, and yet not onc hon. member oppo-
site has had the temcrity to refer to it.
The significance of the omission is enlighten-
ing. 1 will refer to a combine in the
motor trade which is supposed to support
the Opposition. In my Judgment it 1s a
verr undesirable combine. 1 dislike com-
bines, I think we should all have free-
dom to trade and do as we like. 1In the
motor trade to-day—and I am interested in
it—would hon. members opposite be surprised
if T told them I cannot go into probably
twents or thirty shops and buy anything at
all because I refused to join the combine?
Br. Forey: They must know you too well.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: Do hon. members
know that some of the biggest shops where
hitherto 1 could purchase anything, because
I refused to join a combine will not sell
me a tin tack.

Mr. Forey: Well! Well!

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: The hon. member
says * Well, well.”” Poor little, limited mind.
He does not see the significance of that.
Probably he is getting too old.

Mr. Forey: I can go into any shop in
Queensland, and get anything I want, if I
have the money.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: Because the hon.
member is a capitalist. I am not. He is a
landed proprietor, I am a poor, struggling
individual. That is the position, I say the
establishment of any Commission that is
going to have the object of giving the people
the opportunity of testing the real validity
of these profiteering Acts should also stop
the operations of wundesirable combines.

There are some desirable ones,

[8 p.m.] bear that in mind. There are
some industries which could not

exist to-day if it were not for a c¢ombine;
which have had to combine with a view fo
effecting economies in distribution and in
working. Don’t think I am condemning the
lot. But there are some combines which exist
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in Queensland which should have their wings
cut, I ¢an see no reason why any man should
not have the liberty to buy an article where
he hikes. and for him to be restricted simply
because he refuses to join in a combine which
has for its objective the restriction of trade
and 1o ryaising of prices is not right. It is
rather vemarkable that the Government itseif
has been busily engaged in ploﬁtuqirg 1
have hoard .en,oncu to the cost of living in

this House, buf members opposite are a]wax»
stleng oy Y;hL profiteering that goes on un the

part of the Government itsclf,
the auestion of timber.  (Hear, hear!) To
refer to this article, whereas five vears ago
we could produce fogs at Ts. per 100 super-
ficial feet, to-day you have got to pay 19s.

especially on

vper 100 superficial feet to the Government
for thut =amne quality of timber. That 1s
nearly three times as much for that same
timber as comnpared with five years ago.

That hus had the effeet of adding 50 per
cent. to the cost of a house. These ure state-
ments which I make without fear of contra-

dictionr,  Yet hon. members opposite com-
plain of the cost of living when they lknow
that the Govermnent expressly and by their

own iustrumentality caused the price of
timber o oo up.

The SPE H\b R: Oz‘der’. - The  hon.
gentleman h‘p exhauvsted the time allowed
him by the Btanding Orders.

My, SOMERSET (Ntanley): 1 beg to
STOVe—
“That the hon. member for Oxley be
furthier heard.”

Question put and passed.

My, ELPHINSTONE: I have to thank
the House tus ity consideration. This is a

point I persistently refer to, berause weo all
Lknow that the pwb em before Queensland
to-day is the housing problem. We all know

that r"w only way of solving that problem is
to give cvery worker a roof over his head
and a t.(ud(‘ﬂ where he will be able to enjoy
ome !ntm)me' in life. Whilst the Govern-
ment is poinsing the finger of scorn at the
and while the Government is intro-
'I(rr:sxah(m which has for its object
Lsing cf the people, here is the Govern-
menr on the other hand charging, and being
instrumental charging, two and a-half
times for timber to-day as it was
five vemrs ag

Mr. Forpy:
for that?

Mr. BELPHINSTONE: Yes; because the
Government sees an opportunity of making
money out of its timber, and seizes it. The
Government seces an opportunity of making
£100.000 or more out of its timber, and
that 1s why they ave charging the increased
royalty. In this matter the Government 1is
looking for motss in the eyes of the profiteer
outside, but first of all the Government

=

Den’t you know the reason

Py

should ascertain what the beam is doing
init: own cve. A good deal has been
said about shipping. During the currency

of the war shipping freights on the Queens-
Tand coast were not increased at all.

Mr. Swmrri: They were increased.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE

Mr. Saaru: The shipping companies
Inercased their freights, but a regulation of

sthe Navy Department caused it to be with-
Wirawn.,

They were not.
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Mr. ELPHINSTONE: I am saying thas,
so far as shipping freights on the Queensland
coast are concerned, they were not increased
during the war. 1 am not saying what the
shipping companies intended to do. There
is no use denying the fact that a good deal
of tlw increased cost of living in Quetnsland
is uue to the oversca shipping companies
We have only to look at their balance-sheets,
and palmculm]v the balancesheets of the
Japanese shipping companies. I remembor
looking through the balance-sheet of one
Japancse shipping company, and I saw that
they made a profit of £2,500,000 in one vear
out of a (*apitdl of £1,500.000. 'That was a
company trading between Japan and Aus-
tralia, and it is a most iniquitous state of
affairs thut we should be called upon to pay
such enormous freights for the introduction of
goods into QLli‘Lll\lde as the outcome of the
war. Anything that is going to control ths
freights overseas is going to have a material
bt‘dllll” upon the position in Queensland.
How 1s this Commission going to control that
situation? It simply shows that, when the
Federal Parliament asked for powers to
control the situation, it is doing something
which we, as reasonable men, ought to assist
it to get. As a State we cannot control these
things, and it is a matter which ought to be
controlled by the Federal Government.
Therefore, when the powers asked for by
the Federal Parliament are granted, as I
hope they will be, this Bill will become
inoperative. When the Profiteering Bill was
introduced in England, what were the
remarks made in regard to it? I find tha‘r
the Bill was only introduced for a period of
six wmonths, becaus: the Minister in charge
of it knew perfectly well that it could onlv
act as a palliative and be no positive cure,
There is no legislative cure for profiteering.
There is no cure for the high cost of living
other than competition. Production and com-
petition are two things which will bring about
the natural cure, and it is only when compe-
tition and production are upset by an
upheaval such as we passed through during
the past five years that we find the position
as it is to- day. If we would only bend our
cricrgies upon production, and get the people
to engage in secondary industries, then,
instead of the disturbing evil which dheady
exists, we will find a permanent cure to mees
the present situation. I must admit that the
cstablishment of this Commission is neces-
sary, as it will give those who do not under-
&’rand the position, and who do not understand
the ins and outs of the causes which go to make
for profiteering and the high cost of living,
it will give them an opportunity of under-
standing the situation, and it will also give
the workers an opportunity of appreciating
the difficulty and making them more con-

tent. The president of the British Board of
Trade, in introducing the Profiteering Bill
in the House of Commons, said that the

suspicion of profiteering is creating social
unrest, and materially contributing to the
disturbance and disorganisation of industrial
life. So long as we have not some means
of stabilising the cost of commodities in
Queensland, manufactured from products
which we raise ourselves in Queensland, then
there will be trouble. I commend two things
to this House. I hope this Commission will
be established. I believe it is necessary thas
everything relating to the cost of Tiving
should be inquired into thoroughly and

Mr. Flphinstone.
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efficiently. In Queensland and Australia we  Japanese some time ago. However. zere are
must have some means of turning out our some of the Japancse prices—
raw material into the finished article at a :
rcasonable cost of production and at a reason- _ TIRSE SELECTHD AMERICANTCHOICE QUi Y.
able profit, so that our working classes can I White. | B
buy these commodities w ithout bemg subject S - P - e
ta violent fluctuations in price, which go a Ineh \M /M1 I sept. | Nept. Losept. [sept.
long way towards disturbing them in their 1918, | 1949, o189,
industrial life as it exists at the present - T h R
O N ENNTAE A X d sl L sodl
20 | 3% . L06
Mr. WHITFORD (Burrum): 1 desire to f; jf] - ‘:: “’ff
say a few words in connection with this S5 P11 126 o le e e
matter, particularly after hemrlng the hon. YRS N - | '
member fnr Oxley. I notice that the hon. 271 6 2 ! 25 {3 0
member for Oxley is a tailor, a timber- 27 & - R
worker, a cement-worker—as a matter of fact, 27 Z1 2 r-i NEEEES
he is an all-round man. The hon. gentleman 27 & 2 3 e 3
reminds me of the saying— w1 3 - .
“ Fools rush in where angels fear to E’; ::1 : RN
v B : .
troad. 27 | 10 3 5103 [ 4 8
The hon. gentleman has rushed in on the é; %1, PR I 2 157
particular question of tailoring. I claim to 97 | 11 Y6 ls o4
know. at least, something about tailoring. 57 1 1a |
‘The hon. gentleman says that there is no 27 4 20 b
doubt that profitcering exists in the tailoring [ o }

trade, but he did not say that the profiteering
was on the merchant’s side, and not on the
retail tailor’s side, The retail tailor to-day
is in the unfortunate position that he is at
the mercy of the importer. 1 can assure this
House that the suit which I could make for
£5 5s. in 1914 you will have to pay £12 12s.
for to-day. I want to know where the rise
comes in. It comes from the combines and
monopolies, including the shipping combine.
The materials are imported from the old
country to Australia. This country is largely
dependent on imported materials so far as
tailoring is coneerned. A high freight has to
be paid on the shipping, and also a high
insurance. It is to the combines that we can
attribute the high cost of everything to-day.
I have a few figures here which 1 quoted
some time ago to show the increase in the
price of clothing. I quoted where blouses
were imported from Japan in 1914 for 12s. 6d.
per dozen, and they were sold that year at
2s. 11d. each. In 1915 that particular firm
were not anxious to sell, but offered the
blouses at 7s. 6d. apiece. In 1916 the price
went up to 12s. 6d. apiece.

Mr. BEBBINGTON : Government

looking on.

Mr. WHITFORD: No; the man who_wen
the war was looking on. The little fellow
vou heard the other day, who was supposed
to win the war, was looking after the prices,
and you know it. In 1917 the firm I refer
to was selling the blouses at 17s. 6s. apiece,
and in 1918 the price went up to £1 2s. 6d.
apicce for blouses that cost only 1s. 0kd. each.
Oue man who had the impudence to sign
himself ‘“ Draper” wrote to two daily papers
and said that in 1914 the blouses buttoned
up to the chin, and naturally they could not
sell the same blouses in 1918, because the
1918 blouses were buttoned down to zero.
1 dor’t know exactly what “zero”’ means.
(Laughter.) How much would it cost to
alter a blouse buttoned up at the chin? It
would cost about 6d. for each blouse, and yet
look at the price they sold the blouses for.
That is where your profiteering comes in.
I have some figures here in connection with
Japanese prices. Don’t forget—* Japanese’”’
prices. My friend was talking about the

[Mr. Elphinstone.

And your

Those are Japanese goods sold to merchants.
or importers here.

I think the average man will admit that
the time-payment system in regard to the
drapery business is robbery to the person
who buys. A good number ‘of people—parti-
cularly about the city—go in for what they
call £4 or £5 orders. They pay so much
down to an agent, who also gets commission
from the mmchdnt with whom he s dealing.
The agent gives bis order on the firm, or,
perhaps, for the sake of argument I will say,
McWhirter, Foy and Gibson, Finneyr Isle;
or any of those firms. The time- navment
svstem is worked by the large drapery houses
in Brisbane—not ‘only Brisbane, but all
over Australia. On a £5 order a person
pays Bs. deposit. They go to the establish-
ment and buy at the ordinary retail price;
but before they have paid for their £5
ovder the material is worn out. They are
absolutely robbed. It is nearly $ime the
Government put their foot down and stopped
this kind of thing. I say that, because I
know that the average working man to-day,
who has an ordinary miserable pittance—a
married man with a family—would naturally
like to see his wife and children clothed
properly. If he had a fair and reasonable
wage, there would be no occasion for this
kind of illegal trading to be done by the
business people of Brisbane. They employ
agents and collectors to go round in motor-
cars and motor-cycles, and pay them com-
mission on all they collect, which clearly
shows that there is a vast amount of profit
in it. The sooner this kind of thing is
stopped the better. (Hear, hear!) Take
Horrocks’s calico, for instance. In 1915 there
were large stocks cabled for, causing it to
rise in price—naturally ! The loual price
was 4id. landed, and 4s. 9d. dozen retail.
The Government taking all the cotton for
munition purposes, the price rose to 1s. 7d.
I have bought many and many a yard of
Horrocks’s calico at 4s. 1ld. a dozen, and
to-day it would cost me at least 18s, a dozen
-—that is for No. 1. The price in London is
1s. 3d. .a yard. The standard for the
retailers here is 1s. 6d. I do not know where:
the ordinary wmkmg man is going to land
himself if this continues. This Bill should
have not only the support of this side of
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the House, but also the support of the
Opposition. 1 really believe—although the
hon. member for Oxley spoke as he did—
that his intention is to support the Bill, but
I suppose, from the fact that as the main
portion of the Opposition are against it, he
will naturally have to join them.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
he means well?

Mr. WHITFORD: I think so, but he is
afraid to say so.

You think

Mr. BesBINGTON : You are a false prophet.

Mr. WHITFORD: Do not judge me by
vourself. T think that the hon. gentleman
who has just resumed his seat mcans well,
but, unfortunately, he is afraid to support
the Bill owing to the fact that the Opposi-
tion will be up against him.

A GoverNMENT MEeMBER: Do you think
the ¢ Courier” might give him a dressing
down?

Mr. WHITFORD: We know the ‘‘ Daily
Standard” will give him credit for it. In
the event of this Bill being passed, it is going
to be a very fine benefit to the workers of
Queensland, which this Government stands
for; and 1 am going to support it. (Hear,
hear!)

At twenty minutes past 8 o’clock p.m.,

Mr. Porrock, one of the temporary chair-
men, took the chair as Deputy Speaker.

Hown. J. G. APPEL (A4lbert): The hon.
member for Oxley is to be complimented on
giving such an admirable exposition of the
economic position and the laws relating
thereto, so far as they relate to the measure
now being discussed.

Mr. WeLLINGTON :  Also the member for
Burrum.
Hon. J. G. APPEL: I agree, as far as

the hon. member for Burrum is concerned,
that that is so. The leader of the Opposition,
in his criticism of the Bill, put the matter
very clearly from a non-partisan point of
view. HKEvery member of the community,
whether engaged in our secondary industries
or as a primary producer, must realise that,
as far as profiteering or the existence of
monopolies is concerned, it is detrimental
to the general interests of the community;
and we are all of one mind on the question
as to whether or not action should be taken
where these evils exist. To my mind, the
point is: Has the Minister, in introducing
this measure, realised the position clearly?
Is the measure calculated to effect the object
at which 1t is aimed? I recollect when
the present Administration and their sup-
porters sat in Opposition, they criticised
legislation which was introduced by the then
. Government. I recollect how they appealed
that legislation should be simplified, and
that measures should be so drawn that they
could be understood by every member of the
community.
Mr. Coruins: Hear, hear!
hear!” again.

Hon. J. G. APPEL: 1 am very glad to
hear that interjection, and I only regret
that the member has been unable to prevail
on the executive of his party to follow out
the desire which they then expressed, because
a more cumbrous, crude, tyrannical measure
has never been placed before this House

1919—-5H

I say ** Hear
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[28 OCTOBER.]

Prevention Bill. 1633

before. How many members of this House
understand the different sections in that Bill?
Mr. Waitrorp :. A few do.

Hon. J. G. APPEL: There may be a
few, and I am very glad to hear it. If
there are but a few members of this House
who are able to understand it, with their
knowledge and experience gained in this
House, how many members of the com-
munity can be expected to understand it?

Mr. WHITFORD : We will teach them.

How. J. G. APPEL: I trust there will be
no nccessity for the instructions being given
to the members of the community because,
while quite in accord with any legislation
which will attain the object which we all
desire to sec attained, in my opinion, this
measure will not do so.. The Minister, from
his partisan standpoint, no doubt made a
very excellent speech in support of the
sccond reading, but it was absolutely
partisan. It is on a par with legislation
which has been introduced by the present
Administration—and, by the way—I presume
that this measure has been duly submitted
to the executive of the junta of Turbot
street, and received their approval. (Govern-
ment laughter.) DMight I accept that as
having becn duly done, Mr. Speaker—their
consent given to the present Administration
to introduce it?

The SECcrETARY FOr RAILWAYS: No wonder
you say people won’t understand the Bill if
you think that.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: I doubt if the hon.
gentleman himself is prepared to give an
exposition of this measure. The Minister
in charge of the Bill spoke of the hostility
of the anti-Labour Press. I have seen no
evidence of hostility in the Press, nor has
there been hostility expressed by individual
members, or by the Opposition collectively.
1 have already referred to the criticism of
the leader of the Opposition, who simply—
while admitting that it was necessary that
legislation should be enacted—criticised the
measure from a non-partisan standpoint as.
being cumbersome, tyrannical, and ineffective.
As 1s usual with all legislation introduced
by the present Administration, it proposes
to create another bureaucracy—another
department, a specific provision being made
that no member of the Legislature shall be
appointed as the head of this department.
1 assume that the outside partisans of the

party have come to the conclu-

[8.30 p.m.] sion that too many of the sweets

have gone to the members of the
Legislature and now desire to participate in
any future offices. Possibly, that provision is
an addition made by the junta when they
revised the Bill and before they returned it
to the Executive with their approval and
permission to present it to the Assembly.

Reference has been made to our State
enterprises by different speakers, and I want
to know whether they have assisted in bring-
ing down the cost of living materially. We
have had evidence given by the hon. member
for Carnarvon, who showed that the price
of meat had increased—that, despite the fact
that meat is commandeered from the meat
companies at a lower price than that at
which it can be purchased by a proprietary
butcher, the price of meat has never gone
down. We know that is a fact. Yet we
find that the cattle which are raised upon
the State stations, and which a majority of

Hon. J. G. Appel.]



1634 Profiteeriny

the thoughtless public of Queensland believe
are raised for the purpose of supplying our
State shops, are not used for that purpose
but for the purpose of obtaining the highest
price possible in the State or other markets.
And vet this is the only enterprise, according
to the Auditor-General’s report, by which a
profit has been made. Why should a profit
be made? We have here an Administration
who profess 2 ire to safeguard the public
of Qucensland from increased prices and an
enhanced "cost of living. Yet we find that
they are retailivg the meat which they have
‘practically seized from the meatworks at a
profit-—the onty profit which has been made
as a vesult of any of the State enterprises—
and that the cattle from the State stations,
in which thes have embarled something over
£1,000,000 sterling, are not being applied to
the purpose of sccuring cheap meat to the
people.  We find also that the hides from the
cattle raised upon those stations are not being
sold in the Btate ut a fixed rate, which would
cnable the fanner to produce leather at a
lower price than the ruling rate, and thus
enable the manufacturer to produce foot-
wear at a cheaper level than we find to-day,
but arc rather being sold to the highest
bidders, whether they are in the State or
outside the Srate..  Under those circum-
stances, Mr. Sueaker, I think vou yourself
must admit that a suspicion must arise in
the minds of any thinking individuals that
the Administration are not bona fide in their
intention. first of all, to endeavour to reduce
the cost of livinz, and in the second instance
to get at the profiteer. and in the third
instalice to abolish monopolies which are not
for the benefit of the community. We all
know that that worn-out cry of the present
Administration and their supporters of cheap
food 13 undoubtedly one which misled the
people.  Unfortunately, the people have not
the opportunities of viewing and hearing
hon, members who are sitting behind the
Government, or who are members of the
Administration. Just a. a costermonger
induces his donkev to move forward by
shaking a bunch of carrots before its nose,
s0 are the publi: of Qucensland being misled,
so are they being drawn into the spider-web
of the present Administration by that worn-
out old ery of cheap food. Just as a man,
even by means of shaking in a tin dish some
barren stones, is able to catch his horse, so
were the present Administration able to
catch the people of Queensland.  And what is
more cmblematic—what is more tvpical—of
the policy and administration of the Labour
party sitting in government than barren
stones rattling in an empty tin dish? Thev
are absolutely typical of their policy, and I
trust that as the old horse may be once
misled, may be twice misled, but who a third
time is not misled. so the people of Queens-
land will be found no longer to be misled
by the present Administration and their sup-
porters by barren stones rattled in an empty
tin dish—sc emblematic and descriptive of
‘their policy.

Take the fish supply. To-day fish is a
luxury. It was contended by hon. members.
when they appealed to the public and secured
their sympathies because of the parrot cries
which they uttered of cheap food, that fish,
of all our articles of consumption, should
be of the cheapest—that it was a food found
in plenty. They have embarked on the fish
industry a wery large amount of money.

[Hon. J. G. Appel.
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They have undertaken the purchase of a
trawler. I am not golng to say that the

purchase of a trawler is not, perhaps, a
good thing for exploration work, but, to my
mind, before embarking upon the purchase of
so valuable a vessel, one sufficiently adequate
for exploration work should have been
chtained. I am sure that the maintenance
of this rrawler must cost not one penny
less than £10,000 per annum, with its crew
and fuel and equipment. What has it done
or likely to do? The other day a fortnight’s
trawling resulted in fish to the value of some-
thing like £300 odd. What are hon. mem-
bers who raise these parrot cries of profiteer-
ing doing . themselves in forcing up food
prices? I find that the price paid to fisher-
men for mullet is 9s. 6d.
Mr. Bertram: Is that too much?

Hox. J. G. APPEL: It is not too much.
but they are depriving the fisherman of what
is justly his, and charging 14s. 10d. to the
consumer.

Hon. W. H. Barnes: Who are the mullet?

My, Kirwan: Who are the flathead?

Hon. J. G. APPEL: Both the fishermen
and the public of Queensland, who were
misied by that worn-out gramophone cheap
food ery of the present Administration and
their followers. We have, then, the fact that
they gave the fishermen 8s. for black bream
and charge the public 10s. 10d. We have
members  sitting on  the other side who
countenance this sort of thing; countenance,
first of all, a smaller price to the fisherman
than is his due, and who, having defrauded
the fisherman of what is justly his, turn
vound and defraud the public of the benefit
of the cheaper price in an endeavour to
make a profit. At the expense of whom?
Of the consumer! That is an illustration
of how they are endeavouring to persuade
members of this House, who are endeavour-
ing to persuade the people of Queensland,
that they are opposed to profiteering—they
who are the chiefest offenders in profiteer-
ing! I know there arc members on the other
side who have taken a very considerable
amount of interest in reading economic and
political works, but, unfortunately, it is in
the application of their reading that they
fail. 1 have scen in this Houss Instances
where members have read—not studied—an
article, say, on political economy by Mill,
but they select only portions of the theory
which he has evolved, portions which they
believe will suit them, and they then present
them to this House and the public as the
theory and principles which have been
evolved by that noted writer. They gaily,
without any practical experience, are pre-
pared to enter into all kinds of enterprises
which require knowledge, energy, and initia-
tive. And I might just as well point out to
members who are so fond of quoting Mill
that in the article he specially points out
the inadvisability of an Administration’s
entering into the conduct of private enter-
prises, pointing out that the government of
the State is quite sufficient for their energies
and the time at their command. And reading
the Auditor-General’s report, we have abso-
lute confirmation of what Mill has stated
ahout such a move on the part of the
Government, about coming into competition
with the public who have the energy, the
enterprise, and the knowledge necessary in
these matters. The hon. member for Burrum
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“ Tools rush in where
anegols fear to tread.””  Aye, fools do rush in.
The hon. member for Oxley instanced our
State sawmills. What have the State sawmills
done in connection with reducing the price
of timber?

My, HaRTLEY
profit last year.

Hox, J. G. APPEL: It is a disgrace to
them. making & profit and not decreasing the
cost of the timber to the workers who desire
to have homes. Tt 1s a disgrace and a scandal.
1t is well that the public of Queensland should
know that the members who profess to be
their friends are boasting that the State saw-
mills made a profit of £2,000 at the expense
of the unfortunate worker who desires to
bave his own roof over his head. I saw to-
day a parage aph that that great kauri pine.
known as * Bells tree,” had been sold for
£200. It was stated with pride that a few
vears ago £6 had been offered as the value

of thet tree. To- -day the present Administra-
tion, who say thm are out to reduce the cost
of lnmw to reduce the price of timber, are
hoasting of the fact that a tree \x hich before
the war was worth £6 was sold by them for
£200. WNow, can we possibly e}xpe(’t to get
cheap timber when the Administration are
dem‘mdmg such an immense price for one
trec? 1 repeat again vou have only to con-
sult the rm)(nt of the Auditor-Gereral upon
the financial management of the Government,
and of State G“‘ltelpl]\(‘R, and upon those %tatn
enterpy themselv Then, can we con-
clude  that  the Admmlihah(m—ploﬁteor~
themsolves to the most superlative degree-—
fuo honest in this measure which the\ are
cing forward, 2nd which proposes to deal
\\xth profitvers and with monopolists? The
Minister nnde a point Of the fact that the cost
of living had increased 60 odd per cent.—the
hig‘he,@:‘, increase in any of the States of the

omnmp‘ ealth. What is the good of saving
that that rize iz due to the ommonwealth ?
As has heen pointed out. the Commonwealth
soverns the whole of the States of Australia.

Mr. Hsrmey: They fixed the whole of the
prices during the war.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: If this werce due to
the Commonwealth Government, then the
increase in the cost of living would be cqual
in =il the States of the Commonwealth, but
wo find i those States which are administered
by the National party, which are adminis-
tered by sane finance, that the cost has been
le Where it is administered by & party
whe arc absolutely inept so far as finance 1s
concerned, the increase has been greatest of

any of the States of the Commonwealth. The
Minister pointed out, I think, that the wage-
ecarner was 11 points behind still. Everyone
whe has the smallest amount of business
knowledge must realise that as wages rise so
.must the cost of production go up. That is but
-natural. The State itself, when entering upon
an enterprise to make a ploﬁtmdnd they have
nct made much profit—must take into con-
sideration the capital which is involved and
the expense of producing the particular
article.  Unquestionably, one of the factors in
increased cost of living is the increase in the
wages of those who are assisting in the pro-
duction of the article. There is one thing
‘that the Minister forgot, and that is this—the
present Administration claim to be scientific
‘taxers. The Treasurer referred to his taxa-
-tiont measures as being measures of scientific

quoted that old saw:

Made something over £2,000
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taxation. T think every member of the
community who has had this enormous

increase of taxation—1I think it is 80 per cent,
—since the present Administration have been
in power realises that it is scientific. There
is not one member of the community who is
taking an interest in the settlement and
advancement of the State who is not affected
by that scientific taxation, Under former
Administrations, where an individual pur-
chased a picce of ground on extended terms of
payient, an dg,rncnwnt of sale was made, and
1t was requirved that a stamp of 2s. 6d. should
be affixed to that agreement, the whole
amount of stamp duty being paid when the
papers were completed and the actual transfer
took piace. The present Administration have
taken very good care that no future Adminis-
tration shall receive any stamp duty from any
of thow\ transactions, because they now
require that when an agreement of eale is
made, although the puwhdso money has not
been paid ’

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

T hope

the hon. member will connect his remarks
with the Bill.
Hox. J. G. APPEL: I am simply endea-

vouring to exemplify the fact that the present
Government ave profiteers, and as proliteers
they cannot be boni fide in this measure which
‘rhe) have presented to this House. Now,
what is a profiteer? I have heard several
attempts made in this House to describe what
a profiteer is.

The SECREPARY FOR RAILWAYS:
woere here e would be a profiteer.

ox. J. G. APPEL: 1lec went up to
heaven. The hon. gentleman’s Ministry is
supposod to be a heaven-descended Ministry.
They descended : he ascended. The Miunister,
in speaking of what he termed the profiteers—
the mercantile community, the middlemen,
the merchants. and comme cial men interested
in our SOCOHC{le industries.—deseribed them
as bunq * pernicious combinations, hdl‘pl( 3.
vampires, and commereial cormorants.”  He

also referred to ** the wolfish visage of mono-
polies,”  He certainly described the present
Administration. When we realise that we
and the workers of this State owe a great
debt of gratitude to the merchants, not alone
in the Commonwealth of Australia, but in the
Empire——

Mr. Corring:

If Elijah

What for?

Hox. J. G. APPEL: That shows what a
shallow student of economies the hon.
member must be. Addison wrote in the

“ Spectator ' of a visit which he paid to the
Stock Exchange in London, and described his
feelings when he saw the merchants of the
Emnne conferring and doing business with
men from all parts of the carth. He spoke
of the magnitudes of the transactions which
took place between them and the 1nhabltant<
of other parts of the world; the immense
sums which, owing to their knowledge of
business, thov were able to handle for the
benefit of the community: the rich argosies
which went forth to different lands with
articles manufactured by the workers of
Great Britain, and distributed those manu-
factured articles, and brought from those
distant countries the wealth of primary pro-
duce which, being brought to the Empire.
afforded employment to the workers of that
Tmpire, resulting in the bringing of wealth
to the whole communlty Then we find men.

Hon. J. G. Appel.]
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shallow readers, who talk in that strain of
the merchants of Great Britain, who were
the Empire-builders. Unquestionably we
to-day, miembers of the Empire in this great
southland of Australia, are indebted to the
members of the mercantile community for
the benefits which we are enjoying.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
they treat their sailors?

Hon. J. G. APPEL: Well, the seamen of
Great Britain were men of which any com-
munity might be proud.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWavS: They were
treated very badly.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: The shipping com-
pantes were referred to as having made
immense profits.

The SeCRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Hear, hear !

Hon. J. G. APPEL: The Minister says,
¢ Hear, hear.” I would like him to conduct
the business. I know how he would conduct
the railways if he had a free hand and was
not subject to a junta. He would make them
pay. I give the hon. gentleman credit that
he is a man who could conduct a business if
he had a free hand. I know he would con-
duct the affairs of the shipping companies in
exactly the same way in which they are being
conducted—and that is, that they might be
so managed that they would not involve a
loss upon those who have invested their
savings in their shares. Unfortunately, some
men will not exercise their brains. We have
to realise that to-day the life of a steel ship
is not more than twenty-five years as a first-
class ship. The vessels which are being used,
not alone on our oversea but on our coastal
traffic, are of quite a different character and
value to those which were employed a few
years ago: a vessel employed on our coast,
if she is to return any profit on the cost of
her construction, is a vessel which might
average up to 10,000 tons, which to-day will
cost something like :£200,000, if not more.
These companies, in conducting their busi-
nesses, must make a sufficient amount of
profit to cover renewals which they have to
make. Yet, without examining into the
matter at all, hon. members take the
gross profit, and say, ‘ Look at the immense
profits that are being made by the shipping
companies.” Then the Colonial Sugar Refin-
ing Company was referred to. I know, as a
matter of fact, that on the South Johnstone
there are different sugar mills, but amongst
them is one which is the property of the
Colonial Sugar Refining Company and
another is a State mill. The Commission
has limited the areas in which each mill is
to operate. I want to know how is it that
the Colonial Sugar Refining Company can
give 5s. a ton more for cane than can the
Government mill? Tt is a fact that the
Colonial Sugar Refining Company were pay-
ing bs. a ton more for cane than was paid by
the Government mill. I want to know why?
It was because the Colonial Sugar Refining
Company’s mill was operated efficiently, and
they could make a profit while the State mil]
made a loss.

Mr. SuitH: The State mill pays more than
the private mill.

[(Hon. J. G. 4ppel.
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At 9 o’clock p.m.,
The SPeAKER resumed the chair,

IIox. J. G. APPEL: I cannot conceive that
the Government, or the members sitting
behind them, are honest or boni fide in this
matter. I signified my intention of scrutinis-
ing this Bill to see if any provision had been
made to safeguard the primary producers of
the State. There is absolutely no provision
made in the Bill to safeguard the interests
of the primary producer. The co-operative
associations are threatened by this Bill. The
sole object of the Bill is simply to safeguard
at any cost one class of the community.
Hon. members preach what they call * class
consciousness.” They say that the class they
represent ave the only members of the com-
munity fit to administer the affairs of the
community. The primary producer and the
workers in the secondary industries must Le
subject to that one clags.

Mr. GrEpsoN: They are all workers.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: That is the object of
this measure. That is admitted by interjec-
tions of hon. members opposite.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber has exceeded the time allowed by the
Standing Orders.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Fackam): I dosire to
make a few remarks on this Bill. First of
all, T tender my earnest congratulations to
the Minister for Public Works on the able
maunner in which he introduced this Bill and
the statesmanlike way in which he dealt with
the evils 1t is hoped it will remedy. The
criticism of the measure so far does not
require much replying to. 1 am woing to
reply to some of them and to point out the
pecessity for the measure, and to touch upon |
the difficulties of price-fixing. Price-fixing is
no new thing so far as private price-fixing
15 concerned in the interest of rings and
combines, As you are aware, Mr. Speaker,
there is as much need for this measure
in Australia as in any part of the world.

Personally, I have suffered greatly .from
price-fixing under the Colonial Sugar
Refining Company, and it was left to a

Labour Minister in the person of yourself to
introduce a price-fixing measure which has
opened the eyes of Australia; and the sugar-
growers have learned to see the justice of
that measure, which has put tens of thou-
sands in their pockets. We have mnot heard
hon. members opposite protest against price-
fixing of the Colonial Sugar Refining Com-
pany, but we know quite well that at one
time the Colonial Sugar Refining Company
paid their men £1 2s. 6d. a week, and paid
the sugar-grower 13s. 6d. a ton for his cane.
At one time I received as low as Is. 6d. a
ton for cane myself. We never hear mem-
bers opposite protest against that sort of
price-fixing. When it is attempted to regulate
prices in the interests of the producers we
hear the wails of the Tories and so-called
friends of the producers against price-fixing.
No one has suffered more than the farmer
over high prices, freight, machinery, iron,
fencing-wire, groceries, clothing, ete. The
hon. member for Oxley and the hon. member
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for  Albsrt also had something to say
about the price-fixing of timber, and about
ihe price of royalties fixed by the present
Minister for Lands. I desire to say that the
present Minister for Lands deserves the
thanks of the people of this State for having
at least so regulated the royalties as to receive
the full measure of the value of the timber
less the cost of delivery of the timber at the
mill. T an: quite satisfied of this: That, if
the Minister for Lands reduced the rovalty by
100 per cent. or 200 per cent., the people
who use the timber would not get it any
cheaper. This has to be borne in mind : That
while Liberal Governments in the past
ullowed the first crop, which took 150 years
to grow, to be destroyed by fire or handed
over to the timber combine, the present
Minister for Lands is the first Minister to
attempt to conserve the people’s asset in the
form of tmmber. Our fast-diminishing crops
«of timber should be preserved, not so much
for the present generation, but in order to
keep something for posterity. I think he
<leserves well at the hands of the people of
Queensiand for having made an attempt to
save some of our fast-diminishing forests by
s0 adjusting the royalty as to make the people
who buy the logs pay value at the stump
Joss the cost of dclivery at the mill. That
is the system of royalty adopted by the
Minister for Lands, and it is the system that
will have the effeet of conserving some of the
fast-diminishing forests in Queensland. We
imagine, many of us, that Queensland is a
gvrat timber country as comparced with other
«countrics. Queensland is not a great timber
country, and we are finding it out now. The
‘present Minister for Lands has realised that,
and he has endeavoured against great opposi-
‘bion te conserve some of our forests. Ger-
many. France, and other parts of *the world
conserve from 12 per cent. to 30 per cent. of
their areas as timber forests, while in Aus-
tralia less than 2 per cent. is conserved for
forestry purposes. I want to pass on to deal
with seme of the criticisms of this Bill. The
ccritictsin of the leader of the Opposition,
Mr. Macartney, practically amounts to this—
(1) That Mr. Larcombe has not produced
specific nstances of profitecring; (2) that the
Contro! of Trade Act was not used by this
Government prior to the commencement of
‘Ctommonwealth pricefixing, and that it could
he used now, because the Commonwealth
regulations have been repcaled (this item
anmounts te an attack on the sincerity of the
‘Government in introducing the Profiteering
Prevention Bill); (3) that a Royal Commis-
sion should be appointed to find out whether
there is any profiteering in Queensland;
(4) that the remedy for the high cost of living
i= increased production. The fact remains
that profiteering does exist in Queensland,
and the object of this Bill is to appoint a
permanent commission which will be created
as soon zs the Bill has been passed. It will
be the duty of the Commissioner, under this
Rill, to Iocate the individual cases, not the
Minister. The commission will have suffi-
¢lent power to find out if there is any
profiteering, what are the causes of it, and
will attempt to deal with it. With regard
to the second charge of the leader of the
{)pposition that the Control of Trade Act
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is not used by the Government, I want to
point out, first of all, that the Control of
Trade Act, as Mr. Denham’s speech on
page 654 of ¢ Hansard” indicates, is a
war measure. He said there that the Bill
will become operative by proclamation and
will be operative during the war, and it
would be rescinded by proclamation on the
declaration of peace.

Mr. BEBBINGTON :
yet?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
No; but will on the passage of this more
comprehensive measure.

Mr. BesBIxaTox : Then, it is still in force.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
We are doing something which will have &
greater force than that measure. The Con-
trol of Trade Act was purely a price-fixing
Bill, and a purely price-fixing Bill will not
succeed. 1 have not a great deal of faith
in price-fixing myself as a permanent solu-
tion of this great world problem. I am like
the Sydnev * Bulletin,’ which says that the
politician who claims to remedy the high cost
of living by price fixation alone is either a
fool or a knave. This is an honest attempt
to fix fair prices and deal with combines and
monopolies.  That is the most essential
feature of this Bill. The Bill passed
by the Liberal Government does not deal
with combines and monopolies. When this
Bill becomes law, naturaily the Neces-
sary Commodities Bill will be repealed.
That is a brief reply to argument No. 2.
In regard to the appointment of a,_Royal
Commission it is quite in keeping with the
hon. gentleman to say that ‘if profiteering
exists it should be dealt with.”” What a
comfort to the worker with a large family
these words must convey. He asks that
a Royal Commission should be appointed to
seo if it is here. We know that 1t is here.
We have ample evidence to know that pro-
fiteering is here and that something must
be done. A Government that remains in-
active and does not attempt to deal with this
great world problem does not deserve to
remain in power. That deals briefly with
argument No. 3 that a Royal Commisssion
should be appointed to deal with the ques-
tion. I notice that Mr. Hughes on his way
out from Xingland made a speech at Durban,
in which he said—

“ Tvery day the cost of living was
rising; with every rise in wages _there
was an increase in the cost of living.
There were two classes of enemy in
society, the Bolshevik and the profiteer.
He spoke for those who had mnothing to
do with either, and said, ‘¢ Damn them
bot, '7 27

He says, *“ Damn them both.” Mr. Hughes,
on the 2nd September, 1919, is reported as
having made use of the following words : —
“ 7 ask myself why is industrial unrest
greater now than it was before the war,
and T am forced to the conclusion that
the cause is profiteering.”

Flas it been rescinded

He now makes a further declaration on the
eve of a general election, and decides to

Hon. W. N. Gillies.)
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follow the old Tory method of appointing a
Royal Commission to find out where the
profitecr is.  We know that profiteering is
here, and this Bill provides for a Commis-
sioner to be appointed, armed with sufficient
power to trace costs, send for persons and
papers, and find out exactly where the pro-
fiteers are and deal with them in a drastic
way. A great of criticism was levelled at
this Government by members on the other
side during 1915, when we attempted to con-
trol prices. Just about the time when the
Government was regulating the prices of
butter, the ¢ Brisbane Courier” used to come
out time and again with headings of this
kind. =~ These headings appeared in the
*“ Brisbane Courier.” On the 25th Novem-
ber, 1915, there were these headings, reading :
“The Dear Food Government,”  Price of
Butter Increased 1d. per 1b.’ Then on 4th
December, 1915, the “ Courier” had the
following™ headings: “ The Dear Food Go-
vernment,” ‘‘ Bufter up again,” ‘A con-
siderable rise.” Thosc are the headings that
appeared in the ¢ Brisbane Courier,” the
paper that supports the hon. member for
Drayton, who is always talking about how
the farmer is being robbed. When the Labouy
Government inercased the price of butter
based on the evidence before them, the
“Courier” complains bitterly. The hon.
member for Drayton attempts to convey to
this House that there is a great difference
between your action, Mr. Speaker, in con-
nection with fixing the price of butter and
the action faken by ‘the Commonwealth
Government. The hon. member would have
us believe that the action of the Common-
wealth Government was carried out in a
statesmanlike way in the interest of the
Australian producer. In order to attempt to
deceive the electors of Australia, the Federal
member, Mr. Sinclair, in the House of Repre-
sentatives the other day, said that the butter
producers of Quecnsland were robbed by the
Ryan Government of 40s. a cwt.

Mr. BmspineToy: That is correct.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
That is not true, as I will prove. The
“ Brishane Courier,” more concerned about its
city supporters—the people that the hon. mem-
ber for Drayton has no time for, and regards
as criminals—used to come out with headings
against the Government every time the price
of butter was raised, just because the Govern-
ment wanted to do the fair thing by the
farmer. At that time there was no greater
critic of the Ryan Government than Mr.
Massey Greene. He represents a farming
district, and knows something about dairying
from actual experience. I am sorry I have
not got the speech delivered by him at Tweed
Feads about the time that those articles
appeared in the ¢ Courier.” But he
declared  that the law of supply and
demand was the only way of fixing prices.
By a curious coincidence he became price-
fixer in the Federal Parliament, but we never
hear the member for Drayton now or any
member on the Opposition side clamouring
about the farmers’ treatment by Mr. Greene
in the Federal Government. He took their
butter and passed it over to the people of
Great Britain at from 50s. to 70s. per ey,
lower than they should have got there.
Not only that, but when the Commonwealth
Government bought. their ships they had so
much sympathy for the dairy farmer and the
primary producer that they bought ships

[Hon. W. N. Gillies.
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with no refrigerating machinery, and the
consequence was that, while the freight on
butter from Australia to Great Britain before
the war was 2s. 6d. for a 56-lb. box, during
the war it was raised to Bs. Tid.—over 10C
per cent. increase. What has the member
for Drayton to say about that?

Mr. BesBINGTON : Didn’t all freight rise?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes, and the net profits of the British ship-
owners went up during the war from 10 per
cent. to 674 per cent., and the Commonwealth
Government made £2,000,000 sterling out of
their ships. Australian wheatgrowers got
4s. 9d., while the Canadian got 9s. 2d. There
is no talk about that from the ¢ so-called
friends of the farmers.”” Because the
Liberal Commonwealth Government did it, iv
was all right.

Mr. Vowres: You seized the butter
becausc there was a local shortage—that was
the excuse.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
We scized it because it was bought up from
the farmers and locked in cold stores by
speculators.

Mr. BEBBINGTOX : You seized the butter here
at 140s. when we could have got 240s. in
Melbourne. I will prove it to you.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Is the member for Drayton making this
speech, Mr. Speaker, or am I? The Com-
monwealth Government fixed the price of
butter for the producers in Australia, and
allowed that butter to be sold in England
at from 40s to 70s. less than the actual value.
Danish butter was bringing from 60s. to
100s. more than Australian butter for ne
better quality.

Mr. BesBineroN: They treated us very
differently from what you have done.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
To show the misleading statements made by
Mr. Sinclair a few days ago, I have a table
compiled by yourself, Mr. Speaker, when yow
were in charge of the Agricultural Depart-
ment, showing the distribution of the profits
made by the sale of butter taken over by
yourself, and one attached showing the
profits distributed to the factories through-
out Queensland, irrespective of whether they
were exporting factories or not. A factory
in my district which is not an exporting
factory got the benefit of this deal. The
total profits on the sale, less the cost of
freight—no charge was made by the depart-
ment at all—amounted to £32,000, which was
distributed to the various factories through-
out the State. There is no occasion for me
to give the names of these factories and the
amounts, but, with the permission of the
House, I would like to have 1t put inte
“ Hansard,” if not already there.

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of the
House that the figures mentioned by the
Minister for Agriculture be inserted in
“ Hansard "7

HoxouraBLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear !

Mr. BEBBINGTON : Hear, hear! I also want
to have this [holding up paper] inserted after-
wards.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:

I thank the House for this privilege. This
is very important, because some of the
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Sir,
fall

factories did not,

in fairness to you,
as Minister for

Agriculture, give
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publicity; and, if put into it

“ Hansard,”
will show the exact position.

DISTRIBUTION OF £32,000 (SURPLUS ON ACCOUNT OF BUTTFR ACQUIRED DURING 1915 AND 1016 UNDER

*“THE CONTROL OF TRADE ACT OF 1914°%),
DURING THE MONTHS JUNE-QOCTOBER, 1916,

ON BASIS OF BUTTER (ALL GRADHES) MANUFACTUX
BOTH INCLUSIVE,

BY ALL QUEENSLAXD Fxcw RIi

x Pald o I‘oggxtt Jon“s and &o Ltd.,
by Premier Butter Factory, Co.. Ltd.

Hon. W. H. BarNes: But what did the
Commonwealth Government do?
Mr. BEBBINGTON also interjected.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE.:

The hon. member for Drayton should
endeavour to assist his colleague in the
Federal House, Mr. Mackay, who has

endeavoured, without success, for a long time
to get the exact facts from the Common-
wealth Government as to charges and profits
on butter. If he will get those figures, we
will endeavour to put them into ¢ Hansard”
also.

Mr. BepBiNGTON : We have the money; that
is the hard fact.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
The Commonwealth Government have not

in pursua.ncc of authout) ddte(l 1()‘rh November,

1
| Proportion of Proportion of
Production | Payment on Pavment of Toter
Factory.- ¢ {b.) on which | account | Balance Arr i
i Distribution 3rd June, 1917, | 26th September, N
‘ based. £23,000. L1817, £9,000.
: Lh. £ s do | £ s d.
Esk Co-operative Dairy Co., Ltd. .. | 121,644 267 11 9 ! 104 14 2
Fundaberg Co-operative D: lll\ Co. : 14,118 328 0 5 =8 7 1
’\luclag‘m VaHey Co- opemn\e Dairy |

Co., Ltd. ) 72,879 160 6 4 ¢2 14 8
Pioneer Butter Fac tol‘ North lps—

wich (A. M. Lmton) . .. 11,819 26 0 0 10 3 6 603 8
Chinchilla Co-operative Dairy Co., Ltd. 46,787 | 10218 5 40 5 6 143 w11
Warwick Butter and Dairy Co., Ltd. 542,001 : 1,192 5 4 466 10 9 3,658 14 i
Oakey District Co-operative Butler j |

Co., Ltd. ‘ 147 0 6 174 18 ¢ G211 U

~ Kin Ixm Co- opemtne anv Co Lt(l 346 3 O ! 125 9 0w 481 12 O
Roma Co-operative Dairy Co., Lid.. 83 156 5 | 5215 7 116 11 0
Queensland  Farmers’ Cc- opua.tne !

Co., Ltd. (Booval, &e.) . 3,188 12 2 1 4 4,436 6
silverwood Butter Factory LO Ttd.,

Gatton . 778 0 11 e 91 1082 190
Terrors Creek and s.Jmon Vale Co- i

operative Co., Ltd., ‘Terrors Creck 91 0 5 35 12 4 19 1209
*Premier Butter Factory Co., Ltd,

South Brisbane 229 19 3 01908 16 18 0L
Farmers and Producers’ Co- 0]; mtl\e

Ltd., Rockhampton . 99 14 3 35 0 4 138 14 7

abooltule Co-operative Co., Ltd ! 2,168 18 0 §48 14 O 2,017 12 0
\mleny Co-operative Dairy Co., Ltd. | 651 5 1 254 16 9 908 1 10
Marburg Butter Factory (A L. Fred-

erich) o . 302 2 5 118 123 421 1%
Killarney Dairy Co., 1Ad. | TH 12 4 TSRS D AT 105 + L
Stanley River Co- opuatlwe Co. Ltd,, | i

Woodford e 271 16 7 06 7 4 278 B Il
Southern Queemland Co- opemtive

Dairy Co., Ltd., Kingston .. 1,744 8 9 682 12 1 LY
Nanango Co- opomtne Dairy Co., Ltd. 284 12 10 | 11 7.8 4
Logan and Albert Co-operative J)an)

Co., Ltd., Beaudesert . . ’ 849 10 0 322 8 2 153
Mal\bowuah (,o operative Dairy > |

td. cl 2,055 15 10 Sod 8 v 2850 408
Rockhampton District Co- op(x(m\e‘

Daltry Co., Ltd . ; 226 23 809 7 27411 10
Atherton Tableland Co- opemtne But- | -

ter and Bacou Co., Ltd. | 822 14 '10 1344 183
Gaynadah Co-operative Dairy Co., Ltd. i : 24403 ) 14 L
Crow’s Nest Butter Lid. .. : 318 18 <) Q Bo1de 9
Pommer Bros., Ips ; 3010 28 11 8 10t 12 6
Port Curtis Co- opmaﬂw Dairy Co., :

Ltd. 158,051 | 349 13 1 126 16 5 486 9 6
Downs Co-operative Dauv (,u Ltd. 965,996 | 2124 19 0 831 10 1 2056 9 1L
Wide Bay Co-operative Dan\ Co., |

Gympie . i 1,214 19 1 175 08 4 79
tioombungee Co- opemtl\c ]nu\ Co. | : 332 9 10 149 13 5 T3
South Burnett Co-operative Dairy | ! ;

Co., Ltd., Murgon .. e : 1,102 17 4 431 11 2
W. siemon and sons, Ltd., Walloon | ! 393 11 9 | 154 0

‘1 10,455,737 ‘ £23.000 0 © £3,000 ¢ O a0 U

10186, given
satisfied Mr. Mackay with regard to charges
made by them in handling the butter. T
have just pointed out that, with the enor-
mous profit made out of ships by the
Commonwealth Government—two million
sterling—they did not show any sympathy for
the dairy farmer. They did not endeavour
to purchase ships with refrlgeratmg Qpa,ce,
but left them to the tender mercies of the
shipping combine.

Mi. Moreax: What did you do for the
farmers up North during the railway strike
with regard to their fruit?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Referring again to the early crmclsm of
our honest attempt to regulate prices in 1915,
I have a pamphlet here published by the

Hon. W. N. Gilltes.]
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Free Trade and Land Values League of
Victoria. I believe that they are disciples
of Henry George, and are quite honest in
their ideas with regard to this matter. They
published an extract from their work, ¢ The
Common People of Ancient Rome,”” wherein
they say, speaking of Diocletian, the Roman
Emperor—

“ When (by his various legal burdens)
he had brought on a state of exceeding
high prices by his different acts of
injustice, he tried to fix, by law, the
prices of articles offered for sale: there-
upon for the various trifles much blood
was shed, and out of fear nothing was
offered for sale, and scarcity grew much
worse until, after the death of many per-
sons, the law was repealed from mere
necessity.

“The Emperor Julian, sixty years
after Diocletian, fixed the price of wheat
for the people of Antioch, by an edict.
The holders of grain hoarded their stock.
The Emperor brought supplies of it into
the city, from Egypt and elsewhere, and
sold it at the legal price. It was bought
up by speculators, and in the end Julian,
like Diocletian, had to acknowledge his
inability to cope with an economic law.”

That was their argument in favour of
profitecring. Nearly a thousand years later—
as quotesl by Mr. Fihelly, the present Minister
for Railways, in this House--one of the
Plantagenet kings, Henry II1., enacted—

“ Hepecially be it commanded that uo
forestaller be suffered to dwell in any
town.”

Here we have a good definition of a profiteer.
It goes on—

It defines ‘a forestaller’ as a man

who, seeking his own evil gain, goes to
meet corn, fish, herrings, or other articles
for sule as they are being brought by
land or water, carries them off, and con-
t-r;ves that they shall be sold at a dearer
rate.

“Such a man the Statute declares is
the public enemy of the whole community
and country. He that is convict thereof
the first time shall lose the things so
bought; the second time he shall have
judgment of the pillory; the third time
he shall be Imprisoned and make fine.
And this judgment shall be given upon
all manner of forestallers; likewise upon
those who have given them counsel, help,
or favour.”

"The hon. member for Toowong would come
under the category of having given advice,
counsel, or help in favour of “the fore-
staller.”

Many honest attempts have been made to
fix prices. But, as a rule, price-fixing has
been carried ouf, not in the interests of the
people—the producers or consumers—but the
speculators themselves, who, in fixing prices,
are the people who squeal against any
attempt by the Government to regulate their
profits. The single-taxers were quite honest
in their belief that price-fixing was wrong—
that the only way of solving the problems
was to have free trade. Henry George had
not been able to see the great growth of
trusts and combines. He was unable, in his
time, to recognise the great strides made by
trusts and combines during the last twenty-
five years. If he were alive to-day he would
mot pin his faith to single-tax or free
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[ASSEMBLY.]

Prevention Bill,

trade. DProtection in America—his country—
has had the effect of bringing a large popula-
tion there, which is a desirable thing. 1t
would be much better for Australia to bring
the people here to use the things we produce
than to ship the raw products away and
bring back the finished article at fancy prices.
While America has been doing that, she has
been building up trusts and combines and
creating millionajres. Socrates said, “Man
would not be wholly free until all the work
was done by machinery.” Socrates did not
recognise that machinery was going to be
greedily controlled by a small section of the
people to the detriment of the worker. It
would be a good thing if all the laborious
work were done by machinery so long as it
was done in the interests of the people; but
if it put the worker out of employment, it is
not going to be good for the community.
Those philosophers, though wise in their
generation, did not realise the great growth
that has taken place in trusts and combines
during the last quarter of a century, and
machinery, srience, and invention were being
controlled by the few to the injury of the
many.

I want to refer to the necessity for this Bill,
because members of the Opposition are not
quite satisficd that there is a necessity for it.
They want to know where the profiteer was,
and also said it was impossible to deal with
him, To show that the profiteer is abroad, 1
might be permitted to get into * Hansard 7 a
few extracts—cables that I have been collect-
ing since the termination of the war to show
that many of us believed beforc the war was
over, and whilst it was in progress, that this
was the last of wars, and was going to solve

most of our great problems. A.
[9.30 p.m.] showing that problems have only
just commenced since the war is
over, I want to quote a few cablegrams I have
collected from the daily papers since the
signing of the armistice, They showed that
the great food problem is the problem which
concerns the people of all countries, the
problem of which a statesman and journalists
are attempting to find a solution. For
instance, some of these cablegrams are as
follows : —
““ WorLD FOOD SHORTAGE-
“ WORKERS MUST SAVE HUMANITY.
“Paris, August 7.

“Mr. H. C. Hoover (the Allied Food
Controller) states that the world is faced

with the gravest danger of a food
shortage, and the workers must save
humanity. Eight hours is the maximum

time in which manual workers can labour
efficiently, but they must really work full
time. It is impossible, he says, for
America to save Rurope from a coal
famine. America can produce 600,000,000
tons of coal annually, but cannot trans-
port more than 1,000,000 tons of all mer-
chandise monthly, whereas 20,000,000 tons
of fuel alone are required each month to
save HKurope.”
“H16H PRICE OF SUGAR.
‘“ SCARCITY IN AMERICA.
“Washington, Saturday.

* The Senate has unanimously passed a
resolution providing for an investigation
into the scarcity and high price of sugar.
Senator New said he had been warned
that the price would scon he 20 cents

{10d.) per Ib.”
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~ ““ PROFITEERS BEWARE.
‘*JAP. EXPLOITER MURDERED.
““(United}, London, Mon.
©The ‘Daily ¥xpress’s’ Tokio corre-

spundent reports that an extraordinary
murder is exciting Japan. M. Yamada,
an  official in the ¥ood Department,
clubbed a rich rice importer, and threw
his body into the river. When arrested,
Yamada pleaded that he had high moral
grournsds for the crime, declaring that he
slew his victim because his wickedness
unfitted him to live. e was a profiteer
and inciter to food riots. Yamada
engaged leading counsel, who pleaded
another unwritten law.

*“ Tt appears that the victim brought
£5.00¢ to Yamada’s house, hoping to
-obtain a concession by bribery.”

© The unwritten law has teken on a
new form in Japan, if the story about
Yamada, a food official of Nippon, is
correct.  The Yamada story is that a
Jap. profiteer came along to the food
official’s house with £5,000 in his pocket,
this «am to be applied to bribe Yamada
tc allow the profitcer certain concessions.
Yamada promptly slew the tempter, on
the general grounds that the wickedness
of such a creature unfitted him to live.
And now a Jap. jury is being asked to
declare Yamada guiltless of murder on
the principle that his action was morally
justifiable.  Things surely will hum in
Jappy land, especially in the places where
the profiteers foregather, if the jury starts
a new ‘unwritten law’ precedent in this
direction.”

Mr. G. P. BARNES:
do with Australia?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
Tt has got a good deal to do with it, because
1 say this is a world problem. The Opposi-
tion say that we should not attempt to deal
with this problem, and I am showing that
other parts of the world are finding it neces-
zary to deal with it

Mr. BrBBINGTON : We do not deny it

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
Hon. members do deny it. Here are some
more of these messages—

‘“TFoop Prices v EUROPE.

‘“ BRITISH MINISTER CONCERNED.

“ London, Friday.

“The Food Minister is acutely con-
cerned about prices, though he 1s not
apprehensive regarding supplies. He sug-
gests that a Council of Kuropean Allies
should replace the expiring Supremse

What has that got to

Feonomic Council. Europe, he says,
cannot expect America any Jlonger to

control home prices for the benefit of
FEuropean consumers. Mr. Roberts says
that no price can be considered safe, and
the prospects for 1920 are not bright.”

“ BriTisg STRIKE TROUBLES.

“ Rioting and looting continued at
Liverpool until 3 o’clock this morning.
Soldiers several times charged the mob
responsible for looting the shops with
bayonets, and, after firing a volley into
the air, fired on the crowd, wounding a
rioter, who clung to a bayonet, and who
died later. A warship and two
destroyers have arrived in the Mersey to
protect the docks. At a mass meeting
of Liverpool trade wunionists, it was
urged that all workers in the district
should strike in sympathy with the
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police. Members of the branch of the
Society of Locomotive Engineers and
Firemen have entered upon a sympathetic
strike, compelling the abandonment of
the special bank holiday race trains.
Military reinforcements have now arrived
in the ecity, including machine gunners
and cavalrymen.”
* DEALING WITH PROFITEERS,
‘“ DRASTIC BILL IN BRITAIN.
“ London 6th August.

“The Government is introducing in
the House of Commons a drastic Bill,
under which persons found guilty of
profiteering may be proceeded against
and be made liable to a term of imprison-
ment not exceeding six months.

“The Bill will establish tribunals to
deal with profiteering.

““ The introduction of the Government’s
Bill came as a bombshell to the Pro-
fiteering Committee, which is now con-
sidering a discontinuance of their investi-
gations, as the Government has decided
the matter.”

“ Foop CONTROLLER'S KEVIDENCE.
“ London, 5th August.

“The Food Controller (Mr. G. H.
Roberts), giving evidence before the
Select Committee on profiteering, said
that practically all foods were con-
trolled, and that 94 per cent. was sub-
ject to maximum prices. Nothing of
importance had been omifted, except
some green vegetables and some fruits.”

“ ANTI-PROFITEERING BILL.
“ CARRIED IN COMMONS.
“ 251 To 8.
 (Reuter) London, Tuesday.

«Qjr  Auckland Geddes emphasised
the baneful effects of profiteering.
which  included  the  creation  of
social unrest, which was materially
contributing to the disturbance and dis-
organisation of industrial life. Workers
were discouraged from producing freely
because they lfelt they were lining thoe
pockets of employers. He instanced the
profiteering under which boots, pur-
chasable wholesale at from 158 to 25s.,
were retailed at from 50s. to 70s. a pair,
also tenders were made for repairing
cottages amounting to £3,500, w,},lerea:‘
£2,500 provide an adequate proﬁt.. )

According to a later cablegram, the Minister
for Labour, Sir R. S. Horne, replying in the
House of Commons, sald— .

“The Bill gave the Board of Trade
power to make investigations, withous
which the combines could not be broken
or prices regulated.” »

That is a very important cablegram, because
it shows the wisdom of my colleague in taking
power to deal with combines.

Mr. BEBBINGTOXN : What is the use of taking
power without using it?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
Hon. members will find that when the Bill
becomes law the Minister for Public Works
will use it in an effective way, in the interests
of the producer and the consumer. Mr.
Horne went on to say—

“The Bill would also render great
service by making people understand
that in many cases the high prices were
due to shortage of the output of com-
modities; and increased production
afforded the best hope of decreasing the

Hon. W. N. Gillies.]
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cost of livirg, The closure was applied
by 251 votes to 8, and the Bill referred
to the Committee of the Whole House.”
"The limitations of the English Act were
referred to in a telegram published on 24th
September, 1919—
‘“ London, Tuesday.
¢ The anti-profiteer measures are result-
ing in a quick reduction of shopkeepers’
prices, especially in cheaper clothing,
sugar, and boots. The Government’s
Profiteering Act Department is classify-
ing complaints of many concerns, such as
laundrying, furniture removals, and
building repairs, which the tribunals
vefuse to touch, because the Act only
refers to ¢ articles in common use.’ ”’
That, again, shows the wisdom of my col-
league in providing in the Bill that it shall
apply to all services. The Bill can apply
to tramcar services, to freights or fares, to
any services at all. Even the charges at a
picture show can be brought under this Bill,
showing that my colleague has profited by
the experience of older countries as a result
of the limitation of their measures. Other
telegrams I have are as follows:—
“To CHECK PROFITEERING.
““ London, September 22.
““ Nine hundred local profiteering com-
mittees, with the purpose of supervising
the prices charged by traders for com-
modities, have already been formed in

the country, including all the large
centres of population.”
‘“400 Per Cenr. PrOFIT.

“ BRITISH WOQOL INDUSTRY.
¢ London, September 25.
“ The investigations made by the Board
of Trade have revealed the fact that
excessive profits are made in certain
branches of the wool industry, in some
cases amounting to 400 per cent. The
Board has ordered the Profitcering
Department to take action in the matter.”’

My. ELpHINSTONE: Take it as read.

The SRCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
I am going to get them into *“ Hansard,” and
they are sufficient reply to the Opposition
who say that Queensland is attempting to do

something that is quite unnecessary. Other
telegrams are as follows : —
“Cost oF Living.
** MINERS’ STRONG PROTEST.
“ London, Saturday.—Many branches

of the National Union of Railwaymen
have forwarded resolutions to the execu-
tive appealing for an effort to secure
reduction in the cost of living, or to
demand a further increase in wages of £1
weckly.,  The executive has decided to
approach the Trades Union Congross of
the Labour party on the matter.”
““ Hien Prices.
““ GRAVE SITUATION IN ITALY.
‘“ London, July 14.

“In the House of Commons to-day, Mr.
Bonar Law sald that the Government
would appoint a select committee to
inquire into high prices.”

“ Rome, July 14.

_ ““ A grave situation has arisen in follow-
ing the popular outburst against prices.
There is paralysis in some trades, manu-
facturers declaring that it is impossible to
make goods at reduced prices, whilst
wages are unchanged. The socialists
refuse to agree to a reduction in wages.

[Hon. W. N. Gillies.
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The local authoritics are endeaveouring to
find a solution.”
*“ PROFITEERING.
1,350 CONVICTIONS.

“ London, Friday.—Mr. McCurdy, M.P.,
in a specch in London, said that 1,600
profiteering tribunals were already work-
ing. Since the Profiteering Act had been
passed the FWood Ministry had instituted
1,350 proseccutions, and had obfained 1,350
convictions. The fines totalled .£70,000.”

Just think of that for a moment. Fines
totalling £70,000, and the Commonwealth
doing nothing ! I want now to read a cable-
gram concerning France and Italy
“ DEALING WITH PROFITEERS.

“ FRENCH AND ITALIAN METHODS,

“In France, M. Basly and M. Cadot,
members for Pas de Calais in the Chamn-
ber of Deputies, have brought forward a
Bill to make speculation in the necessaries
of life and the securing of monovolies an
offence punishable with death {(writes a
Melbourne Press correspondent from Lon-
don). But this measurc is not likely tc
mect with general support. On the other
hand, it is felt that the Government pro-
posals arc inadequate. In a Bill which
the Government is bringing before Parlia-
ment it i1s proposed to make speculators in
foods, drinks, fuel, fats, clothes, boots,
and shoes liable to a fine up te £4,000 and'
imprisonment up to three years. Persons
whose business las not  previously
included dealings in such goods are to be
liable on conviction of profiteering to five
vears’ imprisonment and a fine up to
£8,000. Traders must exhibit price lists
in their shops. Goods that are held bacs
at docks and railway stations by whous-
salers with the object of creating an arti-
ficial scarcity can be seized by the
Government and sold by auction.”

“No AcrIoN.
““ PROFITEERING IN BRITAIN.
Y overnmont stands for sf,
*(* Times’) London, Sunday.

“The high prices of food and the cost
of necessities are causing great anxiety in
France and England. M. Clemoenceau is
taking action similar to that taken In
Ttaly for the suppression of profiteers.
The British Government has not yet
moved, despite the Labour protests and
newspaper  watrnings.  Members of the
House of Commons are generally appre-
hensive over the abnormal prices which
we believed to be due to the shortage of
supplies. Labour leaders threaten fucther
industrial unrest again, forcing up wagas

unless the Government prowmptly deals
with the rampant profiteering. ‘
“The grabbing mania is aiready

apparent in connection with the peace
rejoicings. West IEnd shopkeepers are
asking from £1 to £300 for the use of
small windows for sightseeing.”
There are many more that I could quote, but
these will indicate what is moving in other
parts of the world, and it is a warning to
the rulers of all countries that the problem
must be faced. T regret that my time has
expired, as I desired to furnish figures show-
ing huge profits made out of the people
during the war.

The SPEAKER : The Minister has exceeded
the time allowed him under the Standing
Orders,

Mr. BEBBINGTON {(Drayton): T
like to say a few words on this Bill.

would
First
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of all. T should like to say that it should not
ba a party matter, because when this Govern-
ment came into office they had handed to
them a power equal to what they are asking
for to-day. I hate the profiteer, especially
in war time, and, as I have said befoxe if I
had my way 1 would hang him ﬂtlalghta“ ay
in war time. But I hate the hypocrite just
as badly, and is it not about time that the
party opposite came down to something real;
i it not time that they dropped their
hypoerisy and put something real hefore the
people and the workers of this State; is it
not time that they dropped these dreams of
abolishing private ownership and that kind
of thing, in which they think they are going
to get food and clothes, and pleasure and
everything else, heaped upon them for noth-
ing? 1 say it is time. I have here in my
hand a copy of the very power handed to
them when they took the reins of the Govern-
ment, for the Denham Government with the
reins of Government handed to them a
power not only to control trusts and com-
bines, but a power also to seize cverything
that those trusts and combines owned.
If that were not sufficient, what did they
want ? Tt is still in existence. The Minister
admits that the Act has not been proclaimed
out of existence—that it is still the law of the
land. Secction 12 says—

““If the Chief Secretary has, at any
time, reason to suspect that any person
has been guilty of any offence against this
Act, or that any goods are kept stored
or had in possession under such circum-
stances that an offence against this Act
is being committed, he may, by an order,
authorise any State officer to seize, tale
possession of, carry away, and detam any
such goods, and fpr such purpose with
any necesgary assistance to enter any
place or premises whatsocver and search
for any such goods, and to use such force
as may be necessary.”’

1f that is not sufficient power to hand to any
Government, I do not know what is. Clause
2 says—

“This Act shall come into operation
on a day to be named by the Governor in
Council by proclamation ”

The Denham Government proclaimed that
Act before they went out of office. and
handed to this Government all the power
they needed to deal with these things. Then
that same section goes on to say-—
“and shall remain in force during
such period or extended period as the
Governor in Council, by proclamation
published in the ¢ Gazette’ from time to
time, declares.”
The Government practically say that every
trader is a profiteer. Why did the Govern-
ment have that power for four and a-half
vears and never use it? Why do they stand
up in this House and sax this condition of
things exist and never use the power they
have? As the Mlmstm has contrived to get
some mafter into  Hansard,” T am going to
ask the Housc for permission to put this
Act into ““ Hansard,” to show the people of
Quecensland the power that was handed to
this Government by the Denham Government
when they left office.

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of the
ilouse that the Act of Parliament referred
to by the hon. member for Dravion be
included in his speech in ““ Hansard”?

OrposiTioN MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

GovERNMENT MEMBERS: No, no!
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Mr. BEBBINGTON: I presume I have the
permission of the Iouse.

The SPEAKXER: The permission is
granted.

Mr. BEBBINGTCON: I would divide the
THouse, except that it would take up too
much of my time. It shows that they are
ashamed to allow the people to see the power
that was handed to them by the Denham
Government. {(Uproar.)

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber must remember that if only one member

not

objects to printing in ** Hansard” a long Act
like that, it cannot be allowed.
Mr. BEBBINGTON: I quite agree that

you have carried out your part of the bar-
gain, Mr. Speaker; but I say that members
of the Opposition agreed that that matter
should be placed in ““ Iansard” so that the
people should see the power which the
Denham Government handed to this Govern-
ment to deal with trusts and combines which
they have had for four and a-half years and
have never used. I think it is about time we
“faced the music,” doing away with the
hypoerisy which we have had in conncction
with this Bill. I say there is absolutely no
reason whatever for it. The Minister says he
belicves these trusts and combines exist; he
believes that the profiteers he spoke of exist.
We should expect him, when this Bill is
passed, to produce the evidence., We will
look in vain. If he has not done anything in
four and a-half years with the power which
he has had, what is he going to do with the
power which this Bill confers?

The SEcRETARY rorR Pupric WORKS:
have had no power at all.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Does the hou.
ber think the public are school children
when he says they have had no power?
Why did Government members refuse to
allow that Act to go into “ Hansard” so that
the people should see what power the Govern-
ment had?

The SecrETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
about the War Precautions Act?

Mr. BEBBINGTON : They are ashamed to
let the people see what power was handed
down to them. That Act includes all goods
and chattels. Not only dods the Act exist,
but I will show how the Government have
uzed it by quoting portion of a speech by
the hon. member for Cunningham in
¢ Hansard,” vol. exxlil., page 71. (Laughter.)
In 1915 we were suffering from a drought,
something similar to that from which we are
suffering now, and very little wheat was
grown. A certain amount of wheat had to be
brought from the Argentine. Some of pus must
remember that it was very inferior wheat.
The other night in Brisbane the late
Premier complained that the New South
Wales people should have had more than 5s.
per bushel for their wheat. This Government,
in a time of unparalleled drought in 1915,
fixed the price of local wheat at 3s. 6d. a
bushel, and the price of imported second
grade ‘wheat at 8s. 6d. a bushel.

Hon. J. G. ArrerL: Shame!

Mr. BEBBINGTON : Under the Act which
was handed down to them, which they said
cave them no power to deal with the
p1oﬁteer they fixed the price of locally-
grown flour at £9 10s. per ton for our
drourr]"t stricken farmers, and the price of
sccond-class Argentine wheat grown partly
by coloured labour, at £21 per “ton.

Hon. J. G. AppEL: Save us from our
friends!

We

memni-

What

Mr. Bebbington.]
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Mr. BEBBINGTON: That shows the
sympathy they had, and how they used the
power which they deny existed. At that
time the farmers had sold .their wheat to
the Warwick Milling Company, a mill owned
by farmers. There were proprietary mills
in that town and in this city. The Govern-
ment did not choose to interfere with the
proprictary mills. I may say the Hon. J. M.
Hunter was a very much sharper man in
business than the then Premier was. e
went to the telephone; he did not leave any
records behind him. He ordered this com-
pany to send down their wheat, and they
refused to do it. The Premier was a new
chum in business, and when Mr. Hunter said
they would not supply it he said, “T1 will
send them a telegram.” He forgot that the
telegram could be produced. This is what
the telegram said—

““On the understanding your company
will send down to Government all wheat
required, and 6,000 bags will be sent at
once, compulsory acquisition will not be
resorted to at present.”

Hon. J. G. Apper: The farmers’ friends!

Mr. BEBBINGTON: A moment ago they
declared they had not the power. Here the
Premier uses that power to seize the wheat
held by a co-operative company—by the
growers of the wheat.

Mr. WHITFORD : Barnes and Company.

My, BEBBINGTON: He did not interfere
with Barnes and Company, neither did he
interfere with the Brisbane Milling Company.
As usual. he scized upon the farmer. The
Premier did not deny he sent that telegram.
He said at that time, “ Was it not a very
necessary wire?”’

Mr. FoLey: He was honest.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Of course, he was
honest, and he was carrying out the Act
which I hold in my hand. The Premier could
deal with companies and seize anything he
could lay his hands on.

Mr. GraysoN: He was prompted to send
that wire by Mr. Hunter, one of the most
cunning men who has ever sat in the House.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: To show hon. mem-
bers that this was a farmers’ company, I will
guote the words then used by the hon. mem-
bher for Cunningham-—

“The Premier:
necessary one?

“Mr. Gravson: I do not think so. The
point I wish to emphasise is this—the
Warwick Farmers’ Milling Company is
owned by small farmers in the southern
end of the Downs. The great bulk of the
sharcholders are ten and twenty sharo-
holders. and the first mill that the
Government, notwithstanding all their
pretence that they are in favour of
co-operation, pounce upon and threaten
to compulsorily seize their wheat was a
mill controlled and run by the farmers
of Queensland.”

Mr. SMITH (Mackay): 1 rise to a point of
order. I ‘claim that -the hon. member for
Drayton is dealing with administrative acts
under a different Act altogether from the
one he is quoting, and is not discussing the
principles of the Bill before the House.

The SPEAKFER: A good deal of latitude
has been allowed in this debate, mecessarily
hecause it is very unique legislation dealing
with a very complex and difficult matter.
Having allowed latitude in the earlier part

[ r. Bebbington.

Was it not a very
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of the debate, I must be consistent and
allow the hon. member to continue.

Mr., BEBBINGTON : A more contemptible
attitude I never saw. (Laughter.) Anything
at all to stop discussion on their actions which
they are ashamed of. T will deal with this
matter as shortly as I can. I have a very
kind regard for the Minister, who, unfortu-
nately. has been bogged into this. The
Government again used the same Act,
although they denied that the power was in
existence, to seize butter at £60 a ton under
its value. I will quote from ‘“Hansard”
again-—

© The day that butter was seized I met
a Brisbane merchant, who told me that
his firm was offered from 190s. to 200s.
per cwi. for butter in Melbourne, and the
Government took that butter over at 140s.
per cwt.—a difference of 60s. per cwt., or
£60 per ton!”’

A GoveERNMENT MEMBER: Who said that?

My, BEBBINGTON : The man whom 1 can
rely on to speak the truth, and that is myself.
(Loud laughter.) I am quoting that because
I know that it is correct—

“ A difference of 60s. per cwt., or £60
per ton. Was that a fair thing to do?”
I may say that on the very morning that that
happened I met J. C. Hutton end Co.’s
representative and two or three other repre-
sentatives of firms,

Mr. WHITFORD : Middlemen ?

Mr. BEBBINGTON: They were men who
were acting as honourable agents for the
co-operative companies of Queensland. The
commission ig fixed, and people know what
they are paying, and, more than that, their
dealings with the co-operative companies were
much morve satisfactory than the Govern-
ment’s dealing with them. The firms T have
quoted certainly charged the commission they
were entitled to, but they did not take any-
thing by force from the farmers or co-opera-
tive companies. The Government acted as
forced agents. What did they do? When
butter was worth 200s. per cwt., free an
board, and it was costing the farmer 3s. 6d.
per ib. to produce it, instead of letting the
farmers put it on board at 200s. per cwt., they
stopped the export. Can you produce it at
that now?

Mr. W. CooPER: Yes.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I say that you can-
not, and yvou are not a farmer if you say that,
When we could have got 200s. per cwt. free
on board here, the Government stopped the
export to Melbourne, seized the lot, and
handed to the people of Brishano as much as
they wanted. The Minister of that day said,
“ Shout the glad tidings, sound the glad
news, that I am the only man who has got
butter to sell.” (Laughter and uproar.) I
have a good deal of sympathy for the Minister
who was placed in this position.

The SPEAKFER: Judging from the matter
whirh the hon. member is quoting. the Minis-
ter must have been very sure of his ground.
{Laughter.)

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Then, again, we had
orders for tinned butter from the Kast. We
had worked up a very big trade there, which
was necessary to pay our farmers, and to keep
them on the land, and to pay the men work-
ing in our factories their wages. We had
always had 170s. or 180s. for the butter which
we sent away. The present Government
stepped in, and made us sell it to the people
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of Brisbane for 120s. Assisted by the Com-
monwealth, they allowed New Zealand butter
to come in free of duty. Of course, it was
going out again. They allowed it to come
in under bond, and it filled the orders which
our factories should have supplied. The New
Zealand farmers got 170s. per cwi. for their
butter, while we farmers had to take 123s.. so
as to provide the people of Brisbane with a
cheap butter. It is exactly the same to-day.
In 1815, we were suffering from a drought
like we arc now, and yet m Brisbane to-day
vou see all the evidence of wealth. I am not
grudging the working classes anything.

Mr., Forey: Judge not, that ye be not
judged.
Mr. BEBBINGTON: I will tell the hon,

member something abcut a judge. I will
quote something to show the intentione of this
Bill. T am given to understand that the
intention in regard to this Bill is, first of all,
to pull down the price of foodstuffs. Who is
going to pay for it—who is going to work for
nothing and be sweated to pull prices down?
You cannot produce foodstuffs any cheaper
than they are being produced to-day.
Mr. W. CoorErR: We do not say you can.

Mr. BEBBINGTON : I understand that the
Arbitration Court will then pull dowu the
rate of wages, and bring ahout the zanwe con-
ditions which existed hefore the war. I am
told on very good authority that that is the
object which the present Government have in
view In introducing this Bill. T will be no
party to that. 1 say that low wages are no
good to anybody. Low wages mean poverty,
had living, and slums. I will be no party to
pull down the price of produce to-day so that
the Arbitration Court can pull down the

price of living. TLet me quote Judge
McCawley. Hon. membors opnosite cannot
deny that he 1is one of their greatest
supporters.

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I will quote his
exact words. There cannot be any harm in
that. He said

“ Wxtraordinary high prices are obtain-
able for our exportable primary products,
every increase of which adds to the
burdens of the wage-earners in the city.”

I presume, if he gets the opportunity, he is
going to cut those prices down. Who is
going to be sweated under those conditions?

Mr. Forey: You will have to do with
Jess profits,

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Does not the hon.
member know that the farmers to-day are
working for no profits at all; that they are
not getting 1s. a week; that it takes more
than their returns to feed their cattle? And
the hon. member says we should be satisfied
with less profits. Hon. members point out
their interest in the workers. How can
they have an interest in the workers if they
are planning a scheme to pull down the
price of foodstuffs in order that the court
can pull down wages? The Minister, in his
speech, mentioned particularly condensed
milk. He did not think the condensed milk
companies formed a trust or combine, but
the fact that he mentioned the matter shows
that those things are running through the
mind of the Government. I will speak of
one condensed milk company—Wyreema ;
and T say they have paid their producers
a splendid price for their milk. They have
paid them a good deal more than we can
pay for butter and cheese. Ags business men,
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they have brought produce up from the
South and have given it to the farmers at
cost price. They have done everything they
can to save the herds of the State, which
they, as a company, are depending on for
business, and now we have the Minister
putting that company down as one of the
monopolies that should be dealt with. I am
sorry that the hon. member for Bowen is not
here. Some time ago the hon. member com-
plained that the merchants in Bowen were
selling sugar at 4d. per lb., above the price.

Mr. Kmrway: He did not say Bowen.
Wrong again.

A GoverxuMeNT MEMBER: Proserpine.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: At Proserpine, or
some place. I am going to quote an extract
from the Press, which says this—

“The joke of the list is that, while
Mr. Collins, member for Bowen, recently
expressed somo resentment at the fact
that grocers in Bowen were alleged to
be charging 44d. per lb. for sugar, the
price at the (Government storc on the
works is 6d. per lb.”

Mr. SuitH: What are you quoting from?

Mr. BEBBINGTON: 1t appears in both
the * Courier” and ‘“ Daily Mail,” and I
presume they are a great deal more reliable
than the papers the hon. member would like
to quote, What is it that constitutes a trust
or profiteer? Is a trader to be judged on
the interest that he can pay on his capital:
or is he to be judged on the amount of profit
that he makes on his turnover? If you are
going to judge a man to be a profiteer
because he can pay 15 per cent. or 16 per
cent. on the amount of money invested, you
will do an injustice to the good business men.
Possibly, the man who could not pay any
interest at all would be a greater profiteer
than the man who paid 15 per cent. or 16
per cent. Supposing a person invests £100
in trade, and one trader turns over his
money once in the year and another trader
turns it over three times, . The trader who
is a good business man and turns his money
over three times in the year would, perhaps,
make less profit on each article than the
other trader who only turned his money over
once, and still he might make a larger per-
centage on the capital invested. Hon. mem-
bers on the other side have shown no
business capacity whatever to deal with these
matters. They have mnot even quoted an
Australian case of profiteering. They have
had four and a-half years of office and were
in possession of all the requisite powers to
prevent profiteering. If you are going to
judge a man on the amount of interest he
makes on his capital, then you are going to
penalise industry. I believe that the cost
of distribution is too high. You have only
to take the State industries. Take the State
butchers’ shops. It costs more to distribute
the meat over the counter—no delivery in
the city or in the country—it costs more to
deliver mweat over the counter than it takes
to raise the beast, dress him, and everything
else, and bring him down to Brishane and
put him into the shop. .

My, WEeLLINGTON : You are a liar.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: The hon. member
does not know any better, so I will pass him
over.

Mr. WeELLINGTON : You are a liar.
Mr. MORGAN : 1 rise to a point of order.

Is the hon. member in order in calling the
hon. member for Drayton a liar?

Mr. Morgan.|
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The SPEAKER: The hon. member is
not in order. and I call upon the hon.
member for Charters Towers to withdraw.

Mr. WELLINGTON: On account of par-
Hamentavy practice, I withdraw.

The SPEAKER: The hon. member must
withdraw without uny gualification whatever.
Does the hon. member withdraw?

Mr. WELLINGTON : I withdraw.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I am quoting the
price list issued by the department. The
public have to pay according to those prices,
and I sce they are getting the meat from
the meatworks at 2d. per 1b. and they secll
it up to 84, per lb, If we take it at an
average of 6d. per lb., there is over 100 per
cent. Does anyone say that it costs 100 per
cent. to hand the meat over the counter?
There is something sadly wrong about it.
We have only to go to the State refreshment-
rooms as well. We find that bottled lager
beer costs under 1s. a bottle.

The Government are the biggest profiteers.
They make six or eight glasses out of cvery
bottle of lager at their refreshment-rooms.
They are tiny glasses that they give to the
public. and they make 500 per cent. out of
1. Where is the profiteering now? How
many glasses de they get out of a bottle of
spirit« at the Government refreshment-
room=? They make from 500 to 900 per cent.
Thev even make a profit out of the buns,
an article of food. I do not say that it is
all profit, but there is a difference of 200
per cent. between the selling and buying
price.  The costs of distribution *are too high
altogether. We ought to find some way of
distributing our articles of food cheaper than
we are doing at the present time. Unfortu-
nately, the Government have made no effort
whatever to encourage production or increase
production so that the cost of living can be
kept down. I am not going to say that
increased production will make food cheaper.
So far as farm and dairy produce to-day are
concerned, 1 say that the people of Australia
are living on the finest, cheapest, and purest
foodstuffs in the world.

The SPEAKER : Order! The hon. member
has exhausted the time allowed him under
the Standing Orders.

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): 1 beg to move
tho adjournment of the dekate.

Question put and passed.

The resumption of the debate was made an
Order of the Day for to-morrow.

STCCESSION ACT OF 1906 DECLARA-
TORY BILL.
RETURNED FROM COUNCIL.
The SPEAKER announced the receipt of
a message from the Legislative Couneil
returning this Bill without amendment.

QUEENSLAND GOVERNMENT SAVINGS
BANK ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
Mzssage FrOM (COUNCIL.

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of
a2 message from the Legislative Council
returning this Bill with amendments, in

which they invited the concurrence of the
Assembly.

On the motion of the TREASURER, the
message of the Council was ordered to be
“taken into consideration to-morrow.

The House adjourned at twenty-five
minutes past 10 o’clock p.m.

[Hon. W. Lennon.,





