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1672 Quesiions.

 LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.

WEDNESDAY, 29 Ucroser, 1919.
The Spearer (Hon. W. Lennon, Herbers)
took the chair at half-past 3 o'clock p.m.

QUESTIONS.
Lano TSED FOR STATE BUTCHERIES.
AMr. ROBERTS (East Toowoomba) asked
the Minister in charge of State enterprises—
“YWhat was the value of all lands
owred or rented by the State, and used
for State butcheries, for the year ended
30th June, 18197~
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
{Hor. J. Larcombe, Keppc!) replicd—
““Lands owned, £2258 10s.: lands

rented, information is not available.”

S1ATE CATTLE FOR MEATWORKS.
. Mr. GUNN (Carnarson) asked the Minister
in charge of State enterpriscs—
1. Has he noticed in
ments, as reported in the

stock move-

* Charleville

Times’ of 1lth instant, a paragraph
reading ‘six donkeys and seventy-two
builocks, Kenmore, to  meatworks,

Queensland Government, owners’?

2. To which meatworks were the
above stock consigned”

© 3. Js the meat of such steck intended
for the use of the State shops?”

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
rephied—

‘1. No.

‘2. No donkeys were purchased with
Kenmore Station, but thirty-six head of
bullocks were railed from Xenmore to
meatworks ou 3th QOectober.
~°3 The meat of such bullecks s
intended for the use of the State shops.”

Larr RuxNING oF Toowooxsa TRAINS.
~ Mr. ROBERTS asked the Secretary for
Rallways—
1. What was the reason for the 5.5
. frain not arriving at Toowoomba
until after midnight on Wednesday, the
22nd instant?
"2, On what days of this month has
this train arrived at Toowoomba on
time?

[

3 On what «<ays. and how
u

nutcs on such davs, was
e on arrival at Toowoomba?
“ 4. Will he reguest consideration of
the department as to a 1iore regular
running to time-table of this train?”’
The SHECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
{Hou. J. A. Fibhelly, Paddington) replied—
1. Owing to the
badly.
2. None.
¢ 3 1st October, 15 minutes late; 2nd
October, 10 minutes late: 6th October,
20 winutes late; 8th October, 10 minutes
fate 8th October, 7 minutes late; 13th
October, 17 minutes late; 15th October, 13
minutes late; 16th October, 56 minutes
late; 20th October, 21 minutes late; 22nd
October, 115 minutes late; 23rd October,
14 minutes late; 27tk October, 45 minutes
late.

4 Yes.”

many
N this train

)
la

t

engine steaming
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Fair Rents Bill.

PAPERS.
The following papers, laid on the table,
were ordered to be printed:—
Reportof the Marine Department for the
year 1918-19.
Report of the Secretary for
Instruction for the year 1918.

Public

FAIR RENTS BILL.
INITIATION IN COMMITTEE.
(3. Bertram, Maree, in the chair.)
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS

moved—

““That it is desirable that a Bill be
introduced to provide for the determina-
tion of fair rents for dwelling houses,
and for purposes consequent thereon or
incidental thereto.”

Hon. J. G. APPEL (4lbert): I would like
the Minister to inform the Chamber whether
it is proposed to establish a department,
consisting of the usual officers—directors and
staff—who will deal with the question of what
fair rents shall be. On the principle of the
Bili, of course, there can be no objection.

Mr. Corwixs : That is what you said on the
Profiteering Prevention Bill, and then you
denounced it for all you were worth.

Hoxn. J. G. APPEL: Not at all. On the
principle of fair rents there can be no ques-
tion, but it is the method which is adopted
to arrive at an end which is the subject-
matter with which one does not often agree.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
The questions of the hon. member for Albert
are questions which can hardly be replied
to at this stage. The information desired
is information which should be given on
the sccond reading. On the previous stage
1 gave some information of a general
character, and I am willing to give some
further information now. There will be no
rew buildings, no new set of offices. The
court will be a model of simplicity and
offectiveness. There will be no great expen-
diture. In New South Wales the cost of the
court for twe and a-half years was only
£1,600, and that includes the salary of the
magistrates, who would be paid by the
department in any case. The hon. member
for Albert, therefore, will see that there will
be simplicity, expedition, and effectiveness.

Hon. W. H. Barxes: Is that possible under
a Labour Government?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
Yes. It is not possible under any other
Government.

(OVERNMENT MryBers : Hear, hear!

Mr. G. P. BARNES (Warwick): The Bill
presupposes, to begin with, that high rents
are the order—the general rule. I think
theve is abundant evidence at the present
day which indicates quite the opposite. The
want of buildings exists on every hand, and
there is very little or no encouragement to
owners of land to improve it, in view of the
high costs of material, labour, and so forth.
Building enterprises, consequently, have not
been carried on in our midst, at any rate,
not to any great cxtent. We want something
to-day—possibly this Bill will provide it—
that will not deter from building, but some-
thing which will encourage it.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!



Fair Rerts Bill,

_Mr. G. P. BARNES: I am, perhaps, a
Tittle out of order, but it is on those lines
that T think the Minister might have
enlightened the Committee.

The SBORETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS :
will get 1t on the second reading.

o Mr. G. P. BARNES: I would like it on
the introduction, because the only oppot-
tunity te widen the scope of the Bill is at
this stage. Once we accept the present
proposel, we are precluded from making any
alteration.  Even the Minister might be
ready 1o accept suggestions.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS : In what
direction do you want to widen the scope of
the Bill?

1\’[1". . P. BARNES: We want particulars
of what it contains. It may require widen-
ing.

My, MORGAN (Murille): We passed
recently a very liberal measure in respect of
workers” homes and another Bill liberalising
the Workers” Dwellings Act. At the presenté
time people will not invest their money in
building dwellings owing to the fact that
the profits are not sufficiently great. If this
Bill is going to prevent further homes being
erected by private enterprise, it is going to
mjure nstead of do good. )

Mr. Smita: You are more concerned about
the landlords’ profits.

Mr. MORGAN : 1 am not concerned about
the landlords’ profits. 1 know a certain
namber of men who have invested in dwell-
Ings are very sorry owing to the fact that
the rental they obtained i1n not sufficient to
give them a fair interest on the capital
expended.

Mr. F. A. CoorER: Do you not think it is
desirable to give them a Bill which will
ensure them a fair intercat?

My, MORGAN: That may be the object
of the Bill. Owing to the fact that a number
of gentlemen representing the Government
have put their money in property, it may be
found necessary to introduce a Bill of this
description to give them a reasonable interest
on their investment.

You

The SecrETARY ¥OR PusLic WoRks: This
only applies to rack rent.
Mr. HIORGAN: I do not know where

rack rent exists in Queensland. 1 feel sure
the twe Bills I have mentioned will do away
with uny necessity for a Bill of this nature,
because, from the poorest inhabitant up to
those who are in receipt of a fair wage, the
people will be able to obtain a home of
their own and rentals must eventually come
down., I am doubtful whether 1t is wise to
introduce a Bill of this description. If it
is, I do mnot know why it has not gone
further and included business properties.

~ My. SIZER: Before we decide whether it
is advisable to introduce this Bill, I think
the Minister should give ws some moro
information. We know very well that there
has been a general tendency to increase the
cost of arecting houses, and the natural
consequen are increased rents. I think the
Minister ghould tell us at this stage the basis
on which rents can be fixed; whether pro-
vision will be made for the raising of rents,
which mittedly, in some cases, are low,
as has been done in New South Wales, or
is 1t only a process of bringing them down?
We kuow very well that the State Insur-
ance (‘crniissioner is accepting reinsurances

[29 OCTOBER.]

Jimbour Selections Bill. 1673

on Queensland properties at considerably
increased prices. We know that a house
which years ago was safely insured for £300
can now be insured for £500.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. SIZER : Insurance companies are not
benevolent institutions, and if they will
grant an insurance of £500 on a house which
vears ago carried an insurance of only £300,
there must be some good reason for it.

Mr. PETERSON : Do they do it?

Mr. SIZER: VYes, they do. With the
increased royaltics of timber brought about
br the present Government, people are unable
to purchase material to erect houses at any-
thing near the price which previously
obtained.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. SIZER: There is a big dearth of
houses in Brisbane, and if this Bill is going
to be the means of closing avenues for men
to invest their savings in houses in order
to relieve that distress—if it is going to be
a detriment to those people—I do not think
it is advisable that it should be introduced.
But if the Minister will give us an assurance
that it is to be purely a basis on which fair
rents are to be established, and the court
will be free to take into comsideration the
altered conditions, there should be no objec-
tion to the Bill

Question put and passed.

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN
reported that the Committee had come fo a
resolution, and the resolution was agreed to.

FirsT READING.

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
PUBLIC WORKS, the Bill was read a first
time, and the second reading made an Order
of the Day for to-morrow.

JIMBOUR SELECTIONS BILL.
SECOND READING.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
(Hon. J. H. Coyne, Warrego): The object
of this Bill is to rectify another blunder of
the past. (Opposition interruption.) Hon.
gentlemen seem to disagree with that. Were
it not for the blunder having been committea
in the past, there would be no necessity for
this Bill.

Mr. RoperTs : Dry times.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
Jimbour is an estate which was acquired
by the Government. in 1907 under an Act
which was passed the previous year—the
Closer Settlement Act of 1906, The Crown
valuation of that land, and also that agreed
upon at the time by the Land Court, was
£2 2s. per acre. I might say it was regarded
then as agricultural land. However, the
owners of the land—the Queensland National
Bank Company, Limited—objected to that
valuation and the decision of the Land Court,
and appealed to the Land Appeal Court.
The owners valuation was £3 10s. per acre,
and the Land Appeal Court decided that
£3 10s. per acre was a preper valuation for
that land. Possession of the lands was to be
given at different periods; the first lot in
1907, the next in 1908, the mext in 1908,
and the fourth lot in 1810. A condition of
selection was that a selector would have to
pay one-tenth of the purchasing price of the
Jand ou selection with his deposit. I might
say that some of the land brought up to £7
per acre. The improvements on tho land

Hon. J. H. Coyne.]
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also were added to the purchasing price, and
it was rather a heavy call upon the selector
to have to pay onc-tenth of the whole. They
had to pay no rent for the secend, third, and
fourth years of the term, but for the next
twenty-one years they had to pay at the
rate of £8 2s. 7d. per cent. annually. Amend-
ing legislation was brought in in 1913 per-
mitting the selectors to extend the term of
their leases to forty years, and reducing the
annual interest and 1cdempt on to £6 Bs. per
cent. of the purchasing price. T might say
that the selectors of this estate were in
trouble from the very commencement. Very
few of them were able to pay their rents in
1812, 1913, or 1914. 1In 1915 the Land Court
was asked to hold an inquiry into their
position. As the result of that inquiry, a Bill
was introduced into this Chamber, and was
sed by Parliament, called the Xmlcultulal
Relief Act of 1915, giving an extension of the
forty years’ lease to forty-three years, and
relieving the selectors of all rent payments
for 1915, 1916, and 1917. That was in order
to tide them over their then present trouble.
This involved a loss of interest to the State,
at 5 per cent., amounting to £54,600. So it
will he seen what a loss the State has been
sustaining owing to what I mentioned was a
blunder 1n classifying this as agricultural
land, by reazon of which men went on the
estate with a view to making a living from
agriculture, when, as a matter of fact, it was
not agricultural land at all. As well as
giving that relief which I mentioned, the
vme‘nt of arrcars was spread over periods
nging from five to fifteen years, com-
meucing on 3lst March, 1913. Notwithstand-
@ (xll this assistance, when the rents for
*918 became due, the selectors waited upon
me and declared their inability to pay their
rents. was then of the opinion, and am
«till, that the sclectors were speaking the
truth to me when they told me they were
unable to pay their rents. hey were abso-
Iately frank about the busirle~s They pro-
duced their bank books, and showed me their
accounts. A number of them had come from
the other States, in which they had some
property from which they were deriving a
profit, They invested that profit in order
to try and save themselves at Jimbour. It
was very unfortunate that the

[4 p.m.] selectors should be there for a
number of years and could not

soe their way clear to pay their rent in
addition to making a living.” I promised the
selectors that I would place the matter before
the Government, which I did, and the out-
come was that a Royal Commission was
appointed to inquive into the Jimbour seclec-
sors. That Commission consisted of Mr. W.
ilarris, Brisbane police magistrate, Mr.
WI&cdonald one of our assessing land comimis-
sioners and a very able man, and Mr.
Stirling, a very successful farmer who resides
near Pittsworth, on the Darling Downs. Mr.
Stirling has also been employed by the Com-
monwealth Government as a valuator of land
for taxation purposes. The Royal Cominis-
sion commenced their duties on the 19th
September, 1918, and they submitted their
report on the 1lth December of the same
vear. The recommendations of the Commis-
ston were considered by the Cabinet, and I
was instructed by the Cabinet to submit them
to the selectors at Jimbour to ascertain
whether the recommendations would meet
with their wishes, and, if so, have a Bill
based on their recommendations brought
before Parliament. That was done, and the
selectors almost unanimously agreed to the

[Hon. J. H. Coyne.
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recommendations made by the Royal Com——
mission. If I remember rightly, there w
only one who disagreed out of the whow
number of selectors on Jimbour. e would
not allow his land to be converted into per-
petual lease. I understand that that man is
not a bona fide agriculturist or dairyman,
nor even a grazier, but he is a professional
man, who resides in Dalby. According to
the provisions of this Bill, and in ovdel to
tide the selectors over the unfortunate times
they have gone through and to give them an
opportunity of making a fresh start, in the
hopes that the seasons will improve, we think
that by making it a grazing proposition
there is a better chance of making something
out of it than there would be if they con-
tinued to work it as an agricultural proposi-
tion. The Bill provides for the first ten years
from 1908—that is to say. up till the 30th
June, 1918—the selectors shall only be asked
to pay 1 per cent. ont the capital value of
the land. 7hat will bring them up to 30th
June, 1918, From that dats they will be
asked to pay 2 per cent. on the capital value
for a further seven years. It is alsoc provided
that subsequent reasscssments shall be made
every seven years, instead of everw fifteen
years, as is usually done. I think thar that
1s a very good. provision, bccause if all-
fortune wdoﬂs the selectors, as it has done up
to the present time, it is only a right thing
that their position should be reviewcd in
seven years, Owing to the high capital value
pldccd on that estate as an dgl’l(ultumi pro-
position, they have not made a success of it.
This Bill will give them an 0Jpovhmnv of
making good. If they do ! f«oud 1
seven years, then the Crown ha i
get portion of its own back during thk suh-
sequent scven years. It is, LhOl(‘leU fair
for the sclectors and fair for the
This provision may not apply to all t‘éuul-
chased estates or all perpetual leases, but it
peculiarly applies to the Jimbour selectors.,
After the passage of this Bill any selector on
Jimbour who desires to come under the pro-
visions of this Act may do so within ninety
days of the passage of the Act, except soldier
settlers, und in the case of soldiors they will
be allowed six months in which to do so.
That provision was put in particularly to
apply to any soldiers who may be oversea
and who may not know that this Act is
being passed. They will then have an oppor-
¢ within six months of coming uader the
provisions of this Act. We also make a pro-
vision that where a man has an agricultural
farm he may apply to come under this Act;
also that a man who has applied for the
conversion of his agricultural farm to per-
petual lease may surrender it and coire under
the provisions of this Act. I think members
will agree with me that we are dealing
generously all round with the residents of
Jimbour for the sake of the State and for
the sake of the selectors, and it is hoped
that they will do better than they have done
in the past. As a matter of fact, they will
have to do better, because their efforts in
the past have been a complete failure. From
inquiries I made, there is a big percentage
of good, practical agriculturists and gencral
farmers on the Jimbour Hstate, We are
making provision that they may hold up to
2,660 acres each. (Hear, hear + There 1s a
pmtwn of the estate that is not yet selected.
We are not regarding it as an aﬂrl(‘ultural
proposition now, but as a grazing proposi-
tion, and that area can also be taken up.

Mr. MoreaN: Two thousand five hundred
and sixty acres is small enough.

it‘/
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
We consider that 2,560 acres will be as much
as a man can look after. If a man takes up
any of the unsclected portion, it must be
included in the 2,560 acres. We are waiving
section 91 of the principal Act, which pro-
vides that a selector must reside within 15
miles of his block, because we find that
portion of the unselected part of the estate
18 more than 15 miles away.

Mr. Morean: Will you give them prefer-
ence?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Yes. 1t is no use saying we will allow them
to make use of it and then let outsiders come
in and take it from them. It is also pro-
vided in the Bill that no lease will be issued
to any selector on Jimbour until the improve-
ments are paid for. The Royal Commission
dealt with the improvements separately from
the capital value of the land, and, as we have
decided that this is a continual drain on the
Crown, we have decided that the selector
must pay for his improvements before he gets
his lease. There is not much argument
required on this Bill, because it must he
patent to everyone that a blunder was made
in the direction of purchasing the land as
agricultural land and in inducing people to
come from all parts of Australasia to take it
up as agricultural land. They have been
trying to produce agricultural produce there,
but it has been a total failure, and it is only
right that we should do something for the
selectors. This Bill provides what we are
doing for them. The unanimity of the
selectors of Jimbour will be the means of
them becoming a self-contained community
there instead of becoming a burden on the
State, as they have been for a number of
vears past. There is one thing shown by the
unanimity of approval that these suggestions
have met with, and that is the popularity

of tho_ perpetual lease system. That 33
becoming more apparent every day.
Mr. MoraaN: Don’t say that. They arve

compelled to accept the perpetual lease.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Why are thev compelled to accent it?

Mr. MorGAN : You force them to take it.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
They can go on as they ave if they like.

Mr. MonrGan: That argument is no good.
It is not that the perpetual lease is popuiar.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
The perpetual lease system is becoming more
popular every day, and hon. members cannot
deny it. The rcason why it is becoming
more popular every day is that members of
the Government, and honest persons outside
the Government, are showing up the tricks
«f the land sharks who have been decceiving
the people with regard to frechold in the
past.  Whilst the freehold system obtained,
the land shark was able to deceive people.

Mr. SmzEr: There are a good many free-
holders sitting on that side of the House.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS::
It may have been forced on them, as sug-
gested by the hon. member for Murilla.
They took up land under the conditions that
were obtaining.

Mr. B1zEr: It was not forced on the Secre-
tery for Agriculture at Beerburrum.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
T understand that the perpetual lease system
is being better understood by the people than
it was in the nast, and as time goes on it
will become more popular. (Hear, hear!)
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During the initiatory stages of this Bill T
mentioned that other repurchased estates
would he considered, and if they were not
given a fair deal in the manner in which
their estates were purchased, and they found
they could not make a living on them, I
have got the permission of the Cabinet to say
that, if 50 per cent. of the selectors on any
one estate apply and say they are prepared
to convert their freeholds into perpetual
leases, I will be prepared to appoint a Royal
Commission to inquire into their conditions
with a view of affording them relief on the
same lines as that provided for the Jimbour
selectors. They must, of course, be prepared
to convert their freeholds into perpetual
leases.
Mr. Graysox: IHear, hear!

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
I know of my own knowledge at least one
repurchased estate which will take advantage
of this offer. I think I know of two. How-
ever, the offer is open to them, and if they
wish to take advantage of it they may do so.
But they will understand that there can be
no reduction of the capital value of the land.

Mry. Moreax: Ah!

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
The hon. member for Murilla says "* Ah!”
There can be no relief given towards reduc-
ing the capital value of the land unless the
law is altered, but we can give them relief
by offering a lower rate of interest than they
are paying at the present time. I do not
think I necd say any more in explaining the
provisions of this Bill. If any member of
the Assembly wishes any further information,
I will be prepared to give it when we get
into Committee. I move—

“That the Bill be now read a second
time.”

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): 1 desire, on behalf
of the Jimbour selectors, to congratulate the
Minister on carrying out his promise, and
on giving them the relief which was sug-
agested by the Royal Commission which
inquired into their fortunes, or, rather, their
misfortunes. The Minister for Public Lands
referred to the errors of the past. I know
the history of Jimbour, beeause I was there
at the time. I remember when the Govern-
ment decided to rush in and take the pro-
perty for the purpose of closer settlement:
but the Queensland National Bank had
already made arrangements to cut it up. It
was surveyed and advertisedi, but, for some
reason, the Government thought it was going
to be a good proposition for closer settlement,
and they decided to compulsorily acquire 1t.
Unfortunately for them, there was a dif-
ference of opinion as to what the real value
was. They went into the Land Court, with
the result that a very heavy burden was put
upon the land in litigation costs, and all the
expenses of both sides had to be tacked on
to the purchasing price, as well as ofher
expenses. Under the Act 10 per cent. of the
value must in all cases be added. That made
the price higher than it might have been
had it been readily fixed. However, as far
as the pastoral land 1is concerned, the
Government that I was supporting 1in those
days wanted to deal with it

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LaANDS: They
got 330 signatures to a petition in order that
they might take it up.

Mr. VOWLES: I remember the litho-
graph being there, the advertisements appear-
ing in the papers, and Mr. James Love

Mr. Vowles.]
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being in Dalby to sell the land. However,
that is mnot the point. The Jimbour
selectors have. had many vicissitudes; there
have been most deserving cases; they have
been up against misfortune after misfortune,
drought after drought, and the Govern-
ments, from time to time, have ocome
to their relief, but, unfortunately, they
have had such a° series of misfortunes
that their capital has all been spent, and
they are now on property which is encum-
bered, without sufficient capital to carry them
along. As far as they were concerned, the
only thing was to accept the Government’s
terms to remain on the property, and when
the hon. member says the selectors have
readily accepted the perpetual lease, I know
that in manv cases they would have much
preferred freehold, but it was a case of *“ half
a loaf is better than mnone,” and 1 trust
that their experience in perpetual lease will
be the means of their making their fortunes.
1 think they are paying Is. 45d. an acre on
the average arca of the land. If they had
that land for forty years at that price, they
would have freechold at the finish, but, under
perpetual lease, at the end of forty years
all they will have will be the improvements.
When those circulars were sent out, many
selectors came and asked my opinion.
I said, *‘ The position is this: It is the
Government’s policy not to grant freehold;
they are prepared o give it under perpetual
Jease, and if you do not take that you will
not get it at all, and it will mean that your
homes will have to be forfeited:” and, like
sensible men. they made the best of the deal
and decided to accept it.

Mr. Corrixs: They
lease,

Mr. VOWLES : Because they could not get
anything else.

Mr. Harrey : Well, what did they want?

Mr. VOWLES: They simply wanted some
reasonable relief; because it has been
admitted by all Governments that there had
been a false price put upon the land, and
it was also valued as agricultural land,
whereas it should have been valued as
pastoral land.

Mr. HarTiEY: Do you want us to write
off about three-fourths of their liability?

Mr. VOWLES: It is not a question of
writing off. Are you going to kick those
men out after they have spent their money
as Crown tenants?

Mr. HARTLEY:
chance to stuy on.

Mr. VOWLES: I am glad to see that the
Crown realises its responsibility. The finding
of the Commission disclosed that a living
area of this class of land is nothing less than
2.560 acres. and that was after lookine through
the books of the selectors who have tilled the
Jand, and many have gone in for mixed farm-
ing. Therefore, I ask the Minister to think
whether he is doing a fair thing for the
men he is pubting on Cecil Plains in the
area he is putting them on in the face of
the finding of the Jimbour Commission ?

The SEcrRETARY FOR PUusLic Lawns: There is

no comparison whatever. The cases are not
analogous,

accepted perpetual

We are giving them a

Mr. VOWIES: There is not an acre of
fand on Cecil Plains to compare with any
acre on Kaimkillenbun. TIf we could only
manage to put the rainfall that we get
evenly over the year—26 or 28 inches—the

[Mr. Vowles.
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quality of soil we have there would produce
anything, but the trouble is that the rain
comes at the wrong time for agriculture, it
comes at the wrong time for wheat; and
then we must also remember that we have,
unfortunately, had drought after drought and
are still in one.

Mr. W. CoopER: At Jimbour you are in a
drought but not for the State Government.

Mr, VOWLES : T hope the hon. gentleman
will realise that the State Government, or
the gentlemen who sit there, are doing
nothing, personally, towards the relief.
(Government interruption.)

My, BREXNAN interjected.

Mr. VOWLES: It is not a just claim, and
I am sorry to hear the hon. gentleman who
1s supporting it say that it is.

Mr. Brenwav: I did not say it is not just.

The SECrETARY FOR PuUBLic Lanps: If we
did not do it——

Mr. VOWLES: If they did not do it I
would say they were not treating their
tenants in a just way; but I say that you
are treating them in a just way, and I
comwend you for it,

Mr. Carrer: The Government always does
that.

Me. VOWLES: It does occasionally.

Mr. Carter: Then, why are you saying so
much about it?

Ay, VOWLES: Well, I said I got up to
reply to the Minister; I quite agree with all
he said, except one thing. 1 can assure him
that. as far as perpetual lease is concerned,

(it 15 force of circumstances.

Mr. Coriins: Are you opposing the Bill?

Mr. VOWLES: No, I am supporting it,
and a1 giving my reasons.

Mr. Corrixg: It containg the principle of
perpetual lease.

Mr. VOWLIES: I know it does, and the
selectors have agreed to accept it; therefore
I am quite in agreement with it. Still, I
believe in their having the option if they
wank 1t

Mr. Camrter: Why do
plums and say nothing?

e, VOWLES: When I get good plums
1 like to tall about them, and I have good
plums on this occasion. I trust the Bill will
get the support of this Chamber and a speedy
pastage through the other, because I know
the Government are building on this
becomning law; they are framing their rental
now in antiecipation of this legislation, and
the selectors also want to know if it is
becoming law. I hope it will become law
within a week.

Mr. BRENNAN (Toowoomba): I was very
pleazed to hear the hon. member for Dalby
congratulate the Minister on introducing this
Bill. 1t is only evidence that perpetual lease
15, or should be, the most popular form of
tenure for our land settlement. Had the
Jimbour settlers taken up the land originally
on perpetual lease, they would have been
relieved of a great deal of inconvenience and
stress.  They tell me that in 1913, when they
approached the then Minister for Lands. the
Hon. James Tolmie, they got an unsym-
pathetic hearing. The member for Dalby was
then a supporter of the Government, but
hzd no influence with his own Government

not you eat the
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to get relief for them. That is proved
by the fact that there is no alteration in
the tenure, and the hardships have been
inflicted upon those Crown tenants until this
Government saw fit to alter the tenure. We
find that clause 3, section (d) of the Act
says—

“The annual rental for the first period
of the lease shall be a sum equal to one
pound per centum of the notified pur-
chasing price of the land (exclusive of
improvements, if any) when- selected as
an agricultural farm.”

My, Moraan: That amounts to Is. 4d. an
acre,

Mr. BRENNAN : Had that condition been
imposed on those settlers in 1813, they would
have had great relief for the past six years.
but, unfortunately, the then Government did
nothing. This Government has made it pos-
sible for those men to pull through and
remain on the land. Those scttlers assured
me that they are grateful for what this
Government has done, and you can sce that
this Government is now out to assist the man
on the land and to encourage production—
the primary industry of farming.. I think
that hon. members opposite should at least
co-operate with this Government to bring
about this Bill without any further dcbate.
I feel sure that the Government will be
congratulated by the whole of the people
of Queensland, particularly those in the
Dalby district. The hon. member for Dalby
made reference to Cecil Plains as compared
with Jimbour. T think any expert will know
that Cecil . Plains is a far better property
and proposition for closer settlement than
Jimbour.

Mr, Vowres: It is exactly the opposite.

Mr. BRENNAN: The hon. member must
know that Cecil Plains is looked upon as a
far better and more convenient place for
closer settlement than Jimbour.

The SecrETArRY FOrR PusLic Laxps: And it
has permanent water on it.

Mr. BRENNAN: And it has permancng
water on i, and water of a very soft nature
can be obtained very near the surface, which
is not the case at Jimbour. It is far easier
to irrigate the Cecil Plains Estate than the
Jimbour Estate. I think this Bill will be the
means of educating all the farmers on these
repurchased estates to the belief that perx-
petual lease is the best, because this land
was taken up by the earlier owners at some-
thing like £1 an acre. They made a profit
on 1it—they paid no land tax, and they
pawned it off on to the Government at
something like £4 or £5 an acre, and the
farmer who comes along now has to bear
the burden, while the earlier selector can
go and live in England, or Sydney, and retire
jor life; and the poor man, who 1s supposed
to be represented bv the Opposition, has to
bear the burden. Vet they stand for the
leasehold ‘system at 2s. 6d. an acre, and
selectors take it up at £7 and £8 an acre.
This Government stands for perpetual lease,
which allows the small holder to make
income from his capital and thereby secure
to himself the means, should his investment
be a bad one, of surrendering or forfeiting
his selection and going to some other place.
It stands for the best and most progressive
system of land settlement, and the Opposition
know it and will not admit it.
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Mr., MORGAN: The Minister, in intro-
ducing this Bill, said it was for the purpose
of rectifying blunders made in the past. I
admit, to a very great extent, that a blunder
was made in opening Jimbour, in the first
instance, as an agricultural settlement, but I
also think the Government should not, after
paying for its experience, blunder in the
same direction; because that is what this
Government is doing, so far as Mount Hutton
and Cecil Plains are concerned. It 1s only a
matter of a few years until—no matter what
Government is in power—they will have to
bring down Bills to incrcase the arcas on
both "those holdings. It is very interesting
to note what occurred in 1917, when the
present Government introduced a Bill known
as  the Agricultural Settlers’ Relief Act
Amendment Bill. They did not at that time
bring in a Bill of this sort. They did not
propose to give the Jimbour settlers any
permanecnt relief.

The SecreTaRY ¥For Puslic LaxDs: They
carried out the directions of the Lond Court.

14.30 p.m.]

My, MORGAN: Why did they tinker with
it in 19177 At that time I made these
remarks—

““ The trouble is that the Jimbour land

was cut up for agricultural purposes
when Nature never intended it for such
purposes. Nature never intended the
Jimbour land for anything else but
grazing land. The hon. member for

Eacham said that relief Bills were neces-
sary owing to the fact that a high price
was paid for the land. 1 admit that too
high a price was paid for the land, but
that has nothing to do with the fact that
the Jimbour settlers have been unable to
make a living on their selections., The
trouble is that they have been trying to
make a living from the cultivation of
land which was never intended by Nature
to be used for agricultural purposes.
They have tried to do that year after
vear, and the effort has been almost a
complete failure. Had the Government
of the day when they decided to resume
the Jimbour Estate cut it up into 5,000-
acre grazing farms instead of 640-acre
agricultural farms, or less, we should have
had a number of prosperous graziers on
that estate.”’

That is what I said when I endeavoured to
get the Government to increase the areas as
they propose in this Bill.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC LANDS: Why
did the Government not do it in 1913 when
you supported them?

Mr. MORGAN: In 1913 I had the same
view as I have at this moment. I had an
opportunity of becoming a settler on the
estate muwself, but I would not consider it
under the conditions at any price. Further
on I said—

“ There 1s only one remedy, and that is
to resume the whole of the area again
and cut it up into grazing areas of 5,000
areas and upwards. A number of the
Jimbour settlers have not up to the
present moment contributed anything of
the capital value of their land, and when
they have not contributed anything of
the purchasing value of the land and they
are still unsuccessful . . .”

Then again, I said—

““I am not going to oppose this Bill.
though, as I have pointed out, it will

Mr. Morgan.]
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only afford temporary velief. If the
present Government remain in power for
the twelve months they will have to
bring forward some other relief, because
the settlers will then be in the same posi-
tion as they are in to-day. They need to
be placed in a different position, and
unti! that is done, no matter what
(tovernment are in power, there will be
continual agitation on the part of the
settlors to get better conditions.”

1 told the Government in 1917 that the Bill
they were introducing was only temporary,
and that it was of no permanent use. The
Commission which the Government appointed
have praectically borne out all T said.

The SECRETARY FOR PuysLic Laxps: Will
vou not admit that whatever Bill they
brought in in 1917 the tenure could not be
reviewed ?

Mr. MORGAN : They should have brought
in a measure to increase the area. The
Minister has admitted that it is only a
grazing proposition, and even with 2,580
acres 1t is only going to mean an existence
for the settlers. [ defy the Minister, or any
other person in this Chamber, to show that
anvthing more than an existence can be
obtained in an area of 2580 acres as a
grazing proposition. In good scasons the
pecple on the Jimbour Hstate will make
wmoney ; but, unfortunately, Queensland suffers
from continual droughts, and it is necessary
for the man on the land to make a lot of
money during good seasons so that he will
have a nest egg to carry him over the bad
periods that continually confront us. The
vent for the second period is £2 per cent.,
which the hon. member for Dalby has stated
is equal to Is. 4d. per acre. I think the
Minister will admit that there is no grazing
farm or pastoral holding in Queensland at
the present moment that is paying anything
like 1s. 4d. wer acre.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC LaNDS: I admit

that the people on Jimbour know their own
business best.
Mr. MORGAN : As the hon. member for
Dalby stated. it is purely and simply a case
of accepting half a loaf as being better than
no bread. This proposition is better than
what they have, just as the Bill introduced
in 1917 gave them temporary relief. This
measure 1s going to give them, I admit, ever
sc much better opportunity of making a
living than any previous measure of this or
any other Government. The point I wish to
make in regard to other repurchased estates,
Mount Hutton and Cecil Plains in particular,
ie that the Government are erring in the
same direction. On Mount Hutton from
5,000 to 20,000 acres is necessary to make a
living. The Minister can bear me out in
that if he has travelled over it, and I have
no doubt that he has, because he has
travelled a good deal in that locality. Tt is
a fatal blunder to open the land on Mount
Hutton in such small areas, and—although,
perhaps, to a less extent—it is also a fatal
blunder on Cecil Plains. I am going to
support the Bill, and I hope that under it
the Jimbour settlers will have a run of
good seasons and be able to pay their way,
and eventually become prosperous settlers.

Mr. COLLINS (Bowen): I want to have a
few words on this Bill, because it seems to
be almost an annual affair. We have had a
good many Bills dealing with the Jimbour
sottlers. I am not saying that they should

[My. Morgan.
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not be introduced if they will give relief to
the settlers, but I would like to point out
that there are other repurchased estates
besides Jimbour, and I was very pleased to
hear the Minister say that in the event of
59 per cent. of the selectors on those estates
malking application, he will have a commis-
sion appointed to inguire into the conditions
there,

The SECRETARY For PUBLIC LanDs: So long
as they agree to perpetual lease.

Mr. COLLINS: Yes, so long as thev agree

1o the policy of the Government: that is, the

system  of perpetual lease. There 13 ne
doubt that some of the farmers on the Inker-
man KEstate paid too much for their land,
and I want it to be known to them that if
they fulfil the conditions laid down by the
Minister they also can get a commission, as
can the settlers on other repurchased estates
in different parts of Queensland, I remember
that when this Bill was before the House in
1917, I said that more than likely we would
have to alter it later on, that our laws were
not like the laws of the Medes and Persians—
we could alter them when we saw their
imperfections. It has been found mecessary
to introduce a Bill in 1919 to amend that
Bill of 1917, and if this Bill does not give
velief, that is, if the men on the land cannot
got a living from the land, it is the duty of
this Government, or any other Government,
to pass measures which will enable them to
get a living on the land. I said that in 1917,
and I repeat it in 1919, because I know that
this CGovernment, and I hope any other
(tovernment, have a desire to see people living
on the land rather than coming into the
city. We have too many in the city at the
present time, and it is the duty of the
(Government to get as many as possible
settled in the country, to build up the great
nation we all desire.

My, GRAYSON (Cunningham): 1 shall
certainly support the Bill, the second reading
of which has been moved this afternoon.
I consider that it will be of very great assist-
ance to the Jimbour sclectors. At the same
time I would just like to point out that this
perpetual lease system is not the popular
system that the Minister has indicated.
Perpetual lease is forced down the throats
of the selectors. They have to accept 1t or
they get no relief. The Jimbour settlers
have signified their intention of accepting
perpetual lease and in the terms which the
Minister has indicated.

I remember that years ago under the Land
Act there was only one year’s grace in which
the selector might pay his rent after he
had paid a deposit of 10 per cent. and
survey fees. In 1905 the Land Bill was
introduced by the late Hon. J. T. Bell, and
T had drafted a new clause which increased
the tenure from ten to twenty-five years, and
allowed the selector four years’ grace. That
was of very great assistance indeed to the
selectors. At the same time, my opinion 1s
that the selector on the repurchased estates,
instead of getting twenty years or twenty-
five years or forty years, should have been
allowed eighty years for the payment of his
vental, that is, provided he paid a fair
rental on the land. I say that every encour-
agement that can be given to those selectors,
particularly on Jimbour, §hou1d be granted.
Drought and other conditions have deprived
them of the opportunity of making a living.
and it was simply impossible for the selectors
on repurchased estates to meet their pay-
ments. I must say that whenever I have
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approached the Minister I have had no
difficulty in gefting an extension of time for
settlers who were unable to meet their pay-
ments. I think it is onlv right that he
should grant it, but T have during my time
in Parliament met Ministers who were not
so willing to grant extensions.

I have heard it stated that it was a Liberal
Government who were the cause of the repur-
chase of the Jimbour Hstate. I would like
to point ocut that I was in the House in that
vear, and out of seventy-two members thirty-
five who were supporting the Government
were members of the Labour party. I think
the hon. member for Balonne was, amongst
others, one who supported the then Govern-
ment. 1 must cdndidly admit that it was
a grect blunder—a huge blunder. The land
was mever worth half what was given.
Tnstead of £3 10s., it was not worth a
farthing more than 21 per acre, because It

RE only grazing land.

1 notice that the Minister stated that if
zhe settlers on any other repurchased
estates wished to come under the operations
of the perpetnal lease system he would grant
a Clommission to make inquiries. 1 think
that 50 per cent. of the Maryvale settlers
will make cation to the \Imlstel with
a view to having a Commisison to inquire
into their condislons.

At tho same time any concession that can
be made in the direction of liberalising the
terms nnder which those selectors have pur-
chased will Le a very great relief. I do not
think there =il be any trouble in passing
this Bill thmugh and probably it will have
the effect of rendering some assistance to
other States if 50 per cent. of the selectors
apply to the Minister for a Commission to
inguire into their position.

Hox. W. H. BARNES (Bulimba): Before
the motion is put, I would like to draw the
attention of tht, Minister to a matter which
-+ have drawn attention to. The
hon. ge: ulgnx(m made reference to the fact.
in his opening remarks, that .a blunder had
been committed when the purchase of this
estate Waq brought about. The Minister was
not candid enough to say thit rho catare was
practically puruhasod at the instigation of
the Labour party who were sitting behind the
(xownmnbnt at that particular time. If it
had notv been for the support of the Labour
part> the Government of the day would not
have been in a position to repurchase that
estate.  Mr. Bell was Minister for Lands at
‘that time.

Mr. Brexxax: Was he Liabour?

Hox. W. H. BARNES: He was in the
Coalition Government of which the Labour
‘party were the supporters. The hon. member
for Toowoomba may not like it, but it is a
fact nevertheless. 'We have heard again and
again in this House that, in connection with
the Sewforth Estate, a blunder was made.
T admit there was a blunder made there, but
it was not one which went in the direction
of practically ruining a number of people
who canme to the estate. Possibly there was
no purchase in connection with the life of
‘Queensiznd that meant so much to so many
people who came here and invested their
money as did the purchase of Jimbour.
‘Who were behind these investments? Tt
is refreshing, somefimes, to turn up the
columns of ‘“ Hansard”’ and find who were
‘behind the Government at that particular
4ime and whe were moving them., Whst
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do we find? At that particular time,
I want to emphasise again, when the Labour
party were behind the Government, the then
Minister for Lands was oub to squeeze every
ounnce from the unfortunate selector. I have
said in this House before and I repeat it
this afternoon, that onc of the difficulties
which the State has to face is to get people
on the land. I am absolutely with the
Minister in anything that will tend to ease
the burden. Butf let us notlco what tho policy
was, 1 am quoting from ‘¢ Hansard,” volume
c.. year 1907, What did the Minister say
who was in charge of the Bill, or rather
who was dealing with a motion which was
introduced by the Hon. Mr. Philp at that
time ? He said—

“The Act says that when the land is
heing oprknod we must open it at 10 per
cent. above the price per acre we pay
for it. There were expenses connected
with the acquisition of the property, and
there is 10 per cent. to go on to it under
a statutory direction, and the result is
that I have to open that property to
selection in order to prevent a loss fali-
ing upon the taxpayers of Queensland,
‘r}nough whose money it was acquired. I
have fo take care that we get over k4
per acre on the average in order to
prevent such a loss occurring. That is
my first duty m connection with a repur-
chased estate’

Then he goes on,
remarks, to say—
“1 am prepared to authorise the
formation of groups upon it, and my
object is—1 said I tell you flanklv—ﬂo
get as high a price as T possibly can.’
1 adopt, b told them, a different policy
in regard to a repurchased estate of thm
character to that which T take in regard
to the ordinary Crown lands, and I said.
‘You can tell your clients that the man
who comes to me and offers me the
highest price per acre is the man. who
will receive the greatest consideration
from me.’ I went specially to the
Southern agents, because they are men
who have as their clients people who are
accustomed to paying high prices for
land. I am going to try and get £6 65,
for Cumkillenbar. That is a low price
in a country like New Zealand, or in
parts of Victoria, for land for an estate
of this kind. ch} in Queensland it is
a high price’

If any difficulty or hardshin has been
brought about—I say a very great deal of
hardship has been brought about—it is
certainly up to the Labour Government to
try and relieve it. I want to make the point
perfectly clear that the Labour party sitting
behind the then Government, with some of
their members in the Government, wers
entirely responsible for the happening, and
they themselves brought about something
which has meant ruination. I regret to say,
fbo many a man who settled upon Cumkillen-
ar.

Mr. BRENNAN:
Cecil Plains.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: The hon. member
for Toowooomba does not like it. For the
moment, we are dealing with Jimbowr. We
know there is a great deal of fireworks in
what frequently comes from the other side
from hon. members who speak on certain
subjects. I am quite content in drawing the
attention of the public to the fact that whilss

Hon. W. H. Barnes.)

further down in his

What about Gowrie and
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the Opposition do not believe in leasehold
they do say it is up to the Government to
“relieve these unfortunate sclectors. We wang
further to have reported in ‘ Hansard” this
fact, that any trouble that has been brought
about has been entirely due to the so-called
iriends of the people who were behind the
Government of the day and were represented
in the Government of the day, in the very
high prices which were obtained for the
land in the first instance. They were respon-
sible for the high prices that were paid for
that land. )
The Secrrrary ror Pusric Laxps: Non-

sense!  Did not the Land Appeal Court
decide it?
Hon. W. H. BARNES: Here is the

excuse—"* Did not the Land Appeal Court
decide it?” That is the way they always
try to get out of things, by putting it on
the other fellow. Is it not a fair thing for
any Minister to take the responsibility?
The SecreTsRY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : How can
vou take the responsibility of a court of law?

Hox. W. H. BARNES: I am not asking
the hon. gentleman to take the responsibility
of something which happened when he was
not a Minister, but I am pointing out that
the trouble was brought about through a
party sitting behind the Government, who
allowed this kind of thing to be done, and
who arce face to face with trying to relieve
the unfortunate selectors.

Question—That the Bill be now read a
second time—put and passed.

COMMITTEE.
(Mr. Bertram, Marce, in the chair.)

Clauses 1 to 5 were put and passed without
discussion or amendment,

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN
reported the Bill without amendment.

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

PROFITEERING PREVENTION BILL.
SECOND READING—RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

Mr. MORGAN: I think this Bill has been
brought forward by the Government with a
deliberate intention of hoodwinking the
electors of Queensland. As already has been
proved by numerous speakers on this side of
the House, and has not in any way been
contradicted or refuted by members of the
Government, an Act of Parliament is in
existence which would have given the
Government every opportunity to deal with
profiteers as they desired. Had the Govern-
ment of the day decided to operate in accord-
ance with the present Act of Parliament,
they could have been accused by the electors
of Queensland of having allowed five years
to go by without doing anything, although
they really had the power.

Mr. W. Coorer: The Federal Government
were responsible for that.

Mr. MORGAN: As I have already stated,
they are deceiving the electors of this State,
and leading them to believe they had no
power in respect of the fixing of prices and
the prevention of profiteering. This Bill has
heen brought forward for that particular
purpose. The Secretary for Agriculture, in
dealing with this particular matter, treated
the House for a long period to telegrams

(Hon. W. H. Barnes.
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and other matters appertaining to countries
in all other parts of the world with the excep-
tion of Queensland. The same may be said
of the Minister in charge of the 8ill. We
have asked for concrete cases of profiteering,
but those who have dealt with the Biil from
o Government standpoint have been unable
in any shape or form to bring conclusive
evidence that profitecring is rampant in
Queensland. I might say why are boots so
dear as they are at the present moment; why
is clothing, more cspecially ladies’ apparel, so
dear? If I were asked to give evidence to
prove profiteering in the boot trade or in
connection with soft goods, I would not be
able to do so. The fact has been lightly
passed over by a number of speakers of the
effect of high wages and reduced hours upon
these particular matters. In my opinion 1t
is all important. By the time a hide has
been removed from a bullock and is made
into a pair of boots and sold in ons of the
retail shops in Queensland, that particular
material has passed through at least six
different independent trades. The cost of
wages in cvery one of those industries has
been increased, and there has been a redue-
tion of the working hours. So that the hide
has not carried only the increase so far as the
bootmaker is concerncd, but has carried the
increase which has been given in connection
with those six separate and independent
industries through which it passed betore the
boots rcached the consumer. The same thing
applies to almost everything so far as wear-
ing apparel Is concerned. Likewise. in a
lesser degree, so far as our food-
stuffs are concerned, it is the
same, In respect to this par-
ficular matter, I intend to deal with the Bill
more from the point of view as to now it
affects the producer. We have in Queensland,
and likewise in other States in Australia,
producers who have by co-operation and
amalgamation come together and formed
associations for the purpose of endeavouring
to obtain a fair living wage from the produce
grown upon the farm. We have co-operative
companies in respect to butter, cheese, bacon,
and other matters. The producers have
come together just in the same way as the
unionists come together, and they combined
for the purpose of bettering their conditions
from their own point of view,
Mr. W. Coorer: Justly so.

Mr. MORGAN: The hon. member says
“ Justly s0.”” We know that the unionists:
combined together for bettering their con-
ditions. If it is a proper thing for the
persons who sell their labour to combine
together for the purpose of getting a living
wage and a reduction in the working hours,
then, naturally, it iz just as important for
the producers to combine in order to get a
fair living wage out of what they produce.

Mr. W. Coorer: Quite right. But deal
with the merchant and importer.

Mr. MORGAN: The hon. member says
“Quite right’’; but, unfortunately, this Bill
will prevent the producers from getting a
living wage out of their produce.

My. W. Coorer: No, there is nothing to
fear from this Bill.

Mr. MORGAN: My friend has not read
the Bill. For instance, at the present time
the cheese manufacturers fix the price at
which cheese is to be sold to the retailers
at so much per ib. If this Bill is carried
into operation and the cheese manufacturers
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mect together and deecide that cheese is to be
sold to the retailers at 9d. per lb., they arve
operating against the Bill and they are liable
to prosecution.

Mr. W. CoopeRr:

Mr. MORGANXN: I would draw the atten-
tion of hon. members to what appeltalns at
Mildura at the present time. There is an
example laid down there for the benefit of
the whole of Australia to show what can be
done by amalgamation and co-operation so
far as producers are concerned. That portion
of Victoria at one time was looked upon as
a wilderness and a waste, but at the present
time one of the most prosperous settlements
in any part of Australia exists there. You
don’t find there the producers living in homes
like hovels, which you find existing in
Queensland, and you don’t find them right
up dgﬂnst starvation, as a number of settlers
are facing at the present moment in Queens-
land. The homes of the producers in Mil-
dura are equal to any that exist in Australia,
and the conditions of the people there are
what they have a right to be. The producers
at Mildura are prosperous, and are able to
educate their children just the same as the
city business man, and they are able to give
their wives and families all the nccessaries
of life. Why is that? Simply because the
preducers there amalgamated and controlled
the output of Mildura. In no part of Aus-
tralia can the people who deal in Mildura
dried fruits obtain those fruits on any better
condition than those who live in Mildura
itself. The price iz alwaxs the same, so far
as the consumer is concerned. The reason
for that iz that the Mildura people sell to
the storckeepers direct. and the storckecpers
are compelled to sell at the price fixed by
the amalgamation.

Mr. WINSTANLEY :
from them alone.

My, MORGAN: The storekeepers caunot
sell for more or less thau the rate fixed. They
are allowed a certain profit on every pound
of dried fruits they sell. If a storekeeper
is d“*cov; red to be selling dried fruits at
greats ice than he contracted for, or if
e is vered fo be selling those fruits
at a ser price than he contracted for. he
is not supplied with any more fruit. The
result of that is that the growers get a fair
and reasonable rate for their prodLch, and
‘rhe people of Au;tralia all get the dried
fruits at the one price. There is no suffering
in connection with that particular industry.
This Bill, however, will not allow the pro-
ducers to amalgamate and sell their produce
like that. If the manufacturers of butter,
cheese, or bacon in Queensland fix the price
for sale to the retailer, this Bill will operate
and prevent it.

Mr. W. CooreEr: You are absolutely
srong so far as the primary producers arve
concerned.

Mre. MORGAN: In connection with the
hich prices obtaining for food, and many
other commodities to-day, we know that the
prices are greater todav than they were
before the war, but there are many rcasons
for it. Tt wiil be admitted in connecetion with
foodstufls, and likewise in connection with
hides, that there was a large accumulation
all over the world before the war. It was
the policy of different countries throughout
the world to have a standby of that kind,
but the war occurred, and what was the
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result 7 Flundreds of thousands of people
were withdrawn from the fields of produc-
tion. Production went down considerably
owing to the fart that during the war vouug
men were withdrawn from the field of pro-
duction, and naturally production suffered.
That is one of the rcasons why there is such-
competition to-day for foodstuifs, wool, hides,
and all that sort of thing. It is because the
demand 1z greater than the production. I
think it can be homnestly admitted by those
who do not desire to make political capital
ocut of a measure of this description that the
high prices ruling in the world tc-day have
been caused owing to the shortage of pro-
duction brought about mainly by the war.
This Bill provides that commercial trusts are
illegal, and under the heading of commercial
trusts we have cheese manufacturing indus-
1zs, and butter and bacon factories, graziers’
atlolb primary producers’ associatlons,
and farmers’ unjons; in fact everything, so
far as amalgamation in respect to the pro-
ducers of this State will come under that
heading. But if the unionists hold a meet-
ing af “the Trades Hall they do mnot in any
way come under the provisions of this Bill,
although they demand a high price for their
labour without secing that the producer gets
a fair price for what he produces. It 15 a
great  pity that Quecnsland 1s not self-
supporting.  Unfortunately, Queensland can-
not support herself owing to climatic con-
ditions., There are many items that it is.
impossible to produce here, But with regard

to flour, butter, meat, and sugar—four staple
articles of food—it cannot be said by any

meinber opposite that there is any profitecr-
ing going on in connection with any one of
those four products. The only profitcering
going on in conncction with any of those is
done by the State itself. I would like to
deal with the question of meat supplied by
the State and by private shops in this State.
I have gone to considerable trouble to find
out exactly how matters arve situated in
Queensland at the prezent time. 1 have in
wy hand civeulars 1ssued by the Quecnsland
State  butchery at Brisbane and by the
Queensland  State  butchery at Roma. I
want to ~how the people of this State exvactly

what i+ happening, and 1 will quote the
prices of meat at the State butchery in Bris-

bane, the State butchery in Roma, and the
private shops, and I will prove to the people
of the country that thev are being treated
partially by ‘the Government in rhis par-
ticular matter. The Government give dif-
ferential treatment, and they treaf one section
of the ¢mmunity worse than those in and
around the large centres of pepulation, In
the Brisbane State butchers’ shops a roast
sirloin of beef costs 65d. per lb. ; at the Roma
State butcher’s shop 84d.. or 2d. per 1b. more
than Brisbane. The private shops in Bri

bane sell it at 81. per Ib., or &d. per lb. less
than the Roma State butchery.

Hon. J. G. AppEL: Scandalous!

Mr. W. Cooper: What would it b+ if the

State shops were not there?

Mr. MORGAN: The prices I am quoting
for Roma arve for a period when the Govern-
ment had a monopoly in that town, because
no other butchers’ shops existed there at all
then, That is what I want the House to
thoroughly understand. These are the prices
at the block. For prime rib roast the price
at the Brisbane State shop was 4id., at
Roma 64d., and in private shops in Brisbane

Mr. Morgan.]
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53d. For chuck rib rcast the price in Bris-
banre was 34d., Roma 5d.. and in private
shops 45d.

Mr. W. CooPER: Ave there no private

shops in Roma?
Mr. MORGAN: At the time I speak of

there were none, but a short time ago a
private person starfed a butcher's shop in
Rowma, and now compotes against the State.
The very moment that he commenced to
“onipete against the State the Stute butchery
slightly reduced their price.  While they had
3 monopoly they charged dearer for their
meat at Roma than they did in Brisbane.

Mr. Moore: That was the time for them
o ring it in to them.

Mr. MORGAN: I have got the feures
tabulated here, and 1 will roud tll(-lnflzfllill’?i>
show the prices at the Brisbane State
butchel_‘y, the Roma State butchery, and in
the private shops in Brisbane—

Brishane R0 rivat-
State Shors. State Shops. l;llmpt.
d. s. d.

Roast sirloin 64 0 (é—; 58
Prime rib roast 47 0 65 0 5
Chuck rib roast 3 0 5 0 4E
Fillet steak 8 10 10
Rump steak 7% 010 0 10
Beef steak 5% 0 7 0 6
Topside ... b 0 7 0 6
Corned round 54 0 73 07
Corned brisket ... 3% 0 6 0 43
Gravy meat 5% 0 73 0 52
Sausages 5 0 7 G 6
Mince 4 0 6 0 5

Txhey arc charging in Roma for gravy beef
2d. per Ib. more than the private shop
charges in Brisbane. Now, the meat that goes
to Roma 1s sent from the Charleville Meat.
works, which is under Government control,
ami the net profit made by those works tas
£108 10s. 4d. But in order to show the
true proht,_] might mention that thav supnlv
the men with meals, for which thev Ché%gé
them 15s. per week. In connection with the
supplying of the men employed in the
Charleville Meatworks, there was a loss of
£153; s0 that you will sce those meatworks
have actually made a loss up to the 30th
June. T also want to show how the Govern-
ment differentiate in conncetion with trans.
actions of cattle. For instance, the State
station sent to the Enoggera vards 1.904
cattle which were sold at an average of £14
per head. They treated at the meatworks.
for the Imperial Government 7,756, and for
the carcasses alone—not counting the hides
and tallow—they averaged £12 17s. 4d.
They sold 1,020 head of cattle as stores
in Charleville to New South Wales buvers at
£12 and £10 6s. per head. The Dillalah
State Station was asked to supply the meat-
works at Charleville with fat cattle. At that
time they had something like 2,000 head of
fat cattle, which they could have sold at £14
per head, but they were told to hold off for
the purpose of supplying fats to the meat-
works at Charleville, Up to the 30th June,
1918, they supplied 704 cattle. and the State
Meatworks at Charleville ouly allowed the
State stations £9 10s. per head, while at
the same time the Government had sold store
cattle to go to New South Wales at £12 a
head, and had also sent to Brisbane cattle
for which they got £14 net per head.

Mr. W. Coorer: That was done to give
the people cheap meat.

[Mr. Morgan.
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Mr. MORGAN: My friend here said it
was done to give the people cheap meat;
vet that meat has gone to Roma and has
been sold at from a 1d. to 3d. per lb. dearer
than the meat supplied by private butchers’
shops; so thai, notwithstanding the fact that
the Charleville Meatworks obtained cattle
at £9 10s. per head, which were honestly
worth £14, and could have been sold at
£14, they were not able to sell meat to the
people at Charleville and Roma at a lesser
price than the private butcher in Brisbane,
although the private butchers were compelled
to pay practically £16 per head to the
Government.

Mr. Carrer: They might have been much
heavier cattle.

Mr. MORGAXN : I know they were not.

Mr. Brexyax: How do you know?

Mr. MORGAX : 1 have good information.
I want to tell the hon. member that while
there were 2,000 fat cattle in Dillalah on a
certain date which could have been sold to
anvone else for £14 a head, they were not
sold. The Charleville Meatworks only
required something like thirty-five head per
week. They were sent in drafts, each week
or month as the case might be. The drought
continued in that locality, and, owing to the
fact that they were only going off in dribs
and drabs, they gradually became poorer,
and some of them to-day are not fit for
slaughteving; they have become stores.

Mr. W. That

stations,

Mr. MORGAN: And yet we are fold that
the station-owners hold back cattle. We
were told by Mr. Ryan that the station-
owners formed rings; but here is an illustra-
tion where Dillalah had 2,000 head of fat
cattle which could have been sold at Knog-
gera for £14 net. and they were not f\llo\ygd
to do so. “Yhey held them back for the
Charleville Meatworks.

1 also want to deal with the fish industry,
and I do mnot think any member of the
Covernment can show more grounds for
accusing firms or individuals of profiteering
than the figures I am going to quote here.
Theyv are as follows:—The Government buys
from the fishermen and retail as follows:—
Squire—Buy, 5kd. per 1b.; retail, 10d., equal
to 90 per cent. profit. Bream-—Buy, 3d. per
th.; retail, 6d., equal to 100 per cent. profit.
Garfish—Buy, 25d. per 1b.; retail, 8d., cqllxa‘.
to 300 per cent. profit. Flathead—Buy, 4d.
to 6d. per lb.; retail, 9d., equal to 50 to
100 per cent. profit. Notwithstanding the
fact that the Government made from 50 per
cent. to 300 per cent. profit—the difference
between the price they give to the fishermen
and that at which they sell to the consumer
—the fish industry in Queensland at the
present time has shown an accumulated loss

of £2,752 12s. 10d.
Mr. W. Coorer: It is only in a develop-
mental stage yet.

The SPEAKER: I remind the hon. mem-
ber that while the profits and losses with
regard to the State fish business may be very
interesting, I ask him to confine himself, not
to what has been done, but to the principles
contained in the Bill. The hon. member is
not referring to the Bill at all.

{'OOPER : applies to  all



Profitésring

Mr. MORGAN

I think you admitted last

night, Mr. Speaker. in connection with a
tein ruling that we are allowed a very
wide scope. and apparently the Minister in .

charge of the Bill
Tlie SPEAKTER: The hon, member knows
that on the second reading he can only dis-

«cuss the general l_”)xlll(‘lplts contained in the
Bill.

Mr. MORGAN: I want to show that not-
withstanding the fact that it is apparent that
there is a considerable amount of profit made
in taking the fish from the fishermen and
placing it in the hands of the consumer,
ploﬁtemmtr cannot be shown, simply because
the Government even then has made a loss.
The point I want to make is that owing to
high cost of distribution and to the fact that
it is costing a great deal more to-day than
it did yvears ago to get the article of con-
sumption from the producer to the consumer,
we are at the present moment called upon
to pay these high and increased costs. and
simply because there ave certain industries in
Queenstand  to-day where the prices are
greater than prior to the war, those are the

ouly arguments that have been used by hon.
members opposits that profiteering exists.
r. PayNeE: Do you think there iz any
plomeermg ?
Mr. MORGAN: Tf T were honestly asked

to prove that plOﬁtGelln’T existed in connec-
tion with any particulay matrer, I am not in
ition to do so.  In my opinion—and I
think it is the opinion of the average man
who speaks on this matter—profiteering is
cecurring; but I say, let us go right flom
the commetcement and follow the article till
it reaches the consumer in order to find out
i profiteering really Where would

there be a better portunity of having
wquu held by a Comimission than in the
State industry, thers we can

prove that fish i= obtained in one instance at
24d. and retailed at 8d. If that were done

br an ordinary private individual there
would Dbe a cry raised immediately by the
Government  that profiteering must exist

there, and if profitesring existed in that case
then it must exist so far as the Government
itself iz concerned; but we find that the
industry has made a loss, notwithstanding
the high percentage of profit made in con-
nection with the disposal of the fish, so I
think that an inquiry would not prove that
p1uﬁ+ommﬁ wgs occurring in that particular
industry.  An inguiry may prove that waste
was occurring in the working expenses, or
that this particular fish should be handled
at a much lesser cost, and that the general
management was at fault. Therefore, I think
that before we go into this matter so far
as a Bill is concerned, there should be more
inquiries made.
Myr. FoLEY: Arve vou against the Bill?

Mr. MORGAN: T have asked hon. mem-
bers opposite to give one concrete case of
profitecring, but they have failed. They
have read balance-sheets of shipping com-
panies; but this Bill cannot deal with the
shipping industry of Australia——

Mr. Corrins: I will give you a case; the
last man you emploved you made a profit
out of.

. MORGAN: The Bill cannot deal with
mcmv other matters appertaining to indus-
tries outside of Queensland. It can only
deal with industries in the State, and. that
being so, we can only touch the fringe of the
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matter. In other words, we cannot get right
down to the roots. I hayve ﬂgures here to
show that under the Act in operation at the
present moment the fixed prices of certain

articles of ddll\' use were lower
[5.30 p.m.] under the Denham Government

than under the present Govern-
ment. The ** Gazette” shows that under the
Denham Government the price of sugar was
at one particular period fixed at 23d. per lb.
retail.  The price of sugar on the 27th
January, 1919, was under this Government
fixed at 35d. per Ib

The SPEAKER : Will the hon. member be
good enough to explain what connection that
has with this Bill?

My, MORGAN: I want to show that the
Act under which those prices were fixed can
do precisely the same as the Bill we are dis-
cussing, but the Government had power under
the (ontml of Trade Act to fix prices, at
any time from 1914 to the present moment,
so that there is no necessity for legislation
at all. There were only fifty items that the
Federal Government touched.

Mr. BRENNAN: Was sugar one of them?

Mr. MORGAN: Yes, but, notwithstanding
that fact, in January, 1619, "since price- h\lnu
» the War Precautions Act has been
abolished. the Qucensland Government fixed
the retail price at 33d. per lb. In 1914, the
Denham Government fixed the price of flour
at £12 per ton, and later the Labour Govern-
ment increased it to £12 155, per ton. They
increased the price, no doubt. because it was
necessary. I am not going to say that the
inerecases wore not justifiable.
Mr. Brexzax: What is the price of Hour
to-day ¥

Mr. MORGAN : 1 suppose it is worth £14,
if not more. I think the Act I have referred
to could have been ufilised to a greater
extent, and if the Government ure anxious
to prevent what they term profiteering they
have the wmachinery without introducing
another Bill, 1 hope that the necessity for
this Bill will not be found apparent, and that
the Gevernment will come to the conclusion
that it is only duplicating legisltation. The
electors are heing deceived by the arguments
of the Government, and when the men in the
street saw by the reports of speeches of
members on this side of the House tl hat the
Government have had the power all along, a
great many of them were surprised. They
were led astray by the present Government,
who were blaming the Federal Government
and the War Precautions Act fer the high
cost of living in Queensland.

The SPEANER: Order! The hon. mem-

ber has e‘xhaus’rod his time allowed bim under
the Standing Orders.

Mr. G. P, BARNES (Warwick): The
Government have been a long while con-
sidering what to do in this connection, and on
that score, perhaps, they cannot be accused
of 1nt10du01nﬁ legislation of a hasty nature,
and yet it strikes me, on looking through the
Bill and discussing its principles, that very
likely a great deal of it is on the extremely
fishy and doubtful side. I. for one, am not
one bit in sympathy with the remorseless
profiteer, any more than any other man on
this side. The leader of this party has made
the attitude of members on this side perfectly

clear, and if additional evidence were
required_it would be only necessary to look
up the Bill which was mtroduced in 1914,

which has been referred to again and again,

Mr. G. P. Barnes.]
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and which received the confirmation of the
then leddor of the Opposition, Mr. Ryan. So
that there is really no room to charge the
Opposition, or the people they represent,
with any want of candom, with any want of
fhm*ougjhno« with any want of good inten-
tion in dealing with pmhteerlno I was
excecdingly ueappm'ﬁ(\d with a good deal
that has been said during this debate. In
the abstract wo have had a great deal told
us.  The Minister for Agriculture last night
went pretty well all over the world. He
journeyed to Irance, and travelled through
England. T cannot call to mind any country
that he did not touch with extracts dealing
with profiteering that it is said has been
going on. We know full well that profiteer-
ing in many directions has been rampant, but
what we want to know—seeing that this Bill
has to do with the conditions that obtain in
our own land—is what evidence exists that

actually justifies the introduction of this
measuve and the carrying out generally of
the principles embedied in the Bill. Every-

one is realising that we have arrived at the
point in our luo;lndeod, it has been with us
all through-—where infinite concern should
bhe given to the establishment of our indus-
tries and the gencral building up of our
positicn.  There is  boundless room for
development. We speak over and over again
about the wonderful attractiveness of our
land and the opportunities it offers. And
vet how is it that, as regards many things, we
are practically at,a standstill? Onlv recently
figures have been handed to us which indicate
that we are getting info arrvears in agricul-
ture ard c(k‘(thn(r ]monle on the land. Tt 1is,
therefore, o\:xumelv wise that we should be
ul Jest, in introducing legislation of a
:aohmv character, we mw}n interfere
with the nenem! conditions that should «o
with the developlnont of our life. We cannct
develop without enlisting the confidence of
the people.  We cannot develop unless we
secure to pecple a4 degree of success in all
that thoy undertake. T maintain that the
very hest  advertisement for anyv ami is
evidense that men are doing well on it--that
they have succeeded. If vou want to aftmct
peaple from abroad, if you want to get people
elsewhere to 1culn~o that Queensland is the
place for them, the best way in which that
wiil be impressed upen them iz hy showing
them the fact that Queensiand settlers sncceed.
We know the influx of people-at the time
when the Jimbour Estafe was purvchased. Tt
occurred hecause manv farmers in the State
had been doing immensely well. We had heen
favoured with very much better seasons than
for vome tirne previously. We had advertised
the State largely. and people from Viecteria
and clsewhere wore flocking to our land
hecause it was given forth as a truth and fact
that the peonle on the land had been doing
amazingly =ell. They came to us from all
guarters,  Since that 7)01i0(1 we have gone
throngl vears of drought, and there has been
a sothack, buf, novertheloss, the fact remains
that the oncouracrmnom for the puc]ﬂo to take
up Jimhcur and “ather land was simply due to
the fact that people had been doing well
What I am concey ned about is lest we shouid
do anwvthing in this Chamber—Ilest any legis-
lation should pass this Flouse—x hich would
have the cffeet not only of unsetting the
hopes that we ha\o regarding the future
settlement, but also of dererrmn pecple from
coming to cur land.

It is of nrinciples of the Bill that have
not bheen referred to during this debate that

[Mr. G. P. Barnes.
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T wish to say a word or two. First, I want
to speak regarding the apph(mon of the
measure. I am not sure that we have mono-
polies in our midst—monopolics that the
Government of the day will be audacious
enough to attack. The monepolies whick
exist, such as shipping and concerns of that
kind, are such that we have no great say,
I take it, in their control. But when we
come to the monopolies in our midst, the
first is the Government of the day. They
are the leading monopolists, and if anybody
wishes for ploof that monopolies are not
good he will find abundant evidence in the
monopoh&w which are worked by the Govern-
ment or under their direction, The fish
monopoly certainly takes first place. If all
the monopolies are of the same character—
and I am rather inclined to think there is
danger in that dirvection; though there may
be an exception—it seems that we will only
have a number of undertakings which are
oha~tl failures and a terrific expense to the
people of the country. The Hon. T. C.
Beirne went to a lot of trouble in connec-
tion with this fish business and supplied
figures which show how the monopoly is
worked at a frightful disadvantage to the
people.  And the worst of the whole business
1s that not only is it worked to their disadvan-
tage, but that a vast number of people are
still unable to obtain fish.

Mr. BrExxay: On what did he base his
knowledge?

Mr, G. P, BARXNES: On actual facts
which have not been controverted. Now
look at the feollowing figures regarding
prices: Squire fish 5% d retailed at 10d.,

eqgual to 90 per cent. m'uht bream 3d.,
retailed at 6d., equal to 100 per cent. profit;
garfish 2}d., retailed at 8d., equal to 300
per cent. ploﬁt: flathead 45d. to 6d.. retailed
at 9d., equal to from 50 per cent. to 10G
per cent. profit; sea mullet 2%d., retailed
at 55d., cqual to 100 per cent. profit, 1
say 1 no sphere of the mercantile life in
Queensland can  there be anything that
approaches that.  Judging by their own
experience, I can well imagine that they may
have an idea that what obtains in Lhe
zoverning of commodities by themselves is
the @onoml rule in the governing of commo-
ditics outside, 1 think thexy are utterly
astrav. On account of their handhng—
whether it be of beef, timber, or any other
commodity—we have abundant evidence that
the price of the commodity has gone up. My
argument is, that we have not to look
further thau our own roof in order to find
lIoose shingles. The Government nave am]ﬂc
evidence in that which is going on under
their control to prove that monopolies are
not good and ave not desirable. The other
monopelies that exist in our midst have te
do with the man on the land to a large
extent. Our butter, bacon, and cheese
factories have to do with the man on the
Jand. In an odd instance we have a
co-operative milling company. All those
things may be interfered with at any moment.
I am afraid it is on those verv industrics
the Government have their eve fixed. Have
we any justification for speaking in that
fashion? "We know that the present Govern-
ment came into power on the question of
cheap food. I remember placards were
placed all over the country.,  Vote for the
Denham Goxernment and dear beef, dear
butter. dear bread.” Those are the very
commodities to which I am referring, and
they are the only monopolies which anyone
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oan sav exist in our midst in connection with
foodstuffs and things of that kind. Those
are the things which this Government made
use of in order to get into power. I am
sure I am perfectly justified in concluding
thlu in the event of the Government carry-
ing this Bill, if they themselves have not
ful‘ v decided to carry out this purpose, there
are plenty behind them who claim that,
having returned the Government, they must
detine the activities of the Government, and
it will be for them to indicate that they must
give their attention to making bread cheaper
a cheaper loaf, cheaper butter,
([L,dp(l‘ beef. I maintain that, in_so

we > going to strike at the indus-

iex which are going io make—and have
heretofore muade—for our greatness. Why
should we lay ourselves out, in a measure of
this Lind, to throttle the very industries

thar arve going o make for our best life? It
is for us to give them every possible encour-

nge There are hon. members on the
Government side of the House, I am sure,
who realise the extreme seriousness of the

position we are in to-day. I would like the
Treasurer to give his thoughtful attention to

what reaction there will be. I notice that in
one of the clauses “ owner” includes, ngt
only the person owning the commodity in

question, but also every person having or

claiming any mortgage, encumbrance, right,
lien, charge. or other interest over any such
commodities.  Is the Treasurer a partv to

that kind of legislation being enacted? What
is going to ham)or‘ to our development?
Who is going ro lend money to anyone under
such conditions? Not only the sapplier to
the butter faotory, the cheese factory, the
bacon factory, or the flour mill, but our
very institutions—the Government themselves
even—who provide the money, are liable
under this definition, and may e considered
the owner. I can conceive of no greater
deterrent to enterprise than a clause of that
kind. Hon. members ought to be downright
ashamed of introducing a Bill having such
a far-reaching influence. 1 am sure the
“Treasurer cannot stand up against a clause
of that kind and many other “clauses in this
Bill. because they are going to deter people
from engaging in enterprises. and are going
to have an influence on capital. I call to
mind & speech delivered by the Premier
only a few months ago. Tt was on the occa-
sion of the welcome given to the Commis-
sioner for Raillways when he returned. If
the hon. gentleman would be true to what
he realised on that occasion. we would have
him enunciating a policy which would make
the country. DBut a policy such as is indi-
cated in some of the clauses of this Bill is
going to down the country. The hon.
ﬁeﬂtlem(m declared on that occasion—

‘In view of the fact that in such a
place as Queensland, where there was a
broad franchise, the workers would con-
the policy of the Government, it was
sortant that they should be Lupt on

straight and narrow path. He
woped. for humanity’s sake, that they
would take the sane and rational view,
and adopt the sane and rational course.
Either the pnopl(‘ by graduallv educat-
to 1)~wh91" ideals, would

ng themselves
accomplish the reforms ther had in mind,
or would resort to violence and revolu.
tionary methods, and the latter was the
course we had to fear. If this sort of
poliey were adepted. he went on to sav,
chaos could be brought about. and would
st back the clack of the woerld for
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cnturies. There was no doubt that th ere
was a very insidious policy, not only in
Queensland and Australia. but all over
the world, It was the belief of some
poopln that by pulling down capitalism
thev could do something for the workers,
This, he thought, was erroneous. No one
could say what would come out of chaos.
It was a question where Labour was
going. and which course it would adopL >

The Premier made those extremely wise

remarlks I suppose,

on that occasion. I like
other people, he has his lucid moments, and
this ‘\ as one of them. T say every man who
weighs things as they are, and desires to see
our land develop as it should, will agree
with the Premier in the statements which he
rade on that occasion. But how can anyone
agree with some of the principles that are
ombodmd in this Bul" I have already stated
1 am not at all in favour of profiterring.
Jut in whose hands will lie the decision by
and by? For instance. I will take the
comumodity in which my own company deals.
The great bulk of the wheat is purchased
dut'ingj the first three or four months of the
ason. If T read this Bill rightly, the men
\\ho make that purchase—whether it be a
];11\ ate or a co-operative company—will be
subject to the charge that thev are speculat-
ing. They - have, of neccessity, to lay in
stocks for their own pmtoctmn for the
carrying ou of their own business. It can be
wndérstood that that will react again upon
the mun on the land. He is the seller of the
wheat. He not only wants to secure payment
for what he has had under cultivation and
the harvest he has reaped finally, but he
wants to get it in a place of socurxtv and
realise upon it. According to this Bill, it
seems to me there is a danger that that man
will be deterred from so dolng It must be
remembered that nearly every man who deals
largely in the article. of wheat is dependent
for the time being “for advances, on his
banker. or some mstltutxon, in order to
achieve his purpose. Yet we are told that
the owner includes wnot only the person
owning the commodity in queqtlon but also
every person having, or claiming, any mort-
eage, encumbrance, right, lien or charge, or
other interest, over such a commod1tv I
say vou are golng to make it 0\t1emelv
difficult for men who deal largely in grain,
and in any commodity, to operate at all,
simply because they have a thing like this
hanging over them. The speech of the hon.
member for Cunningham was quoted here
last night, showing the actual dealing of this
Government in connection with a few
thousand bushels of wheat which had been
stored in & Warwick mill, in which provision
had heen made for the future. They came
down and put their hungry hands upon it
in order that ther might take in hand its
cistribution.
(Sitting suspended from G pom. to T p.m.)
My, G¢. P, BARNES (continuing): Just at
the tea adjournment I was remarking about
the dreadfal change in the Premier’s attitude.
He teok a high ideal to himzself at one
moment. but it is an awful thing for this com-
munity that his expressions should really have
heen found in such clauses as are referred to
in the Bill before us. There 1is only one
wav in which the price of commodities can
Le lowered. Certain! v. the way the Govern-
ment are going about the matter is not going
to bring about that desirable state of things.
No one in their senses to-day would. for one
moment. countenance any increase in the

Mr. G. P Barnes.]
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cost of the necessaries of life: but unless we
zo on producing there is no chance of them
being lowered. Production is the cry every-
where except in Queensland. In all parts
of the world, and particularly in all parts of
Australia, encouragement is being given to
inereased production, but when you come to
Queensland it is just the opposite; and,
instead of an encouraging vecice here, you
find this kind of thing which we have before
us to-day. It is a great pity if a happy
medinm of things cannot be struck. There
13 no doubt that we rvequire to deal with
matters in some way, hut to deal with them
in such a comprehensive way and give any-
one the extreme power to administer legis-
lation such as is included in this Bill is going
to be d trous to all enterprises. Any man
who looks forward to this Bill making goods
cheap is going to be mistaken.

My, Corrixs: It is not as drastic as some
of the Acts which vou supported,

Mr. G. P. BARNES: Anyone who thinks
that this Bill will bring about that state of
things, then the sooner he is disillusioned
the better.  Instead of encouraging people to
produce. this Bill is going to discourage men
to produce. Every man who has anything to
o with country life will know that what I
say is true. I think we ought to give more
consideration to statemments like that made

ipley at the annual meeting

by Mr. G, W. S
of the Chamber of Manufacturers the other
dar. Mr. Shipley said—

A salient factor to he persistently
stressed is that in production, just as
capital is uscless without labour, so is
tabour dependent on capital. And of the
two labour is the more helpless. It is
stated that the war has been productive
of great selfishness by profiteering on the
part ¢f one section, and by striking and
the paralvsing of trade hr another.
But the strikers who allege profiteering
would be the first to repudiate their own
action did they but realise that the
true source of their troubles lay in the
depreciated British pound sterling. The
profiteering that hurts has been done by
the few huge financial institutions and
combines in the world, by the relatively
few who control the rescrve product of
the world’s industry, and not by those
whose work consists in either distributing
or creating fresh products. To injure the
latter class by striking is tantamount to
attempting to quench a fire with kero-
sene.  State control so far, he added,
offered but small indication of an effec-
tive  amelioration. Legislation  was
undoubtedly the way out. Manufacturers,
he held, must give of their best, produce
goods of even quality at the lowest
possible rates, and the public must be
taught that only by supporting home
industries could Australia ever hope to
pay her national debt. The workers
must be shown that the greater the pro-
duction the greater the demands there
must be for their labour, and that their
best efforts must be shown in their work
so that the high position Australian
manufacturers had gained should be
maintained.”

The SecrerarY rFor Pusric Works: Why
does he not make a comparison, and show
what i1s done in the Federal sphere?

Mr. G. P. BARNES: You can use vour
mighty influence there.

The SECRETARY FOR PUusLic Works: We will
do it after the elections.

[Mr. G P. Barnes.
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Mre. G, P. BARNES: The Minister, in his
juvenile anticipation, is a bit visienary, both
in this matter and in the other matter he
refers vo. I hope that that is only a passing
feature and will not be rvealised. It will be
a sad day for Australia if there is any chance
of the Commonwealth Government being led
away on the high road to bankruptey. It is
better for Queensland to go baukrupt than
for the whole Cominonwealth, and it is just
as well for the people to understand that,
when they ave making a choice of leaders,
they had better choose a sane man.

My, CARTER: Hear, hear! They will choose
T. J. Ryan.

Me. G. P. BARNES: The people shouid
not allow every Tom, Dick, and Harv tc
run viot with the funds of the
or the States, as the case may 1
of this: That there is nothing to be gained
that way if we ave going to do away with the
high prices which have brought about the
term profiteering. I can say that there has
been profitecring and will always be profiteer-
ing. We are not going to put 1t down.

My, WeIr @ You know something about it

My, G P. BARNES : The hou. gentleman
refers to the condition of things and charges
me with profiteering. 1 say that, considering
the volume of business that my firm handles
in connection with wheat, the profits were
only commensurats with the handling. That
was given in cvidence before the Royal
Commission.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
dict you make out of the war?

Me. G. P. BARNES: We made
out of the war.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULIURE:
you make during the war?

Mr. G. P. BARNES: That is not the
question.  We have done no better and ne
worse than at any other time. According to
the evidence given before the Roral Conunis-
sion, supported by facts, the wheat purchases
of my firm amonnted to 281,745 bushels, When
the war broke out we had actually in hand
or reduced to fleur 1.150 tons of flour. Of
that flour we had sold for forward delivery
the whole quantity except 169 tons, including
332 tons which we sold to the State GGovern-
mient at an exceedingly low price.

Mr. Wer: Did vou sell it at Warwick ?

Mr. G. P. BARXNES: Yes.

Mr. WEIR: You also sold some land at
Warwick.

Mr. G, P. BARXNES: I did not sell any
land. T made an exchange of land, and it
suited both parties, I don’t think anyone
gained in that direction. Ary man going to
Warwick to-day can satisfy himself whether
it was a wise thing for the Government of the
day to do what they did in conncction with
that land.

The SPEAKER:
tinie is being wasted.

My, G. P. BARNES: Yes. It is unfor-
tunate that this should have cropped up.
The evidence is there and the hon. gentleman
can sec it. I am sorry that matters of a
personal nature should crop up in thiz way.
It is not fair that they should. Besides I have
contradicted the thing again and again, and
hon. gentlemen should accept my statrmen
as correct when I mention it in this House.
The only way to bring about a change in the
present prices of commodities is to increase
our production. Those who are cavilliing
about the high price of things have only to

What
nothing

What did

The hon. gentleman's
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remember that produce generally is at a high
value just now. Take wool, for example.
A great dcal has been said about the cost
of woollen materials; but. according to Press
reports of the woeol sales, we find that the
sales held in Livernool on 9th June, realized
the following astounding figures for Aus-
tralian wool :—67d. per 1b., 664d.. 66d., 654d.,
aund 64d. per lb. With such prices for the
raw material, how can it be expected that
woollen goods will be anything else but a
high price. It is absurd to cxpect the manu-
factured article to remain at a low rate when
high prices are given like that for the
raw material. In addition to that we know
that the cost of Jabour has mounied up
enormously.

Mr. Coring: Whe got the benefit of those
high prices of wool?

AMr. G. P. BARNES: The growers of the
wool, but I take it that they paid income tax
on the inereased income. and so the Govern-
ment got a benefit out of it. It is far bettar
for us to show thai the peopls ave doing
well, and then the conditions will attrach
peopie here. We will get people here to
develop our fertile lands and our grazing
areas, and we will encourage manufacturers.
and in this way we will bring about a sane
state of things, and allow the producers to get
a fair price for their goods. (Hear, hear!)
. My, CARTER (Port Curtis):  History
Invariably repeats itself. Anv student of
history will note that during every great
war and for some time afterwards there

is a
great deal of profiteering, At no time
does it entirely disappear, but continues
on. It is accentuated by each struggle
which takes place, and the greater the

struggle the greater the profiteering. At no
period in history has profitcering been so
rampant and so world-wide as during the
great struggle which has just taken place in

Curope, uor has it continued for such a
fime. A few weeks after the war started

we knew how profiteering was permitted
even in the stationery busine People who
held stocks of stationery for a considerable
fime immediately Increased the price of
stationery from 12 per cent, to 20 per cent.
It has continued advancing since that period,
and what applied to stationery applied to
many other requirements. Profitcering is
world-wide to-day. We read that in Ttaly,
in one citv. the populace took over the stores
that distributed their requirements and sold
them at reasonable prices; in France we
find something similar, and in Japan we read
of the rice riots because of the excessive
profitecring. Tn Great Britain at the present
time 1measures are being taken to nprevent
prefiteering, and a similar Bill o this one
s being brought in in the British House
of Parliament; so it is useless for hon. mem-
bers to say there is no profiteering. 1 think
the Government arc to be commended for
so courageously bringing in this very timely
measure at this period. I was very inferested
listening to the immense amount of evidence
gathered, particularly on this side of the
House, to show that there was profiteering,
not only in other parts of the world but in
Queensland and Australia. The evidence
was astounding to any one who has been
closely following the question. Speeches on
the other side of the House also, in some
cases, displayed a similar knowledge of pro-
fiteering, but on almost everv occasion—and
I am not surprised—attempts have been made
by the speakers on that side to prove that
there is no profiteering. That is easily
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understood when we know the force that is.
controlling the other side of the Chamber,
when we know whom thex represent. One
would naturally suppose that the body who
control a certain number of clectors are
going to control those whom they have put
in Parliament. The means are found by the
profits of the huge surance companies and
almost evers other big institution that bene-
fits while it continucs getting profits. One
would naturally expect that people put inte
Parliament by those people would cavry out
theiy  wish; indecd, they must carry out
their wish, otherw some one clse would be
found to take their place on that side of the
Chamber and follow the platform they have
pinned their faith to. That is the exact-
position, and so we find hon. members, not

only trying to excuse profiteering, but
attempting to make out that it doez not
exist.  Only a few weeks ago, while the

Prime Minister was on his way from Great
Britain to Australia, he made a statement
—71 think it was at Seuth Africa—that whon
he came out he was going to put an end =
both profiteers and Bolsheviks. We have
heard very little of the Bolsheviks, and we
have heard nothing of the profiteer from the
Prime Minister, siuce he landed. excepting
exenses for them. He savs he is going to
deal with the profiteer in the dim distant
future if he gets back to power; vet he had
six months of Parliament during which he
could have continued in office, with an abso-
lute majority in both Houses, with absclute
control; and he could have brought in alniost
any legislation secing that the War Precau-
tions Act ceases to be effective in a very
short time; he could have brought in a Bill
to entirely deal with this question, but
there is only a promise of that. He could
have dealt with the settlement of soldiers
question, with the matter of granting a
gratuity, but Dbecause he desires to leave
these unfortunates entively in the hands of
that class of profitecr who makes wealth by
buying honds and other securities from people
in times of their dire want, he is leaving
it entirely that way. He is going to give
them bonds that appear to be non-negotiable
because he knows that they will sell for a
very small amount, provided they get the
cash in band; so whilst he has power to deal
with this vers important question he is going
to the country with promises to do something
if he gets back again.

AMr. Moore: You had four weays to deal
with it under the Control of Trade Act.
What did you do?

Mr. CARTER: 1 will deal with what our
friend says in a few moments. say there
is only one real way of dealing with the
profiteer. There are many methods by which
we can, perhaps, check profiteering more or
less—by price-fixing and fixing wages; hug
the only true way of preventing profiteering
is for the people to produce, prepare, and
distribute their requirements, and this
Government has started out in a whole-
hearted way to do that with regard to State
stations. There is a good deal of work
in connection with it, and we know during
the initiatory stages no business is the suc-
cess it turns out to be afterwards when
running along smoothly. What this Govern-
ment are doing as regards State stations
and State supply of meat will, in all prob-
ability, apply in other directions. I know
it can be done with regard to other things.
When the New South Wales Governmens
started some State enterprises a few years

Mr. Carter.]
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ago. amongst others they starvre:d a Siate
bakery. and knowing \(\motln'}g of the trade
I took an interest in it, and studied their

operations.  Wirth a (11)1m1 of £10.000 they
were in a position the first vear to make a
profit of something like £2.000, although they
considerably reduced the price of bread.
The second year they made a profit of some-
thing like £3.000. They were buying wheat at
sbout B¢, a bushel. gristing it, making bread,
and selling it to the public institurions at
10=. per 100 Ib. delivered, that is 2 2°5d, for
a 2-1b, loaf, full weight. At that time bread
was from 33d. upwards from the private
baker. That is an evidenen of what can be
done. and it something on the lines of
what the Government are doing as regards
meat, and there is nothing fo prevent the
Government taking up the same line. Of
course we know. as members of the Opposi-
tion have said, that it would require a great
deel of money md hme to g:ot it mto opera-
tion, but, my opinion is that that is the only
goal we can look fo, meantime we must
take sieps to more or les: restrict profiteer-
ing. During this discusison we have been
told that there is an Act on the statute-book
that gives us entire power to do as we like,
but we know that this is a war measure,
we have only to read the title to see thar

is

Mr. Vowres: Read the section.
Ir. CARTER: We do not need to read
the sertion, The title says

“An Act to make provision against
undue restriction of the supply of goods
or undue raising of the prices of goods
during war.”

There can be no question about what is meant
by that.

Hon. W. H. Barxes: Go on.
Mr. CARTER: I am going to go on if our

friend will be patient. Before we were pre-

ventsd by the War Precautions Act, this
Government began {o operate under the
Trade Control Act. During 1915 we took

.over butter when we discovered that it was
in the hands chiefly of merchants, making
huge profits. A great deal had been bought
by the merchants from the factories at an
carlier period for forward delivery. Prices
advanced rapidly afterwards. and they were
taking advantage of it. The Government
then took control under the Trade Control

Act. Other steps were also being tauken under
thai Act until, in 1916, we were prevented

under the War Precautions Act. The Federal
Government stepped in and took control of
the butter, and we know also that they
fixed the price of sugar—that the whole
sugar crop fell into their hands. They took
the farmery wheat—the power of price-
fixing was entirsly taken out of our hands.
Almost every member on the other side of
this Chamber has put forth views to try
and lead people to believe that we had
continuous power under the Trade Control
Act, Under the War Precautions Act our
efforts were rendered ineffective, and we had
to abandon the control of trade after the
Federal Government took charze. The hon.
member for Toowoomba has been good
cnough to put into my hand a case dealing
with this matter. When I read it I think
members will clearly see that our power is
entirely gone. The Minister controlling this
‘Bill made a similar statement. The caze is
as follows:—
¢ AppEar FROM A COURT or Pery
OF VICTORIA.
“At the Court of Petty Sessions

[Mr. Carter.
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Meclbourne, before a police magistrate,
on 12th May, 1916. an information was
heard wherehy Alfred Stepuen Burvett,
an inspmtm in the Depa)tmon’r of the
Commenweulth Treasury at Melbourne,
charged that W. A. Farey, on 20th April,
1916. ¢ did. contrary to the War Pre-
cantiorix (Prices Adjustment) Regulations,
1916, made in pursuance of th> V\'ar
Precautions Act, 1914-1915, of the Com-
mo m\ulm of Australia , in a proclaimed

area—namely, in area (c), specified in
the <<‘hoduh> to the said regulations—
=l 4 b, of bread—mamely. two 2-lb.
loaves of bread—at the price of 7d,,
such price being greater than the ma

mum price fixed bx the Prices Adjust-
ment Order. No. I, under the said regu-

lations for the sale of bread in the said
area.” The defendant was convicted and
fined.

“From that decision the
now appealed to the High Court
of order to review,

defendant
by way

_ “The material facts appear in the
judgments hereunder.”
I am just going to give an epitome of that

judgment. It 15—

“At that court, held by Griffiths, C.J.,
and Barton, Isaacs, Higgins, and Power
JJ. (Gavan Duffy, and Rich, JJ.,
senting), that the legislative powers of
the Commonwealth Parliament, conferred
by section 51 (vi) and (xxxix.) of the
Constitution include a power during the
present state of war to fix within hmlt~
of locality the highest price which, during

o

the continuance of the war, may be
charged for bread.”
There is a clear case, and what applied

there to bread applies to almost every other
commodity. They had the power to “control
the prices of food throughout Australia, and
that case clearly proves that. Therefore it
is so much nonsense for members on the
other side to say that during the operations
of the War Precautions Act, after the Federal
Government had taken over control, we could
have done anything in the direction of con-
trolling - prices under the Trades Control
Act. Thev know perfectly well that we were
quite helpless—the only thing we could do
was, possibly, to produce and sell some com-
modity at a price cheaper than they had
fixed.” We could not fix the price, because,
if we did so under the Trades Control Act,
t‘»ere is no question about it that the people
e tried to control would appear before the
ooult and beat us under the War Precautions
Act. Now they go so far as to say we can
continue to operate under that Act atb the
present time. They know per-
[7.30 p.u.] fectly well—quite a number of
them sat in this Chamber at the
time the Control of Trade Act was passed—
that it was a w ar measure, intended for no
other purpose. and there is no section of the
community which would have made such a
noise as the Opposition had the present
Admiinistration attempted to control prices
under that Act during the two or three
months since the War “Precautions Act has
ceased to apply.
Mr. VowLEs: Read section 2.

Mr. CARTER: I do not need to read that
section. because it is perfectly clear that hon.
members know that it was a war measure
intended to cease in its operations so soon
as peace was declared. This Administration,
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in their wisdom desiring to meet the exces-
sive profiteering that is going on, brought
in what ther intend to be a permanent
meazure to deal with it. Tt is the duty of
every Government to do something that will
beo stable. No operations under the Control
cf Trade Act. in view of the expiry of that
Act, can be of a stable character, and there-
fave it was the duty of this Government to
do something that would he effective, to
bring in a mecasure to give them the power
to do permanentiv what that Control of
Trade Act would only permit during the
cperation of the war. And so we have this
Bill,

There iz another thing that should satisfy
members on the other side. They had all
seieed that the price of sugar was fixed by
the Commonwealth Government. The control
of shipping was also entirely in their hands.
We were quite powerless. I on., members
Lknow perfectly well that under the Control
of Trade Act we have no power to do any-
thing with it. Then again, we know that
the Federal Government made an attempt to
control the price of meat—in Sydney and
Melbeurne—outside of this State, because the
i they were {ixing were higher than our
. Mr. Watt, the commonly-styled
strong man,” brought in a regulation to
give them that power, and we know with
what dizastrous resuits to the Commounwealth
‘Geverninent.  The meat rings got to work,
and the Government had nct the courage
to attempt to control it. The squatters and
other producers of meat were strong enough
to get together and defy the Federal Govern-
ment. The result was That they had to
abandon the regulation, and their attempt
to fix the price of meat. During last night’s
debate the hon. member for Drayton made
some reference to the prices obtalned under
the State’s handling of butter. I have gone
to some trouble to collect some figures on this
matter, because I think it is very necessary.
“The control of butter remained in the hands
of the State until some time in 1916, when
the War Precautions Act took it entirely out
of our hands. The hon. member for Drayton
said that the Government took over butter at

120s. and sold it for 180s. Now. the hon.
member must know that that is entively
vatrae. e knows that at no time did the

Btate Government ever pay so low a price
as 120s. to the producers of Queensland.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: A
-unserupulous statement,

most

Mr. CARTER : It wa: unscrupulous because
‘he must know that it was untrue. He made
1 lot of bluster about his hatred of profiteers
and his hatred of humbugs and hypoorites.
What could be more humbugging or hypo-
critical than for the hon. member to make
the statement that there had been huge
profiteering on the part of this Govermment,
which caused a loss of 60s. per cwt. to the
producers of butter in the State of Queens-
land? Iie went so far as to say that they
gave 120=. for butter.

Mr. Moore: What grade was he talking
abont—first, second, or third?

My, CARTER: I do not know. but he
used the simple term “ butter.” the inference
meaning all butter taken over.

Mr. Moore: What is the use of saying he
made an untrue statement then?

Mr. CARTER: I say he made an untrue
statement. I say that at no time did the
{xovernment pay so¢ low as 120s. Now, I
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propose to read from the report of the
Auditor-General, which I think nobody will
dispute—

“In July and August. 1815, the Depart-
ment purchased and sold 1,511 boxes of
butter.

“ Of this 1,472 boxes were first grade,
1.172 heing bought at 196s. per cwt., and
300 ate196s, less 2 per cent. That dis-
posed of within the State was sold at
196s. per ewt.—196s. less 14 per cent.,
and 1965, less 1 per cent. trade discounts.
747 boxes of first grade wwere sold in
Melbourne av 225s. per cwt.

“ The balance. or profit, on the trans-
action, was £563 5s. 9d.”

Now. I wonder what the hon. member for
Dravton has to say with regard to the
taking of butter! It has been a constant
cry that the State Government have robbed
the producer of that butter. Now I propose
to give a few figures—I am quoting largely
from memory—of the prices given. The
hutter was taken generally at a higher price
than was rnling in London during the latter
part of 1915-1916—a better price than London
parity, and the farmer therefore had nothing
to lose. We know that during 1915-1816, the
first year of the State Government’s opera-

tions in butter. the farmers received a
uniform price of 1s. 23d. for the butter
contents of the cream supplied to the
factories. That was a higher price than was

paid by any other State at that time. In
the following vear the Government were in
a position to enable the factories to pay the
farmers 1s. 43d. per lb.

MMr. Baviey: About half the cost of
production.

Mr. CARTER: On top of that there was
a second distribution of profit, equal to

£32.000. which amounted to another 1id. per
Ib.. therefore making to the farmers a
uniform price for that year of Is. 6d. per lb.
ITon. members, therefore, will sce that the
vear 1916-1917 was a vear of record prices for
bhutter in Queensland.

Mr. Vowtes: What did it cost fto pro-
duce?

Mr. CARTER: It is of little importance
what it cost to produce. That is no$
the point. One might as well fix the
price of pineapples in Quecnsland by what
they cost to produce in Tasmania. If
anyvone started to produce them in Tasmania
would anvbedy here contend that we should
have what it cost to produce in Tasmania?
The people have lived during the last five
vears producing butter. and the price of
cows and dairying land has gone up. There
has been a general demand for it. This year
has heen the vear when most bufter has been
produced during Queensland’s history.

Mr., MooRE: We are living on Victorian
hutter to-day.

Mr. BeepixeTON: What Is fo good of
putting les before the public?  Absolute lies!

Mr. CARTER: I have just put before the
Touse figures to show who is telling the lies,
and when the hon. member reads his speech
and the figures I have quoted from the
Auditor-General's report—not from memory—
he will know perfectly well who is telling
lies.

Mr. BespINGTON: I am producing it, and
I know what T am talking about.

Vr. CARTER: I might say, Mr. Speaker,
that at the time when you were in office you
did what no other State Minister had done

Mr. Carter.]
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for the farmers of Queensiand---established
a butter shop in Londen so that their butter
might be sold at a better price, and there
was no doubt that Queensland butter has
been better advertizsed and sold because of
that.

Mr. Mooge: He also made first-class butter

sceond-cl which no other Minister has
done
Aly., CARTER: In my spcech on the

Address in Reply I quoted the prices which
the Commonwealth Government gave to the
farmeors when they first took 1t over, or,
rather, the price they fixed for export. I
will repeat them. The first amount of butter
exported after the Commonwealth Govern-
ment took the matter over was paid for at
the rate of 151s., less 3§ per cent., or, say,

149s. net.  They reccived 229s. in London,
The cost of freight and marketing, all
charges, was about 25=. then. making a

London pavity in Australia of 204s. There-
fore they made a profit of 55s. Hon. mem-
bers will say that the farmers got that profit
hack again. Thev know that is not true.
They know that they got omnly 189s. back.
Afrer much controversy with the Commnon-
wealth authorities they took steps to give the
farmeys a portion; but out of 5bs, they
gave them only 19s., and the other 3b6s. has
eone somewhere other than into the pockets
of the consumer or the producer. Either
immense profiteering has been pormitted, or
the Commeonwealth Government have allowed
the Imperial authorities to tax the hardest
worked section of this community—the dairy
farmers—at a time when they were not
jmposing 2 similay tax on the producers of
butter in COreat Britain and Ireland, or
Canada, or South Africa. I would like to
mention a little more profitecring on the
part of the Federal Government, The
Federal Government tock over the rabbit
15 of the unfortunate rabbiter—a very
hard-worked section of the community who
have to put up with a great many hardships
in following their avocations. They robbed the
rabbiters of as much as £250,000 of profit,
which was allowed to go into the consolidated
revenue. When inguiries were made, Mr.
Massey Greene confirmed that. That was
talken from the producers. and vet we will find
hon. members on the other side getting on
the stump at different parts of Australia and
telling the pcople that the only robbers are
the State Government of Queensland. This
is the only Government which have given
the farmers a fair deal. They have passed
legislation such as no other State has given
to them in any period of its history during
the four and a-half years that they have
been in power. (Interruption.) Hon. mem-
bers know that perfectly well. The hon.
member for Drayton is tryving to drown these
truths. His yodelling does not affect me.
I heard one hon. member say something
about wheat. We find that the Common-
wealth Government, under the War Pre-
cautions Act, were in a position to take the
wheat of the people of Australia, and at the
time when the Canadian farmers—who were
equally engaged in the deathly struggle in
France, who were nearer to the seat of war,
and who did not make such a great effort
as Australia—got something like 9s. 2d. per
bushel for their wheat. the wheatgrowers of
Australia got 4s. 6d.. Then they tell us it is
because of the cost of shipping. We know the
cost of shipping did not come to that
amount. At all events, the present Prime

[Mr. Carter.
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Minister of Australia, whilst he was in
England upon the occasion before this last
visit, purchased a fleet of ships which he
told us was for the specific purpose of carry-
1 Australian products to the English
savkets. What do we find? That that fleet
of ships made over £2,000,000 clear profit.
Yet thev tell us the best price they could give
the Australian wheatgrower was 4s, 6d. a
bushel, while the Canadian grower got 9. 2d.

Av. BEBBINGTON :
it at 3s. 6d.

Me. CARTER: If it cost that much to
ship the wheat. they had given us the verv
strongest evidence of profiteering, not only
by companics outside Ansrralia. but also in
connection with those ships owned by a pro-
fiteering Government run by Mr. Hughes.
T want to refer to remarks which were made
b+ the hon. member for Oxley. The hon.
member went out of his way to try and
smooth the difficulties of the profiteer. He
said in effect that after all it is not so bad
as it appeared ro be, and no Act of Parlia-
ment could possibly stop it. We must accept
that kind of thing. A tfow weeks ago, during
the debate on the Address in Reply, the hon.
member for Oxiey said—

Your Government seized

HY

“I am one of those people, and I
have never ceaszed to state it, who believe
that the profiteering which is going on
is moest damnable.”

Then he goes on to say—

“ There are numerous instances of pro-
fiteering in our widst. When the Bill
comes forward dealing with the question
I shall do all I can to assist the Govern-
ment to frame a measure which will be
reasonable and applicable to the present

position.”
He was going to give his assistance and
do all he possibly could to assist the Govern-
ment. Yet we find him last night trring
to persuade the members of this Chamber,
and incidentally the people of Queenzland,.
to believe there was not profiteering of a
serious character. and no Act of Parliament
could contrel it or auything be done to
prevent it. At that time I said—

“he hon. member will say that the
Bill is not reasonable and applicable.
No matter if the Bill were perfection in
itself, it would never be reasonable and
applicable.”

That is the exact position. Hon. members
on the other side of this Chamber get up and
tell us they are going to assist the Govern-
ment to do things. The hon. member for
Oxley led the Ho to believe he was
going to walk across this Chamber and talk
and vote for the Bill. He also referred in
the same speech to a motor combine. After
telling us that profiteering is a negligible
quantity in Queensland and could not be-
controlled by law, he told us there was a
motor combine. There is a little history
attached to that. The hon. member, after
Le got into this Chamber. commenced to go
round and start what he called a cheap motor
service. Like he usually does—and, I pre-
sume, as he has been doing all his life—
he was looking out for a little soft spot to
nestle into. Darra had gone, and the
co-operative fruit produce business on the-
Blackall Range had gone. There were no
more France days, and it logked as thcugh
there would be very few more war loans o
travel for, and he thought he would get &
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motor combine and give a cheap service to
the people.  He was going to get certain
people who had motor-cars to join. and they
would be supplied at cost price.” After he had
got going he went along to a company to
sce whether he counld get supplies. They
said, “ Are vou a member of the combine ?°’
He said. “ No.” They said, “It will cost
you £2 to join.” He went along to join,
but when he told them what he was going to
cdo with the goods they said, *“That will
destroy our business. Vou cannot sell things

for the bare cost; that is how we live.”” The
result was he could not join them. They
would not let him in. He became very

angry, «nd said he would denounce them
on the floor of this House. He has done so.
I have heard that, when the motor combine
was approached by the agent of the National
Demoeratie Couneil for a small subsidy for
the National Democratic Council funds. they
said. “ No.”  Asked why, ther said,  Ask
the hon. member for Oxley.” No £100 was
forthcoming.

Mr, BeerixgroN: Don’t cry over it.
Mr. CARTER: I am not crying. The

hon. member. for Oxley will crv over it. We
find hon. members here electioneering the
whole of the time. They have made it their
business, during the whole of this debate,
to try and lead the people to believe that
this Government had power to do——

Mr. Breseixcrtox : So they have.

_Mr. CARTER: What a dsing Act of Par-
liament would not permit them to do. They
did not go out of their way to tell the
people that the Commonwealth Government,
with six months to live, with absolute power
in_both Chambers, had an cpportunity of
bringing legislation to control profiteering
all over Australia. Theyv were out on the
platform when the Prime Minister was here
the other day. T noticed the hon. member
for Nundah. T think he was pulling a rope
or something of that kind.  He looks as
though he would be a good person to pull
a rope on a wagon. These people, though
capable of that kind of thing, are not cap-
able of telling the pecople the honest truth
—that.the profitecer 1s sucking the blood of
the mass of the workers and making the
workers discontented—making the workers
take these extreme steps which they are com-
pelled to take to trv and live. Hon. mem-
ber: on the other side of the House are not
asking the Federal Government to continue
its days to pass legislation dealing with this
question. The reason is that their ways
pay in this House by reason of the subsidy
which the National Democratic Council get
from the insurance companies. the motor
combine, and every other combine of that
character. I can guite understand the anger
of hon. members when they are exposed. I
am pleased to think that this Administration,
in their wisdom and courage, are taking the
right steps. and I trust that the Bill will
not only pass this Chamber, but that when it
gets to another place the people there will
treat it with sufficient justice to allow this
Administration te have an opportunity of
controlling the requirements of the people
in such a way that at least they will be
able to live.

Mr. MOORE {(dubigny): Practically the
whole of the speech of a previcus speaker
was taken up with the cost of food.

Mr. CarRTER: That is all thiz Bill is about.
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Mr. MOORE: I am very glad to hear it.
That is what I was afraid of, that it was
the cost of food which was going to be dealt
with under this Bill. We have had experi-
ence of the Queensland Government fixing-
prices in the cost of food, and it was a very
bitter one. I would just like to refer to
one of the things the hon, member was talk-
ing about—butter. He neglected to tell the
wlhole truth. When he told us that the
Commonwealth Government fixed the price
he did not say it was the price which swas
recommended by the producers themselves.
He did not say that when that butter went
inta cold stores in Brisbane, Melbourne, or
Svdney, we got paid for it straight away.
The Imperial Government took the whole
risk of getting it away; whether it was
there for twelve months, whether the ship-
ping was there. did not matter. If it
had not been for the sale to the Imperial
Government we would not have been able to
«ell 1t at all. He leads the people to believe
that we could have sold it in Australia. e
knows perfectly well it could not have been
got awar and it could not have been sold
here. He knows that the Imperial Govern-
ment treated us in a very generous way.

Mr. Hartrey @ Oh, that is not right!

Mr. MOORE : It is absolutelv right, He
knows that exactly the same thing occurred
in regard to the wheat—that the Imperial
Government took the whole of the risk of
getting it away, and that there are millions
of bushels which have not been got away and
vet have been paid for. What is the good of
talking Bke that of pricefixing of food. We
kunow that at the presont time the farmers of
Queensland have gone down in their income
tax; that instead of paving 10 per cent. they
have gone down to 4 per cent. We know
that land values have decrcased 50 per cenr.
There 1s such a shortage of butter that
Queensland is being fed by Victoria butter
to-day. Yet he talks about fixing the prices
of food. He said he knew the people whe
put us into this House. I say we know
also the people who put that side into the
House, and we know the principles on which
they act.

Mr. Corrixs: You look at the map of
Queensland and you will see that we repre-
sent Queensland outside a little bit on the
Darling Downs and a little black spot in
the North.

Mr. MOORE: I know hon. members
opposite represent 21,000 voters more than
we do. I want to give a little quotation to
show the trend of ecvents at the present
time. It iz headed, “Hold Up !’ * Threat
by Unions,” * Schenmie to Reduce Prices,”
and says—

‘A statement was circulated in Sydney
to-day that a number of unions are about
to launch a scheme for the holding up:
of foodstuffs until local prices are
reduced. The unions primarily concerned:
will be those controlling tramsportation
services and, it is said, there is a possi-
bility of a move being made in the next
few days.

* The scheme is said to be compre-
hensive and will probably include in the
embargo meat and rabbits, wheat and
flour, dairy produce, and leather and
tallow.

“TIt is said the wharf labourers will
be the first to be asked to act, and, in
the event of their efforts being unsuccess-
ful, allied wunions are likely to be

Mr. Moore.}
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involved. The unions which would even-
tualls be involved should the scheme
develop according to schedule are the

wharf abourers, seamen, transport
workers, and coal miners.”
Mr. Haigtoey: Where are you quoting
from ¢

Mr. MOORX: This is from the * Daily
Mail.” It is iz the * Standard,” too. The
hon. member said, “ What did it matter
what it  cost to produce; that was
immaterial.”  Of course, it is immaterial
to the man in the city who wants to getb
cheap food, but it is not to the man in the
country who has got to grow it. We have
to recollect that when Mr. Justice Higgins
was fixing the price of wages he fixed a
minimum wage and said the men were not
compelled to work for that. but they could
bargain for as much more as they liked to
get. What is it coming to under this price-
fixing? They are going to put a stop to
co-operative protection societies.

A GovERNMENT MEMBER: No.
. Mr. MOORE: The hon. member says

No.”  The principal clause in the Bill
says it can be done, the Government can
commandeer what people put on one side
to> keep a stabilised price. Does the hon.
member know that it would have been
impossible to carry on the dairying industry
in Queensland had it not been for the
co-operative  societies stabilising prices?
Does he know what was the position of
dairymen in Queenlsand before we got those
societies”  Does he know what was the
position before the Cheese Manufacturers’
Association started?

Mr. BRrE: Before the Labour Govern-
ment got into power you mean.

Mr. MOORE: Before the Labour Govern-
ment got into power Queensland was a pros-
perous State. (Government laughter.) What
is 1t to-day? DPractically bank-
rupt.  What do we find to-day
. under a Labour Government? [
would just like to quote what the Minister
said when he was introducing the Bill. This
is what he said—

“ We are frequently told that low pro-
duction is the cause of high prices. If
that is so, how is it that to-day, in Aus-

Ctralia.  when  preduction  was  never

greater, the price of foodstuffs was never
nigher? That absolutely contradicts the
argument that high production in itsel
would solve the question of high prices.”
That is the voice of the Minister introducing
the Bill. Listen to what Mr. T. J. Ryvan
said at the Exhibition the other night—

“ It is found that in Australia, instead
of preducticn in wheat increasing. it has
diminished.  Between 1916 and 1918 the
acreage under wheat had decreased from
12.484.000 to 7.990.990. Troduction has
decressed under the regime of the present
Federal Government, because it has failed
to provide the same conditions for the
nrimary producer of Australia as has
heen provided in other parts of the
<mpire.”’

18 p.m.}

Herc we have got the Minister bringing in a
Bill, saving that producticn is increasing,
and we have Mr. Ryan saving that produc-
tion is cecreasing because the producers have
~ot had a fair go. I will quote something
fnere about the dairying industrv— -
“In general farming there
decrease last year, as compared

[Mr. Meore.
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1917, of 2.056 males and 205 females. In
dairying there was a decrease of 1,088
males and 2,907 females.”

Mr. Brexxax: What caused that?

Mr. MOORIE: The harassment of the
primary producer by this Government.

Mr. Baexxax: It was the drought. Be
honest.

Mre. MOORE : It was not the drought lass
vear. The drought is this year. In bringing
in this Bill the Minister sald that production
was never higher, and yet as scon as we
corner them they say that the drought is
here, and that has caused the falling off in
the farming industry. What was the objech
of the Minister when he introduced the Bill
saying that production was mnever higher?
e said that prices had inereased, and that
total production had increased, and that
wheat was rotting in the South. What is the
good of saying that sort of thing when we
know that therc has been a reduction?
There has been a veduction in output, and
that has caused an increase in  prices.
Because the farmers are in a serious position
to-day they want to bring in a Bill to fix the
price of their produce. I never heard of such
a thing. They say that these powers will
never be used, buf thev said the =ame thing
before in connection with the Sugar Acquisi-
tion Act. and we know how they used the
powers under that Act. Then the Minister
got up and talked about the poor primary
produccr. and shed erocodile tears.  He said—

“Then, again. the primary producers
are =ubject to tremendous hardship and
suffering on account of this profiteering.
The primary producer to-day is being
unfairly harassed. and the men who want
to produce wealth are being prevented
from so doing because of the profiteering
that takes place.”

The Government have been in office for four
vears. When they first came in they com-
mandeered the farmers’ wheat at Warwick,
and fixed the price at 3s. 8d. per bushel,
while the Argentine farmer was paid 8s. 6d.
for wheat sent to Queensland. They made
the farmers send their wheat to Brisbane, and
forced them to take bad wheat of inferior
guality in return, and they had to pay the
freight from Brisbane into the country.

Mr. BepeIixgTON: Hear, hear! That is
corvect.

Mr. MOORE: Then the Government fixed
the price of butter at 146s. when 200s. could
have been got for it in the South. The
Government also put a stock embargo on to
prevent stock from going into the other
States. In that way they ruined the markets
of Queensland. and ruined hundreds of
farmers. What did thev do that for? It was
to get cheap meat for their State shops, and
to prevent the cattle from going to New
Youth Wales. The only bencfit was to the
American Mecat Company and fo the State
meatshops.

Mr, Brexxay: The Privy Council said we
were right in doing that.

Mr. MOORE: The Privv Council did not
say vou were right. The Privy Couneil said
they conld not question the hona fides of the
CGovernment, because they expected that the
Government weuld treat all members of the
community fairly and honestly.  They did not
have any experience of a Labour Government.

My, BrExvaN: The Pastoralists’ Union was
hehind Mrs, Duncen.

Mr., MOORE: The people will judge that
when the times comes. Yet we have the
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Minister shedding crocodile tears and talking
about the poor farmer being harassed. What
has the Government done to assist the
farmer? The Government has done abso-
lutely nothing. The Government put on a
land tax which the farmers have to pay, and
we do not forget that they put on the stock
enﬂmwo 0 that they could get the meat at
a low price for their meats hops By that
means they got meat at a lower price than
any other pa)t of the world. Yet we had
Mr. Ryan getting up the other night and
saying that the p]odu(‘e1s should get the
world’s parity. Why did the Alrrentmc get
a higher price than Australia for meat?
We know that the meatworks were compelled
to supply the State shops with meat at 3d.

per 1b., so what is the use of talking about
giving them world’s parity? V\ hen the
farmers have an opportunity of forming

co-operative associations and establishing the
price of their products, and thus making a
profit out of them, the Govounnent brings in
a Bill to say they shall not do it.

Mr. Harriey : What do you call stabilising
prices?

Mr. MOORE: Keeping the produce at a
price at which a man can live.

Mr. Harreey: Keep it the same all the
time, no matter whether it is a good year

or a had year, and no matter what it costs
to produce?.

Mr. MOORE : The price will be fixed over
an average of years. We lmow that when
there are good times it is absolutely essential
for a co-operative society to put by as much
as they can. If you are going to stop buvlm,
altogether, \thl@ is the farmer going to
find his markets? Is the Government pre-
parod to step in and finance the farmer and
give him an opportunity to hold his produce?
The Government want the farmers to send
their produce down herc when there is a
glut so that they can get the produce as cheap
as possible. This Gove ernment will do nothing
for the producer. It Is different in New South
Wales, where they give a man £2 a ton to
conserve fodder, not to commandeer it. But
here we are treated quite differently. Ivery
farmer who grows foodstuffs knows that a
good time comes when he must store it,
and the only way to store it Is to put it
into the cold stores. Then the Government
are able to come in under this Bill and
commandect it at a fixed price. The
Government will say that the producers
are holding it to Leo]) up prices.  Of course
they arve helding it to maintain prices. Are
not the Woﬂ\vm combining to maintain their
own wages at the present time? And why
should not the producers combine to maintain
the price of their produce and get the best
price they can? All through the piece the
whole ery is to fix the price of food. Com-
binations for the protection of the com-
munity are supposed to be undesirable, but
combinations which exploit the community
are allowed to go by the board. so far as tins
Government are concerned. We know that
many things are at an absurdly high price
at the present time, but you cannot alter that
bv fixing the price of produce. You can fix
the price of what the primary producer
grows to- d'w but vou cannot make him grow
it again. You found that out when you
fixed the price of butter. The permle in the
country would not continue to milk because
it did not pay them to do so. You can fix
the price of what is on hand to-dav, but I
can assure you you will not fix the price of
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what 13 to come, because the people will not
produce it.  The ouly way to bring down
the cost of living 1s to enable the people to
make a fair thing out of it in the country.
You should not stop them from combining
into co-operative bodies. They do not come
to the Government and ask for assistance,
but they put in their own money; ret you
bring in a Bill like this to stop thcm from
combmmg to stabilise prices. When you do
that, then the cost of living is going to be
higher than it ever was before. It isstupid and
it 1s a wrong thing to induce people to go on
to the land and settle if you are not going to
enable them to combine to get a good price for
their produce so that they can live. When a
good time comes they must putby some of their
products, and they should not be harassed
as they have been by this Governmens. We
arc told by an hon, member that the Imperial
Government were guilty of profitcering; but
the producers of Queensland were well treated
by the Imperial Government. The Imperial
Government took all the risk when they
bought the produce of the farmers for the
use of the troops, and we were prepared to
sell it at the price they fixed. When a profit
was made out of it the Imperial Government
returned 50 per cent. to the producers after
taking all the risk themselves. Yet we are
told that the Imperial Government were
profiteering and made a big profit.
Mr. Carrer: So they did.

Mr. MOORE : This Government took butter
for 146s. when it could have been sold for
188s. or 200s. Yet members opposite are
trying to hoodwink the electors; but the
people in the country know quite well what
the Imperial Government did.

Mr. Csnrer: They don’t
listened to people like you.

Mr. MOORE : The dairy companies elected
their own  representatives, and they were
%L;if<\ satisfied with the deal that was made.
The

kunow. They

price fixed was a fair and reasonable
one, and, although it was not incumbent on
the British Goxmnmonf to give any of the

profif, they returned £300, 00U to Quoenclmd
When we fake into consideration thaf the
British Government took all the risk, I con-
sider we were genecrously treated. "Had it
not been for the Imperial Government, where
would we have been to-day? Would the hon.
membcer for Port Curtis have provided a
market for our stuff ? He would have been
running about like a dog at a fair, wringing
his hands and \\ondmmrr what we should do.
(Hear, hear! and ]fmghtr‘} ) We were very
thankful to the British Governtent for what
they did at that time. At a time of crisis
like that there was no suggestion by hon.
members opposite of what they were going
to do to help the producer.

Mr. Carrer: The Labour Government
bought ships and that helped the producer.

Mr. MOOBE: We knew that the Tederal
Governinent are oomz: to give the producers
an opportunity to do somothing fer them-
selves through the Massey Greene scheme, and
umnedlatoh they do we have a Bill like
this coming along to undermine it. Can any-
one wonder that the producers are against

this Government after the way they have
been treated?
Mr. Forev: Do ryou lﬁaHv believe that
this Gov mnment is out to ruin the producer?
Hon. J. G. Aprer. and other OpposITiox
MEMEERS : Yes, yes!

Mr. Mocre]
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Mr. MOORE: The actions of the Govern-
ment prove it, It is not a question of * Do
you believe it?”’ We know that 50 per cent.
of the value on the land of the producers
has been taken away by this Government.
The Troasurer kknows it himself through the
land tax refurns. Values are decreasing
every year. The producers, instead of paying
16 per ceut. of the income tax, are only
paying 4 per cent. to- day. As soon as there
is an opportunity for the” producers to control
their own industry under Mr, Massy Greene’s
scheme the present Quecensland Government
steps in and blocks it. If we are let alone
we can control our own affajrs, bug if we
are going to be interfered wlth then agri-

cultural production is not going to be
increased in Quecnsland. It is going to
deteriorate.  The chairman of the Downs

Co-operative Company, at the annual meet-
ing last month, stated that the cheques paid
for the year amounted to £100,000 less than
was paid to the suppliers for the previous
year. Those figures are indicative of what
is going on all over Queensland.

And yvet this Government bring in a Bill,
and plaotlcal]\ the whole trend of the argu-
ment on that side bas been that the pro-
ducer was a profiteer, and that the price of
food must be brought down. There was
practically only one item which the Minister
stated did not have to do with focd, and that
was boots. in which connection the§ have to
use hides. e mentioned companies like
Goldsbrough, Mort, and Co. and Dalgety te
show that they nade huge profits.  Well,
they sold their wool in the open market of
the world: and, if they are going to be pre-
vented from doing that, how is Queensland
going to develop? Are they going to restrict
them sending their wool where they can get
the best price?

The PreyMiErR: Why should not the pro-
ducer. and not the middlemen, like Golds-
brough, Mort, and (lo., get the best price?

My, MOORE: Does not the hon. member
know that Goldsbrough, Mort, and Co. and
Dalgety own several stations?

A GoversMEXT MeumBER: They do not own
all the wool they sell.

Mr., MOORE: Is there anything wrong
with their selling on behalf of the other
people 7—they get about 1% per cent.

Mr. F. A. Coorer: Have you seen the 6d.
pamphlet showing the wool profits?

Mr. MOORE: I do not need to see it.
T sav it would be far better for Queensland
if the wool profits were double. But we
find, instead, that the Minister brings up an
argument saying what a splendid thing a
Commonwealth Siote issue would be. Does
not he know that the inflation of the cur-
rency in Australia has depreciated the value
of money to such an extent that it is one

of the main causes of the high cost of living.
If we send £100 to America we only get £87
worth back.

Mr. HarTLEY: That is a good reason why
we should not send to America.

Mr. MOORE: Quite right; but there are
a lot of things produced thele that we do not
make here.

Mr. Hartiey: Then you have no faith in
your own country’s paper?

Mr. MOORE: That is not the gquestion.
The question is: Have other people got
faith in it? It is the people outside who
have not got faith in it, and it is owing

[Mr. Movre.
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to the action of the various Australian
Governments that they have not. And it is
owing to a_ Bill like this that that faith is
going to still more deteriorate. And that is
something we have to reckon on; because,
after all if you are going to drain the
country as it is being drained—and I think
hon. tmembers. especially the hon. member
for Toowoomba. knows the condition of a
large number of farmers in his own dis-
trict——

Mr. BrExxan: I am
about them in a minute.

Mr. MOORE: And all the public servants
are getting contmual rises, so that it looks
rather like * to him that hath shall be given,
and to him that hath not even that which he
hath shall be taken away;” freights have
been raised twice since this Government
came inte power. Then the Minister comes
in and says the primary producer is being
harvassed; and we find the late Premier
going to "the Exhibition talking in the same
strain. We find him going down South, and
saying that the primary producer there has
been made the butt for the whole of Aus-

going to tell you

tralia; that he should have got better
prices. But what do we find in Queensland?
They fixed prices here so that the local
farmer got 3s. 8d. for wheat, while the

Argentino farmer got 8s. 6d.
My, CartER: When was that?

Myr. MOORE: When the present Labour
Governiient came into power, (Government
laughter.) Then he goes out and says the
wheat farmer has been unfairly treated.
The arch L011<p1mt01 goes round talking
about how badly the primary producer has
been treated. and yet no man had a better
opportunity of altering the existing condi-
tions of affairs. And look at what we have!

Mr. CartEr: You know he could not do
anything owing to the War Precautions Act.

Mr. MOORE: The hon, member has the
War Precautions Act on the brain. Did he
fix the price of wheat at 3s. 8d. in Warwick
under the War Precautions Act? Such a
thing is an absurdity. Did he fix the stock
embargo under the War Precautions Act?
No, he tool it under the Sugar Acquisition
Act; and, when they :aw that a case was
likely to be made of it, they altered the agree-
ment and took it under the Meat Supply for
Imperial Uses Act, and said thev did so to
help the men in the trenches from going
to be starved. The real reason was to
cheapen the price of meat in Brisbane. He
was taking poddy heifers at the border so
that the troops could not be starved in the
trenches. So he said, but it was really to
disorganise things so that the price would go
down in Brisbane. That is what the farmers

on the Downs and the primary producers
had to put up with. It is all very well for
members to criticise the Fedeval Govern-

ment and make electioncering speeches; but
the farmers know what has been done for
them by this Government.

Mr. CarTer: That is what we are going
to tell them.

Mr. MOORE: It is a question of deeds
not words. It is po use saving to the
farmers, ““ If it had not been for the War
Precautions Act we would have done some-
thing for you.” T can imagine the member
for Port Curtis saying that, *° This War Pre-
cautions Act stopped us giving you 8s. per
bushel for yvour wheat; it is a terrible
thing.” No doubt that {s what he will tell
them, but they will want to know what
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assistance  has  been given them by this
Government. Eversthing that I have

enumerated so far has been against them.
Couid anybody say the stock embargo was
for their benefit?

Mr. CarTER: Didn’t you and others try to
get the late Premier to take over the wheat
pool in Queensland?

AMr. MOORE: Yes. and what is the result
to-day: We have to go to South Australia
for wheat; we cannot get it from New South
Wales.

Ar. WELLINGTON : How many shares did
you have?

Mr. MOORE: It is not a question of how
many shares I had. I had the farmers’
welfare at heart. But the late Premier was
not statesman enough to see that it affected
the farmers of Queensland. He could see
ro further ahead than what votes he would
lose at one paltry by-election. He could
not see that it was going to reduce the wheat-
growing area in Queensland by a million
acres in three yvears. He could only think
how many votes it was going to affect on the
other side, and said, let them take a referen-

dum. Just imagine that in the middle of a
harvest!

Mr. Hamrtcey: We wanted you to state
vour mind; you did not know your own
mind.

Mr. MOORE: Our mind was absolutely
stated. The Minister for Agriculture asked

there was a two to one
What happened is in the

for returns, and
majority in favour.
Agvicultural veport.

The Preyier: Why did the hon. member
for Cunningham oppose it?

Mre. MOORE : The hon. member for Cun-
ningham was interested in a co-operative mill
and it did not interest them. 1t was for the
rest of Queensland we were asking. The
Warwick mill need not have been %}rought
in at all.

The Prryvier: What attitude did the
member for Warwick take up?

Mr. MOORE: I am not concerned about
that; but I do know that he was prepared
to assist hundreds of farmers with wheat in
his clectorate at cost price, and stand out
for twelve months for his money. You can
get evidence of that from hundreds of
farmers in his electorate.

Mr. Wemr: He wanted to secure votes.

Mr. MOORE: It was not a question of
votes. It was a question of business ability.
Because he has a mill he made arrangements
so that he could get a fair return and wheat
to keep it going: and if the Queensland
Government had the same business acumen,
they would lay out their goods in such a
wav that the producer would be assisted
and not hampered. Instead of that, we
find they give out £60,000 in four years
in departmental relief for nothing, but
when it comes to assisting the farmer, he
has to pay b per cent. for it. We have the
whole difference summed up in a few words
of the hon. member for Port Curtis—mamely,
“ Wihat doet it matter about the cost of
production; it does not count.”

Mr. CarTer: I did not say that. I said
it did not affect the price at which butter
should be sold.

Mr. MOORE: The only person it affects
is the man who produces butter. It does
not affect the man who buys it. But, if the
man who produces it is not fairly treated—
T have no hesitation in agreeing with the
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late Premier that he is not being fairly
treated—it iz time that this Government
did something to treat him fairly, and not
bring in a Bill like this and say that the
price of food is too high and must be
brought down DLy fetitious means. The
Secretary for Agriculture said he did not
believe verv much in price-fixing: that. he
did not think, was going to cure the trouble.
Then, what is the Bill brought in for? Every
Bill that has been brought in has a dragnet
clause. ‘“ We must have these powers, but
we do not intend to use them.” When the
Sugar Acquisition Bill was brought in, it
was suggested that it might be used for
other purposes, but the then Premier said
that it was unthinkable that such a thing
should take place. But directly an oppor-
tunity occurred, and pressure came from the
Trades Hall for cheaper meat in Brisbane,
the Sugar Acquisition Act was put into force.
If vou can deal with profiteering without
touching the primary producer; if you can
control shipping combines so as to bring
down the freights, I am very much in favour
of it. But if it is only used to reduce the
price of food and hamper the primary
producer, I am dead against it. I want to
see those _people given an opportunity to
bring down prices by greater production—
by giving them assistance in every possible
way—monetary assistance if need be.

Mr. HarTLEY : What is the good of greater
production if you corner the market?

Mr. MOOR¥: Do the primary producers
themselves corner the market? Hon. mem-
bers want, when a good time comes, every-
thing sent down here and sold straight out
in the market—nobody must store anything
to keep on his own account. No farmer,
apparently. is to be allowed to store fodder
on his own farm because, if a dry time
comes, and his neighbour has not been so
provident, they want to take that which he
has got,

Mr Harriry: The Bill does not affect
the farmer; he can store as much as he likes.

Mr. MOORE: It does affect the farmer.
Fveryvthing he grows is liable to seizure
at a fixed price. Considering the speeches
we have had tonight, I think we want some
better evidence that profiteering of a nature
which i{s not going to affeet the primary
producer can be dealt with. If they are
prepared to give that evidence—so far, it
has not heen forthcoming—I am in favour
of it. The interpretation clause distinctly
rvefers to a place in which produce 1Is
stored, and a farm is definitely mentioned.
So I think we have every reason to be
afraid, because we know—although an hon.
member on that side said he knew who con-
trolled us, we know and had ample evidence
of who controls them—and taking that into
consideration, I would like some evidence of
how they intend to control the profiteer who
imports his wares into Queensland. If they
are able to do that, and continue to do it, I
have no doubt the Bill will be good, but if
they are only going to exercise it in the
direction of controlling food prices grown
in Queensland, it is not going to be for
the benefit of the State.

. Mr. BRENNAN (Toowoomba): I do not
intend to take up much of the time of the
House, but I want to reply to some of the

remarks made by the hon. mem-
[8.30 p.m.] ber for Aubigny who has really

misrepresented and distorted the
whole of the intentions of this Bill. I think
the farmers are perfectly satisfied that before

Mr. Brennan.]
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1915 they had many years’ o\pononu. of the
conduct meted out to them by the Govern-
ment then in power, with the assistance of
the middleman. We know that the farmers
got very small sums for their produce, but
since this Government came into power—
even if a few little errors have been made
—they have so catered for them that at the
end of the three vears the farmers were so
satisfied with the prices they werc getting
for produce that they had no hesitation in
returning quite a number of members repre-
scnting the farming industry. I was one of
them, and the farmers in my electorate have
told me that they are perfectly satisfied
with the admmlsnatxon of this Government
and the prices they have had since the
Government came into power. I think that
is the best evidence we can have against the
erying, cringing, and crawling of hon, mem-
bers opposite, whose stock phrase for the
man on the land is “ the poor unfortunate
farmer,” and coming in here with a tissue of
falzehcods for the purpose of misleading the
people of Queensland into the belief that the
faruters are dissatisfied with the Adwinistra-
tion. They are perfectly satisfied. Hon.
members opposite know that the present hard-
ships ave brought about through causcs beyond
the Government’s control, that is, through
drought.  Because the farmers are suffering
hon. members opposite howl to the f‘HTUE‘l“
“ Look at what the Government are doing.
Now th(*“ are going to seize your produce
under a Profiteering Prevention Bill.” On
one item alone I think the Opposition will
agrec that when the war was over there was
in Australia sufficient leather to make boots
for the whole world practically. France
sent out a de]ezmtlon—lt came hele purely
for the puarpose of securing portion of our
leather for France, althuu"h under the guise
of a party who were visiting Austvalia to seo
Australia,  America bhad her vepresentatives
here.  Ivery nation, Lm an mcluded, had
its representatives, They took the leather
away, and the result is ihdc boots have gone
up by about 50 per cent.

Hon. W. H. Barxks: To whom did the
Government sell their hides in the North?

Mr. BRENNA The Government sold
their hides, but the Federal Government
allowed the exportation of the whole of the
hides, and so leather went to an exorbitant
figure. We know that under the wheat pool
in New South Wales the farmers were nob
paid in full. They got so much in cash and
they got seript bonds for the balance—the
good old bond Government., The farmers
were so hard pressed that the capitalists
have becn gantbiing with the farmers’ bonds,
and in Brisbane I heard from one very influ
ential nian the other day, that the best
investment in Australia to-day is the wheat
bonds of New South Wales, becausc they
pay something like 25 per cont. The same
thing applies to the small war bonds that
the people who were unable to afford them
bought, because they were told they must do
so if  they were patriotic. We have
scoundrels going round the csountry buying
them uwp for £7 and £8 cach.

The Opposition said that this matter of
profiteering could have been dealt with by
the State Govexnmem although the W ar Pre-
cautions Act was in operation. That is not
correct, as is shown by the case of Joseph
versus The Colonial Treasurer of New South
Wales, to be found in volume ., Part 1., of
the Commonwealth Law Reports, 1918,

[Mr. Brennan.
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Joseph was a broker who had good contracts-
in wheat on behalf of the shipping companies
and others, He wanted to complete these
contracts, but the Federal Government came
in and SE\ld “No, we are going to seize
the wheat for the pool,” and they prevented
his getting the wheat away, and the shipping
companies refused to ship it, and practically
all the contracts he had with the different
merchants in Queensland and New South
Wales were broken. e brought an action
against the New South Wales Government
on the ground that he was interfered with ir

his business, but the High Court said, *“ This
is a matter in which the State is exercising
a prerogative under Fedeval control, and the
Irederal control being paramount the Federal
Government can step in and break a con-
tract. They have a perfect vight to do so as
against Joseph or anybody else, and he
cannot say that he has nuffued any dannge
in time of war.” That is the exact po~1t10m
with regard to prices. The Federal Govern-
ment h\ed prices over and above the Queens-
land prices, and we have no power to fix
prices’ lower, because the merchants always.
charged the maximum prices. It is no
use the hon, member for Aubigny, or the
hon. member for Drayvton, or any other hon.
member talking of the farmers as they do.
They are well satisfied with the administra-
tion of this Government. They are more
than satisfied with the new Co-operative
Agricultural Production and Advances to
Farmers Bill, as this is the frst time that
any Government has come along and put on
the statute-book an Act that will enable
them to help themselves in the best way
they can. I think the Dov 13 very ‘,loouy
represented here. Men come along who nav

been  representing big towns. They have
been crying and howling instead of tryving
to do something for their districts. They
talk about the poor unfortunate fsrmers,
and decry the fertility of the soil dnd the
conditions on the Downs. The Downs is the
most prolifie of country, and I think that
if memboers from thmo co-operated wstead
of howling in the Ifouse things would be
very much betrer for the men OU@”\ng there

Mr. BAYLEY (Pittsworts): 1T am h‘“‘dltllv
in wupport of any measure which can reason-
ably be expected to deal with any injurious
frusts or combines in Quom~1dnd but the
fivst (]\IO’U()H for us to decide is \\hothm any
necessity exists for this Bill. 1t bas been
pointed out that an Act has been in existence
for years past, which gives the Government
all the powers they require; and even sup-
posing thm a Federal c¢nactment prevented
the State Government from interfering with
profiteeving, why have not the Government
taken action during the months since that
enactment ceased to operate? The (Govern-
ment have full #nd ample powers in th
regavd, and if at the present time they say
they have no power, and this Bill is abso-
lutely necessary, it only shows that they are
going in for more window-dressing.

I am particularly interested in this Bill,
so far as the primary producers of Queens-
land ave Loncmned, and I maintain that
this Bill presses them very hardly indeed.
On the one hand, we find that the Depart-
ment of \duculture and Stock is ostensibly
inviting them to store fodder, urging them
to make ensilage, and 20 on in order that
they may l\oop up their supply of dairy
products and keep their cattle, sheep, and
other animals alive in times of drought.
Now we find them coming along with this
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Bill and literally pointing a pistol at the
farmer’s head, saying, ‘‘If you collect any
fodder on your farm we have the right to
take it from you.” That is the peculiar
method the Government have of encouraging
the man on the land.

A good deal has been said by the hon. mem-
ber for Port Curtis regarding butter trans-
actions since this Government assumed office.
14 is no use talking in the strain he adopted.
It is a well-known fact that the Government
cornmandeered the producers’ butter at 50s.
to 60s. less than they could have secured
for it in the Southern markets. We know
rhat the Victorian merchants were offering
prices ranging from 184s. to 200s. per cwt.,
and the producers were forced to sell at 140s,
to 146s. It 1s absolutely futile for members
on the Government side to maintain that this
s not correct. It is ancient history, and
anybody who knews anything in regard to
the industry knows that the figures I have
gnoted are absolutely correct. (Hear, hear )

Exception has been taken by the hon.
member for Port Curtis to the action of the
Federal authorities in buying up many tens
of thousands of rabbit skins, and he says
that they have made a tremendous profit
out of them. They paid what was con-
sidered at the time a very fair price for
those skins, and they have made a large
profit, but it is impossible to trace the origin
of those rabbit skins. They were bhought
by agents all over the country in the various
States, and it is absolutely impossible to
trace them. How can this Government
charge the Federal authorities with keeping
back profits from people whom they have no
possible chance of tracing?

I am glad to notice one good feature about
the Bill—that is, that not only primary
producers are affected. Hitherto the Govern-
ment have fixed the prices only of those
goods which have been produced by the
farmer. The farmer has heen penalised
fo a very great extent in the prices of his
farming machinery, the cost of which at the
present time Is absolutely prohibitive in some
cases.  Very much of the machinery which
is absolutely necessary to him is two or three
times, sometimes four times, as much as in
the United States, where so much farm
machinery is manufactured. But the fact
remains that this profiteering-—we may well
call it profiteering, and 1 am absolutely
opposed to this form of business—is absolutely
out of the hands of the State Government, and
the men who are forcing up the prices of
machinery are entirely outside the reach of
this Bill. The only thing the Government
can do is to offer all possible encouragement
to the various industries, which will make
it possible for the people of Queensland to
secure their machinery and other articles at
a moderate cost. This Bill is only window-
dressing, and, in the main, very little good
will accrue.

It has been admitted freely by men on the
Government side that the main object of this
Bill is to procure cheap food for the people
of Queensland. We are glad to have that
admission, although we have known all along
that it is a fact. The farmers, as I have
pointed out, have been penalised in many
directions, when they purchase clothing and
boots for themselves and their children,
machinery or building materials, and so omn.
They have to pay very large sums indeed—
far more than the articles are worth—but
the Government have made no effort to
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assist in that divection, but rather have
penalised them in that they have forced
them from time to time to sell their products
at very much below the actual cost of
production,

I notice that one clause of the Bill pro-
vides that any services which may be ren-
dered to the people shall be affected by this
Bill. I would like to know whether barristers,
doctors, and other specialists, who charge
exorbitant rates from time to time when they
get the opportnnity—or many of them—are
to come within the scope of the measure.
The Government have sald nothing with
regard to the matter. Some members of the
medical and legal professions make as many
thousands of pounds as the unfortunate
farmers—I was going to say—make shillings,
and until the present time we have not heard
anything whatever of action being taken in
regard to such professions.

ted in
We

1 notice a great deal of power i
the Minister and in the Comm
have no guarantee that the cost of production
is to be taken into account. We may take it
for granted that the Commissioner and the
Minister will find rheir sympathies going cut
towards the men in the cities. in the towns,
and in the mining centres—the pecple svho,
generally speaking, keep the present Govern-
ment on the Treasury henches. Because of
this fact, and the great powers wl
vested in the Minister and the Comm
we will find once more that the pe
are living in rural districts—those
interested in primary production—
penalised in order to give cheap fo
people who are living in the big citie
absolutely necessary, if this Bill becoms
that a bhoard should be appointed to fix
price of the farmers’ products, a beard on
which the farmer shall have big representu-
tion hecause he is so very much in
TUnless some such provision is made
the Bill, we will find that the farmers, ins
of being assisted, will be still more retarded
in their work from time to time. We hear
members opposite talking about the land
values increasing, and production ir sing.
I am very sorry to have to admit that
throughout the length and breadth of Queens-
Jand we find that land values have gonedown,
1 an safe in saying, fully 50 per cent. On
the Darling Downs, and in many other parts
of Queensland, land which once was worth up
to £7 per acre is now worth only £3 to £4
per acre. Onc of the causes is that we have
a heavy land tax imposed on freehold land.
Another reason is that the Government have
introduced their system of leasehold tenure,
and the people who, generally speaking, have
little confidence in the Government; who
object to the land tax which has been
imposed, and who dread what is coming in the
form of fresh taxation, say that while we have
this Government in power they will go in for
leasehold and make use of it untit such time
as we get a stable Government on which we
can depend. At the present time freehold is
a drag in the market. Those who are think-
ing of taking up land have no confidence in
the Government, and very few will think of
purchasing freehold when they can gecure for
a very small payment per vear suitable land
to allow them to carry on their farming
operations.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
leases.

Mr. BAYLEY : When the time comes that
we have a good, solid, rcasonable, just, and

Perpetual

Mr. Bayley. ]
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wise Government in power, we will find that
these people will immediately petition to
have their leasehold land converted into
frechold, because that is the tenure which is
desired. At the present time leasehold is
simply regarded as an expedient. We find
that under this Bill it will be impossible, if
the Commissioner or the Minister sees fit, for
farmiers to store any quantity of forage to
tide them over a time of drought and
scareity. It will be possible under this Bill
for the Minister to sell his produce—his hay,
ensilage. miaize, or any other crop—at the
fixed price. A drought may come almost
immediately. That man will be unprovided
for. and may lose much of his stock on
account of the action of the Government. It
is  highly desirable that the Government
should take steps, before the Bill goes
through this House, o see that such amend-
ments are made as will give the farmer some
protection, as will not foree the primary
producer to hand up the grain, the hay, or
the ensilage which he has put by in order to
save his stock in times of adversity and
drought.  Anything which will tend to
cheapen the necessaries of life to the people,
s0 long as it is <done In a just way, will be
heartily welconied by me. I am quite pre-
pared to admit that the great advances which
have been made, so far as the wages of the
workers are concerned, arc absolutely useless
when we compare them with the extra cost
of living. Large numbers of workers who
are in receipt of wages have told me that
they are poover as regards their power of
purchasing than they were years ago when
thev had ounly two-thirds of the wages they
now receive. If anything can be done by
this or a other Government to get over
this difficulty I will be extremely pleased,
because my sympathies are with the poor
class more thap with any other class of the
communitv. Let there be justice to all,
whetiier they are rich or poor, but any man
who has any humanitarian feeling must have
the strongest sympathy for the man who is
down and who needs assistance. Members
generally on this side of the House voice
those sentiments, and we are prepared to
give the Government all the assistance which
lies in our pewer if they are prepared to give
us a good measure which will be effective and
just.

Mr. VOWLES : I have listened very atten-
tively to a large number of speeches in this
Chamber on the second reading of this Bill,
and from the introduction hy the Minister, T
think, down to almost every individual
speaker on the GGovernment side, I am pre-
pared to say that the only object they had
in speaking was to do a little bit of elec-
tioneering and get into training for next
month. (Government laughter.) Was that
not very patent to-night when the hon.
member for Port Curtis went through his
facings, gesticulated, almost went wild in his
denunciation of Mr. Hughes and all con-
nected with him? This is not the place for
fighting political battles or criticising Federal
members in their actions. T always under-
stood that on the second reading of a Bill
hon. members in this Chamber were supposed
to keep to the principles confined in the Bill
and to debate them. To-night, hon. gentle-
men on the other side have gone clean away
from that. We have got to the position now
ﬂwtﬂin seems to me we can discuss anything
at ail.

The SECRETARY FOR RarLwavs: It is a very
comprehensive measure, you know.

[Mr. Bayley.
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Prevention Bill.

Mr. VOWLES : Has it anything to do with
the Federal elections? Can the hon. gentle-
man point out—unless it is under the dragnet
clause—something which affects the people of
Queensland?  This Bill is framed on the
assumption that profiteering is going on in
Quecensland. Hon. gentlemen on the other
side told us they were going to give us
instances which would convince us that pro-
fiteering existed. Up to date no instances
have been given. The only evidence of this
profiteering was in regard to what is taking
place outside Australia. The Minister for
Agriculture last night went to a great deal
of trouble to produce figures and schedules,
and the returns of shipping companies, and
to «deal with Awmerican matters. He very
carefully kept away from any reference to
transactions of a similar class in Queensland,
purely and simply by reason of the fact that
he could not produce them. If profiteering
i« rampant, if the people are being exploited,
1 think every honest man, not onlv in this
Chamber, but in Queensland, is out to see
that those people are brought to book.
Members of the Opposition do not escape
these high charges. We have our families to
keep. We have to clothe our children. We
know that the prices are extraordinary. We
want to protect ourselves as much as we do
the community, because we are portion of
the community. But we know that there is
such a thing as a law of supply and demand ;
that if there is a shortage of any commodity
the price of it naturally soars high because
there is a bigger demand for it. We know
very well that as far as boots are concerned
the cost of production has gone up m every
direction. Tvery person who handles the
product, from the time the leather is taken
nf the beast’s back to the making of the
boot and the bringing of it into the shop,
has had an increase of wages. All those
increases in some way affect the price of the
article. Then there was a shortage of
material. We know, as far as that is con-
corned, that the Government themselves sold
the leather from the State station to foreign
buvers, and it has gone out of Queens-
Tand. Is that assisting fo keep down the
price of a commodity? Profiteering 1s the
excuse for the introduction of the Bill, and
i+ has been introduced for the purpose of
an election. The whole object of this Bill
is to be able to control the production of all
the necessaries of life. Tf we are going to
have the Labour CGovernment behaving to
the producers in such a manner as this
Government did in the early portion of their
career: if we are going to have them taking

‘away their commodities and selling them at

o price which is less than the cost of produc-
tion, I ask how on earth are you going to
cncourage those people to remain upon the
land? We are told that the solution of the
present trouble, and of most troubles, is to
be found in increased production; that we
chould induce the people to till the land:
that we should take the people out of the
cities and place them upon the land in order
to make ourselves self-contained by increas-
ing the production of all that is necessary for
cur existence. But if you are going to have
this class of legislation, if you are going to
make the present producer of any article in
the country sell it at whatever price he can
get for it in the city for the purpose of
giving cheap food to the workers in the city
Z_at a price which is not fair to the man who
is producing it—how on earth is he going to
pay a fair rate of wages? He has to employ
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men. he has to make a certain margin of
profit m cover interest on his capital and
to allow for depreciation. He has to do all
that oot of production. If you are not going
to allow bim, in the direction of co-operation,
or in any <ther direction, to storc his articles
when *hr‘h is a surplus and malke provision
for the iime when there is going to be a
ztump sc that he can get a reasonable price

all the scur round, he may immediately cease
to preo ’w -, and the man in the city will find
that when the goods are not coming down

from countrv they will have to be
abtained 01~ewhere and he will have to pay
a much greater price than ever he has done

hefore. It was suggested to-night by the hon.
member for Port Curtis and the hon. member
for roy that the farmer was to be

excluded from this Bill; that it was never
intendesd to include him. I have here the
Victorisn «draft Bill. and they specially
exemnpi the farmer. Under the defimtion of
 necessary commodity »7 they mention all the

ssary commodities, and then say it does
lude any prescribed agricultural pro-
» the ownership or possession of the
grower or producer thereof.

At 9 <'elock p.m.,

Mr. BertRAM (Chairman of Committees)
took the chair as Deputy Speaker.

Mr. VOWLIES: The  farmers and the
workers in Brisbane are dependent on one

another. If the worker cannot get his sup-
plies, uwn the cost of living will be dearer.
The ¢ we encourage the producer the
more 1 worker will get his supplies of
produce. So it is better for the worker in

way to encourage production. This
gives power to a Comimissioner to c¢om-
mandier all the stacks of food that a pro-
vident farmer may pubt by in good times
and distribute it to the 11np1owdent farmer.
The Bill sets out to make a maximum price.
We have had a few instances and experiences
of that in Queensland under the Control of
Trade Act. We know what happened then,
and the farmer knows to his cost. We know
that as o result of the actions of the Govern-
ment st that time that many dairymen
went out of business and sold their cows.
That was a bad thing for Queensland and
for the eountry, too. Unfortunately, many
female cows were butchered, with the resuls
that production was gone for all time, so
far as they werc concerned. What is the
principie involved in this Bill? Here we
are going to have a Commission of one man
who has the power of investigation, and in
that investigation he has the right to call
assessors to his aid. But when you come to
sum up the whole position you will find that
he is merely a political creature, because
he first of all holds his office at the pleasure
of the Minister. He has got no security
of tenure for his office. In another portion
of the Bill you are told that the Commis-
sioner shall be subject to the direction and
control of the Minister, so that it is a
political job after all, with one man as a
ﬁgurohoad representing the Government. If
a man’s fortunes are to be impaired. and if
the G(wﬂmment is to have the power to enter
into a man’s place and seize his goods, if
the Government can enter upon any farm or
warcheuse, or cold stores, surely there ought
to be a board on which the man whose goods
are seized can have representation and see
that he gets a fair deal. (Hear, hear!)
TFurther, there is no right of appeal A
good deal has been said throughout the course
of this debate that this Government has not
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the power to deal with price-fixing, but you
know that that is not so. Xver since this
Government came into power they had full
power under the Control of Trade Act to
deal with this subject. That Act is still on
the statute-book. They have that power
to-day to do all that they are asking to do
in this measure.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
You were not satisfied with the operation of
that Act.

Mr. VOWLES: When the hon. member for
Port (thtl‘\ was speaking I asked him to
refer to clause 2 of the Control of Trade Act.
He said he would, but he skilfully avoided
it. As he has not read it, I will do so.
Clause 2 of the Control of Trade Act reads
as follows:—

“This Act shall come into operation

“on a dax to be named by the Governor in

Council by plOCld.Indthll published in
the * Gazette,’” and shall remain in force
during such period or extsnded period
a5 the Governor in (ounml by proclama-
tion published in the ‘Gazette, from
time to time declares.”

Mr. CartEr: It is a war measure.

Mr. VOWLES: The hon. gentleman may
say the same about the Sugar Acqu151t10n
Act, but are you not working under that Act
every day of your life? Although the war
is over the Government have still got the
power to act under the Control of Trade Act.
The power remains until it is gazetted out
by the Government. The regulations under
the War Precautions Act In 10”‘([1‘(1 to these
various commodities were ploclal*ned out of
existence in May last, so that from May last
this Government has had the power to regu-
late prices if it desired to do so. They had
the same powers as they are asking for in
this Bill.

Mr. CARTER:
ment.

Mr. VOWLES: The hon. member for Port
Curtis was the chief offender in this respect
when he said the Government did not have
the power to deal with pricefixing. He
said that the Government were powerless
under the War Precautions Act Regulations.
I would like to direct the attention of the
House to an article which appears in the
“ Brisbane Courier ”” of the 5th August last
dealing with the Royal Commission on coal
prices. You will remember that at that time
there was some trouble about coal at the
Railway Department. I will quote the
reinarks of no less a person than the Hom.
T. J. Ryan. Premier of Queensland. It has
a very great bearing on the contention of
the hon. member for Port Curtis this even-
ing. This is what Mr. Ryan said—

“The Government doecs not admit its
liability to comply with the recent Com-
monwealth order fixing the price of coal.”

There we have Mr. Ryan sarying that the
Government does not admit its hablhtv to
be bound by the price-fixing of the Common-
wealth Government so far as coal is con-
cerned. That was in August. The pro-
clamation issued by the Commonwealth in
regard to certain “commodities was issued
in May, but another proclamation had been
made in respect of coal, and here we have
vour infallible Premier and lawyer coming
along and giving it as his opinion, dn‘ectlv
conhmv to the hon. member for Port Curtis
to-night.

So have the Federal Govern-

Mr. Vowles.]
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My, Carter: You know it is & war organisation which is acting wrongly. aund
measure. which is making use of any seetion of the
Mr, VOWLES : I know that is going to be community. If there is anyone acting

the stock in trade of the Government during
the Federal elections. It is just as well that
the people of Queensland that we hear so
nach about should know that we have on
our statute-book an Act which enables the
Government to deal with this matter. I am
soing to move an amendment to give the
Govermment an opportunity of makmg some
inquiries into this matter. The Government
have not given us any evidence of profiteer-
ing or of the existence of combines or
monopolies in Queensland. What I desire
is that a Royal Commission should be
appointed to inquire into these matters and
yeport to the Government. No doubt, in
doing that, I will be told that I am guilty
of delaying the passage of the measure.
do mot think that even the most sanguine
gentleman sitting on the Government side
ro-night imagines that this Bill is going to
become law before the Housc rises, which I
understand is going to be next Friday weck.
Tf the Royal Cominission is appointed, they
can collect all the evidence which would
justify the necessity of putting this measure
on the statute- boo]\ or not by the time the
Flouse meets again, The wholo object of the
forming of this Commission is to inve
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
to delay and protect the profitecr.

Mr. VOWLES: The whole object
amendment 1is
mvestumte That is the function of the
Commissioner under the Bill he Commis-
sion gan make inquiries into the business of
certain trading institutions and see whether
they are behaving in a legal way or other-
wise. We can ]udge by the report of the
Yoyal Commission whether 1% is necessary to
put the Bill on the statute-book or not. I
therefore wish to move the following amend-
ment :—

“That all the words after the word
‘Bill’ be omitted with a view of inserting
in their place the words ‘be suspended
until & Royal Commission be appointed—

(1) To inguire into the increased cost
of living and the reasons thereof.”

That is just simply what the Commissioner
will do under this Bill. He will make
inquiries into the increased cost of living.
Then my amendment reads on—
“(2) To inquire into the existence in
Queensland of trusts, monopolies, and/or
combines, and of profiteering generally.”

of the
to have a Lommquon to

T don’t think anyone will take any exception
to that.

“(3) That the Government during such
suspension exercise the powers vested in
it under the Conirol of Trade Act of
1914 to prevent undue prices being
charged to the public, and in any other
direction it may be deemed desirable.”

If the Government is honest, and if this Bill
is not brought forward for the purposes of
the coming Federal elections to take place
in the next two months, they will accept the
amendment. I think all the speeches that
have been made here on the Government side
have been for the purpose of trying to sway

votes. If not, the Government will agree to
have the Commission appointed as I sug-
gested. We are all personally interested in

this matter. T sece no reason whv I should
stand up here to support any combination or

[Mr. Vowles.

wrongly, I want to sce him brought to
carth. I want to see reduced prices as much

as anyone, but, first of all, I want to see
an inquiry made to find if prices ar: unrea-
sonably high or not. We ha\e many

instaunces given where ptht( is going
on, but when you come to sift thcm ()dt you
cannot find that there is any profitecering
going on in Queensland. We have no control
over the Imported article. We must import
as we <o not produce ourselves, and we have
got to take the article at the p offerad
to us. When we import, then ever who
handles that article naturally wa: 3 make
a profit out of it. We know quite
if @ man had a thousand pounds =
stock before the war, if

seth of
the p1 of that

satme stock rises 100 per cent., got
to protect himself. If he selis old
price, how on earth is he going 1a back
his business. Ile must keep abre of the
times or clse he will never get his business
back. We are told that retailers ars making

exorbitant profits. They cannoi get rid of

their stuff at a loss because when they buy
again they have to pay an mﬂe d price.
1 “think inquiry should be made if theve
is any profiteering going on it ould he
dealt with at once. For those rsons, 1
asls that a Commission be appoi We
want proper evidence. We do not want hear-

say evidence. We do not want anvone fo
say that they heard profiteering going
on. We want to know exactly w we are
dealing with, and trace those 20N5 We

hear so much about, if they are }‘m“xcwm
I trust the Minister will consider ¢
'Lbll]t\' of accepting my amendment,
for the very purpose that the office
missioner is constituted—that 13 to i

vostigate

these matters—and he will be so manr more
months ahead when Parliament : again,
than if the Bill were allowed to fizzle out

and Parliament adjourns—as we u stand

it will

Mr. BELL (Fassifern): 1 beg to second
the amendment of the hon. m r for
Dalby, and 1 hope the Minister wili accept
it. 1t is only delaying the Bill until proper

inquiries have been made. We have listencd
to a great deal of argument, but have not
had the proper definition of a ** profitcer’
from any member on the other sid Surely
it is only right that more inquiries should
be made before such a drastic Bill 1s put
into operation! Since the late Denham
Government passed the Control of Trade Act
in 1914, this Government has taken advan-

tage of it, in some measure, in the con-
trolling of prices. Mr. Samner was
appointed comptroller, and fixed the prices

of various commodities, I am sure that the
Opposition have no wish to delay the passing
of this measure or put any obstruction in

the way. We would only be too pleased to
assist the Gov ernment to find the profiteer.
We know that prices have gone up con-
siderably, possibly owing to the dry woeather

which Qucensland has been experiencing for
some years. It would be very uz - to the
primary producers to fix the price of their
produce when it is scarce, and when there
is a surplus allow them to fix it themselves.
The law of supply and demand would come
in and fix the price when thers was a
surplus. It is very easy to make
ment, but 1t is a different thing to
and we have had no proof,
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debate, to show where undue profits have
been made, or how to stop it. We have
‘had some experience of the Government
st'eppiz‘«g' in to fix the price of commodities,
and I suppose they feel in some way justified
in doing this—possibly redcemmg some of
their « lestion promises of 1915. At that time
they iold the people that if they were
veturned the cost of living would be reduced,
but ever since they have been In power it

has bein increasing, and Queensland is
to-cdas e of the dearest States in the
Commomnwealth,

Hon. J. G. Arper.: The deavest.

My, Kimwan:
the Bill?

Mr. BELL: Although this Government
had power under the Contlol of Trade Act,
they only used it when 1t suited themselves
in fixing the price of farmers’ produce, sach
as wheat. When the Government purchased
the Statn stations, we were told that the
stock fwom them would be used in the State
butchere’ shops, but we find that they have
been g those stations to increase their
reven Very few of the stock have been
sent 1o the Sfate butchers’ shops, but_hayve
heen sold at as high a price as could be
obtained  from  the Imperial  Government
and the Southern States. The only way to
cheapen ing is to encourage ploductxon
(Hear, hear!) But a Bill like this is going
to hamper the farmer. In the different dis-
fricts Queensland the farmers and their
sons wiil tell you that they are jolly fools
to be on the land; that they would be better
off it a comfortable Government billet. In
my own distriet manv young fellows are
leaving their farms and applvmw for Govern-
ment rositions.

v, Kirwan: If one of them runs against
vou next election, yeu will have a rough
passare

Why delay the passing of

The hon. member for Bris-
game to tackle me anyhow.
I have much pleasure in second-
ing ho amendment moved by the hon.
membsr for Dalby.

The "“{"RFTARY "OR PUBLIC WORKS:
Mr. Deputy Speaker, I just rise, out of
courtexy, to reply to the amendment of the
hon mmember for Dalby, and also to indicate
the remarkable attitude of the Opposition.
This amondment is a deliberate attempt to
protect tire profiteers—(Opposition dissent)—
and pubhc attention should be drawn to i,
because it is simply a side-tracking amend-
ment—a deliberate aim at destroying the
Bill. to enable the profitcers to carry on for
a further six or iwelve months.

Mr. VOWLES:

pone it,

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:

The House is going to post-

No, it is not. The hon. member Is presuming
too much. I think he will find that the
Tlouse s this Bill before we rise to-night.
(Hear, hear )

Mr. Vowtres: This House, certainly.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
Well. the yespousibility of destroying the
measure or delaying it will certainly not
rest upon the Government,

Mr. Sizer: What iz the use
duplicate powers?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
I want to peint out that profiteering is rife
in Queensland. And it 1s even admitted by

of having
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hon. members opposite. Let me quote briefly
from the speech of the hon. member for
Oxley last night He said this—
¢ There is one sphere in which I think
profiteering is rife in Queensland—that
it In women’s apparel.”’

He gave several show were
profiteering is rife.
An  OPPOSITION

instance.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
Although he opposed the measure in several
respects he gave splendid evidence. He gave
figures which I am not going to quote, but
which are embedded in the four corners of
“ Hansard.” He further said this—

**1 am going to refer a little later on
to instances where combines exist to
restrict trading in Queensland.”

There is the evidence of hon. members
opposite that combines exist and that pro-
fireering is rampant in Queensland.

Mr. Vowrrs: He did not say——
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
This is what he said--

*“ There is onec sphere in which pro-
fiteering 1s rife.”

instances to

MeMBER: He gave no

te gave one instance, supported by figures
n * Hansard.”

An OrpoSITION MEMBER :
to motor oil business.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC VVORKS
He was not referring to the motor oil busi-

%3 he was rcfe,mmg to women’s apparel.
again, he pointed out that there wers
numerous instances of combines restricting
trade in Queensland. Yet the hon. member
for Dalby_comes along with an amendment,
deliberately aiming to destroy a measure
which has for its purpose the object of con-
trolling thme combines and the profiteering
which the hon. member for Oxley said exists.

I want to point out further, Mr. Deputy
Spenker, that the Bill, if paised will con-

He was referring

stitute, as it were, ‘the Commission the
amendment  asks for.  The Lon11111ss1011§31
under the Bill, if it becomes an Act, will

hava power to ‘make inquiries that would be
made by the Commission the hon. member
desires to see appointed. The fullest investi-

gation will be made; and, if there is no
profiteering, there will be no fixation of
prices.

Mr. VOWLES:
well, you know.
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
The Commissioner under the Act will have
power io  ascertain the cause; he will
have the fullest power in cvery possible
direction to do what can be done under
the Commission asked for.

A GoverxMeENT MEuBER: And he will have
power which the Commission would not have.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
Yes. He would have power to deal with
profitcering, which the Commission would
not have. The Commission would only
have to veport to Parliament, and would
then be faced with the reeponmblhty of
proving what was apparent to everybody in
Australia, and which is apparent all over
the civilised world, Italy, France, America

1 want to find the cause as

—in all these place: legislation is being
passed to deal with the matter. The Intel-
state Commission proved that pernicious

and that undue profits
Hon. J. Larcombe')

combinations exist,
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are being made, and yet hon
say there is no evidence of a monopoly,
combination, or profiteering.

Mr. VowLis: You quoted the Colonial
Sugar Refining Company, and you know
their profits were made in Fiji.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
I know that the profits of the Colonial
Sugar Refining Company, the shipping com-
bine, and the tobacco trust, and all the
U‘leat companies referred to by the Inter-
state Commission were partly made in this
State, TFurther, I want to point out that
this amendment is just in harmony with what
has been done by the Federal Government.
They say they will appoint a Commission
to inquire into and xnvesmgate the question
of profiteering and improper combinations
in Australia. The Federal Government are
going to appoint a Commission to inquire
ito something which they have had the
power to do during the last three years or
c0, and which they refused to do. They
protected the profiteer, and we know the
veason why. It is because the profiteer has
been, and is now, providing funds to return
the Hughes Administration to power. 1
think the object of this amendment will be
quite obvious to the people of Queensland.
It 1s deliberately aimed at a measure which
proposes to deal with an wurgent and
important problem—a problem which is
responsible for industrial and sccial unrest,
and general discontent in the community,
and one that hon. members opposite gener-
ally, in an abstract sense, have admitted is
a difficult one, and one Whmh exists.  Yet,
when we have definite legislation to deal
with this problem, we have this side-tracking
amendment moved. I am certain that the

amendment will meet with the fate it
deserves. (Hear, hear!
Hon. W. H. BARNES: The Minister who

has just resumed his seat has practically
followed along the lines of his second reading
address—that, after all, this is a )
~hich ig really intended for electionsering
purposes.  He has not proved, either during
his speech upon this amendment or during
his previous speech, that profitee mg Xt
in Queensland. He has dealt with certain
institutions, with thosc Who have
{9.30 p.m.] had to do, and are doing, the
work of this State to»day, but he
has not on any one occasion proved a single
charge a(rmnst an institution or corporatior
He has melelv sald, speaking in Pcneuhtle“
that profiteer D1sgm=e it as he
may, the fact does remain that no attempb
hias been made during the last three or four
vears, except in the early stage of the
Government’s administration, tc use the Ar‘
which gave them ample power to deal with
e thm“s if they exist, They have sSmply
ed to sidetrack the issue by laying
door of the Federal Government charges
they have failed to do their duty. The fact
remains that the Government of which fho
hon. member is a member have ab&o utely
failed, if they helieve profiteering exi ats, to
tackle it. I want to ask every member if
the amendment is not one which goes in he
direction of getting full information? What
has been one of the failures of our politica
life? Has it not been running off at =
tangent and bringing in hastily legislation
which afterwards has to be amended ? If the
hon. member believes these things, why does
he ruthlessly turn down an amendment which
touches the whole thing? I venture to say

[Hon. J. Larcombe.
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that the reason he turns down the
ment in so cavalier a fashion is
believes that it will be found that in £}
in Queensland there is very little pro uer?ng‘.
Let us look at the arguments he used. One
was the shipping comblne. I am not pre-

pared to say that there is not a shipping
combine, or that there is, but I want to ask
the hon. member whether he has power to
touch the trading of vessels to Queensland?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS : We can
restrict their Quecnsland operations.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: One of the vory
faults of the Government has been that they
have sought to restrict operatio Thew
know from the very fact of the number of
unemployed, and from their own Lahour
Bureau, that thousands are feeling the effects
of the restrictions of operations.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS :
were more under your Administratior.

amend-

Thara

Hox. W. H. BARNES: I say that 15 -3
absolutely necessary, in the interests of the
State, that we should get the information

which is obtainable. The hon. member has
power to get it under the amendment, aud
vet, forsooth, he gets up and repeats his
previous statements without giving one tittle
of evidence to support his (ugument I am
responsible for my own utterances, and I say
as & member of this House that if there 1s a
profiteer, and if the lifeblood is taken ouL
of any person or persons in the communi
am out to help hit those people. (Gov
ment laughter.) There is the vacaut lauzh
of the hon. member for Bowen which indi-
cates a vacant mind. And the laughter cf
hon. members is only in keeping with tha
generalities that have been indulged by
the Minister.

Reference has been made to the hown.
member for Oxley. He, along the lLines of
the argument he developed last night—I do
not oft(‘n differ with a member on this side—
referred to tomatoes, and suggesied thar
there might be d]On(" the lines of the fruis
industry an opportumny for nationalisation,
although he did not use the word I am using.
But what is the position in regard to that
particular line? Is not the hlgh price which
15 ruling entirely duc to the drought con-
ditions and the law of *upply and demand’
Is this House going to embark on any Qe flon
whicli iz going to have the effect of ¢l ()smg,
up the smallest person in the commuui’y?
I wish every member would take the trow’ Sle
to see what is going on in connecticn W ith
these commodltle and I s say that if you do
close them up vou arc closing up m

small man Lmd woman who are getting au
living, and who from the very (ompounon
which exists are endeavouring to get fair

values {or those who produce. We hu\«"“ aot
to get right down to the bedrock of . B
in Quo(\nshnd Whether we like to Im)l\ at
it fairly and squarely, the fact remains that
production is getting less and less, and I
want to ask if that is good for Qu(\o‘ns“.nd?
T say that any man who has the good of this
State at heart must fecl that it eunnot
prosper if you are going to drive peop‘sn oft’
the land. That is what 13 happening. I want
to repeat what I previously saidthat it
scems to me that vou have to deal with
questions which are vital to the prod:
not so much with the question of profitee
but the question of enabling the man on the
land to live. ILet me give an illustration.
To-day, in one of the stroets of this citv. T
met a woman who had come from Garton,
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and had been eight and a-half vears in the
country farming with her husband She said
she had been forced to give it up. That is
the position of many pLOp]C in Queensland
to-day. And yet this Bill 1s coming forward.
What for? 1 venture to say very largely for
creating more billets. There is in the Bill
one clause which says that the person who
shall be appointed as Commissioner is not
under the control of the Public Service
Board.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLic WoRKS : Did you
not pass a similar Act in 19147

Hox. W. H. BARNES: We did; but the
war was on—(Government laughterj—and we
had to deal with the supply of troops with
meat, and we rose to the occasion and did
it, and so we did in connection with the
Control of Trade Act, which the hon.
member has not been game to bring into
operation.  (Interruption.) Hon. members
on the other side have forgotten that these
very things are sucking the lifeblood out of
the community. What did one hon. member
say in regard taq this profiteering? He
practically *‘let the cat out of the bag” and
stated that he did not care if wheat became
lower. What cares he or membels on the
other side, so long as they can play to the
gallery and get the votes of the community ?
That 1s exactly what is troubling them. That
hon. member said deliberately that, so far
as the wheat producers were concerned, it
did not matter very muech if wheat prices
came down. What is responsible very largely
for the cost of living as we find it to-day?

Mr. Camrrer: The profitcering by the
middleman.

Ho~. W. H. BARNES: There is that noisy
memnm from Port Curtis. Some commodi-
ties have been brought to the point of high
prices because men for a time have Stluck—
I speak of what I know, and if you have to
pay £4 a ton to bring plOduCt from Albury
to Brisbane, when you could get it by
steamer at a much less freight, we know that
the man who consumes those ‘commodities is
the man who pays.

The HOME SECRETARY :
that strike?

Hon. W. H. BARNES: T know nothing
about that. I have mno svmpathv with any-
thing that is unfair, but when you have
alblnatlon why not abide by arbitration,
or let arbitration go by the board? The
hon. member asks me whose fault the strike
was. 1 say it was the fault of hon. members
like himself, who have preached to the
gallery, who have led men to believe that
they have been downtrodden and oppressed,
and now those men have become an instru-
ment that they cannot control.

The HoMeE SecrETARY: I tuned you up
when you were giving only £1 2. 6d. a
week in the sugar- -hills.

Hon. W. H. BARNES: There are other
moftems you meet with. What is going to
become of the man who is ploﬁtceunﬂ at
gambling, who has his game of chance, and
comes out some night winning hundreds of
peunds?  Is not he a profiteer? And vet,
forsooth, we see these things glossed over.

The HoMe SEcRETsRY: Barnes and Co.,
who corner potatoes and gamble in them—the
people’s food.

. Hon. W. H. BARNES: The hon. member
has the temerity to sav that a firm to which
I belong have gambled in the people's food.

Whose fault was
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I say it is an absolute falsehood, and the
hon.  member knows it, and it is only an
expression that would come from an hon.
member of the class in which he is.

The Hoye SpcreTary: You gamble in the
people’s food.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Orderl

Hox. W. H. BARNES: Let me say that,
if T do, he is at the same time a member
of a Cabinet behind a State industry which
is also gambling in the food of the people.

OrrosrrioNn MeMBERS : Hear, hear!

Hox. W. H. BARNES: 1 will not admit
the gamble, but I do admit that we have had
in this House abundant proof of the prices
that have been charged by the Government
in their institutionS*in the fish shops, in the
refreshment-rooms, in their butchers’ shops.
They do it so that they may deliberately
take down the weakest in the community.
We have heard a good deal about the
profiteering. Let me put another side of
the picture, There was a time when,
throughout the country, there was a cry of
““ Chillagoe.” The Chillagoe people were
said to have got at the throat of the com-
munity and sucked the very lifeblood out of
it. We know that those people lost hundreds
of thousands of pounds in developing the
State. And would you call the man who,
in days past, in this fair State of Queensland
humped his “bluey,” humped his swag, or
followed the bullock-dray and went out to
make this community what it is, and who got
some benefit as a result of his determination
and the hardships through which he went—
would you call that man_ a profiteer? Of
course, In a sense he was, but 1 say deliber-
ately here to-night that it is a pity we
have not more of that class of wan in the
community to help develop the State of
Queensland.

The HOME SECRETARY :
in the people's food ¥

Hox. W. H. BARNES: The hon. member
knows a little more about mining ard
gambling in mining, and getting huge profits
out of mining, if he will be personal and
challenge me. {Interruption.)

The HoME SECRETARY : I am nob battening
on the people’s food like you are.

Hox. W. II. BARNES: No, vou are
batiening on their eredulitv, and when they
ave casily led, of course  Barkis is willing ”
to do his part. Arve there not other factors
which have been producing what is happening
to-dav? Is not the weather a factor? Yet,
why should the weather have becn a factor ?
When the Government came into office—the
vear that they won at the poll, what was the
cry which was raised? I happen to hold a
placard in my hand. It is printed in red—
a colour not unconnected with the policy
which often has been disloyal. {(Laughter.)
Here it i

Why o you gamble

“ Vote for Barnes, and butter ab 2s.
per 1b., bread at 5d. per loaf, and dear
meat.”

Mr, Corvixsg: Is that in English
German at iz what we want to kno

Hox. W. H. BARNES: Fortunately, it is
in English. Even the hon. gentleman who
interjects can read it. Tt is a little difficult
for him, sometimes, perhaps, to read things.
It say

or in

And vote for McMinn, the Labour
candidate, and cheap food for the
people.”’

Hon. W. H. Barnes.”
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(Government laughter.) What is the posi-
tion? “Whereas the cost of living in Queens-
land was something like 24 per cent. when
the Government came into power, it is now
zhout 60 per cent. Yet we find that the
cheques which have been drawn have not
been honoured. Why? In an attempt to
sidetrack the whole business they are bringing
in a Frofiteering Prevention Bill—as they
call it—and are trylng to make the people
believe that they are out at last, after four
or five years, to try and do their duty, as
they conceive it, and are carrying out their
promises to the people. May I remind hon.
members again that they had the Control of
Act? Can any hon. gentleman sitting
= Treasury bench deny that they used
it? They used it when they could squeeze
the farmer, because he was not a big power
in the community. They used it in other
directions. Now, because there is a Feoderal
clecticn coming along, out comes a Profiteer-
ing Prevention Bill. They have the power
still in their hands to carry out any intention
m thas particular recard. I am not going to
delay the House further than to say this Bill
1s a sham and a humbug, and, in my judg-
raent, it 1s only pub before us to try at this
particular time to make the voters believe
that they are out to pretect them in certain
directions. Again I say, why do they not
accept the amendment of the hon. member
for Dalby, the deputy leader of this party.
aud allow necessary inquiries to be made?
Then. if it can be proved that these things
do exist, they ought to be got at by us as a
united people for the purpose of assisting
the people in Quecnsland.

Mr. SIZER: There is not the slightest
doubt that if any sidetracking is being done
i; 1s being done by hon. gentlemen opposite
to-night, and ever since they have been in
power. Not one hon. gentleman can rise in
his place and say the Government have not
the power to do everything they can do under
thi= Bill.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The
hon. gentleman must confine his remarks to
the amendment.

Mr. SIZER: I will confine my remarks
{o the third portion, If the hon. gentleman
doubts our sincerity I challenge him to issue
a proclamation to-morrow under the Control
of Trade Act. When you have the power
required, why ask for miore power”

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The
hon. member must deal with the amend-
ment,

Mr. SIZER: I say that this Bill might be
delayed. I am as anxious as any other hon.
member in this Chamber to deal with profi-
teering where it exists in Queensland. The
hon. gentleman has admitted that it is a
world-wide problem. Is this one Bill going
n the whole world? Is it going to do

-

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I ask
the hon. member to confine his remarks to
the amendment.

My, BIZER: I am making the point why
the Bill might be delayed.” It is for the
reascn that 1t is a world-wide problem, and
it is uscless to contend that this Bill will
completely destroy profiteering where it
exists throughout the world. What we can
do 1s probably devise a scheme whereby we
can ¢o into the intricate business of regu-
lating  State-manufactured  articles  without

[Hon. W. H. Barnes.
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injuring the community; because it is the
community generally which is going to suffer.
At the end of a searching inquiry we might
be able to introduce a measure which would
effectively control profiteering., There is no
need to duplicate legislation. When you
have the power, why not use it? Do not
attempt to mislead the people by saying you
have not the power, when not one man
sitting on the other side of the Iouse can
deny that they have had the power since
1914—that they have used it when it suited
them, and have not used it since. They are
now endeavouring to sidetrack the whole
question. We challenge them to issue a
proclamation to-morrow to deal with profi-
teering. When they show their sincerity we
might be inclined to believe them.

Question—That the words proposed to be
omitted (Mr. Towles's amendment) stgn@ part
of the motion—put; and the House divided—

Aves, 32.

Mr. Barber Mr. Lloyd

.. Bremnan ., McCormack

,. Carter ,, Mullan
Collins o l’gyne
Cooper, F. A. ,» Riordan
Cooper, W. ,» Ryan, D.
Coyne ,, Ryan, H. J.
Dunstan ., Smith

., Fihelly ,» Stopford
Foley ,, Theodore
Forde ,» Thompson
Free ,, Weir

" Hartley . Wellington

,. Huxham ,»  Whitford

,, Kirwan ,, Wilson
Larcombe ,, Winstanley

Tellers: Mr. Riordan and Mr. Whitford.
Nozs, 16.

Mr. Appel Mr. Gunn
Barnes, G. P. ,, Hodge

,, Barmes, W. H. ,, Moore
Bayley ., Morgan
Bebbington ,» Roberts
Bell ,, Sizer
Eiphinstone ,, Swayne
Grayson ,, vowles

Tellers: Mr. Elphinstone and Mr. Sizer. .
Question—That the Bill be now read a
second time—put and passed.

COMMITTEE.
(Mr. Smith, Mackay, in the chair.}
Clause 1 put and passed.
On clause 2— Application of Act”’—
Mr. BEBBINGTON: I move, on page 2,
after line 5, to insert— )
“(i.) Notwithstanding the foregoing
provisions, nothing in this Aect shail be
construed to apply to farm or other agri-
cultural produce grown on the farm or
premises of the producer thereof while
being held there whether for feed pur-
poses or for sale.”
T am merely following the lines of the Vie-
torian Act, the words of which are— )
“Does not include any prescribed agri-
cultural produce in the ownership or
possession of the grower or producer
thereof.”

It is very necessary here, as it is in Victoria,
that the farmer should be exempt from this
legistation. At the present time the farmer
wants to be frec to produce all the produce
he can. He wants to be free to hold it in
case he wants it for feeding his stock or to
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obtain = higher price if he can get it. At
the pressnt time the average price that the
farmer gets throughout the year
[10 p.r.] is not a living wage. 1f the Com-
missioner can take his produce
from hLiz barn or from his store when he is
waiting for the market to rise, then you are
going to stop production ultogether With
regard i the wheat industry, we know that
it wus ‘ﬂe practice of millers to buy all the
wheat from the farmer at one time, and if
the fa amer liked he could hold his wheat,
DLat he cannot do so under this Bill.

Mr. Corrixs: The farmers are wplesented
on this side of the House. (Hear, hear!)

Mr. BEBBINGTON: This Bill gives the
Lommi iopcr power to take all a farmer’s
stuff away from him. The Commissioner can
take it irrespective of whether the farmer
wants 3t for food purposes or anything else.
Members opposite know nothing about grow-
ing produce. They never grew a bushel of
corn their lives, and they know nothing
abour if a farmer wants to store up any
food at is necessary he should not be
meluded 1 the provisions of this Bill. I
know cne or two farmers that have 80 tons

of stuif who have 100 head of cattle, but
undes shis Bill the Commissioner could seize
this stuif.

Mr. W, CooPEr: Nonsense !

Mr. BEBBINGTON: The Commissioner
has power to seize anything that the farmer
has gt stored wp, because it says in the
Bil wny  article of food for man or

domesticated animal.”
that while tl

All this amendment
stuff remains on the
furin vhe farmer shall have full liberty to
use that stuff as he likes. I ask for the
s=ame principle as the Victorian farmers have.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
The amendment iz absolutely unnecessary,
becaunse in the case where a business s
carried on honestly and fairly there will be
no iuterference with any industry in the
State.

Mr. BEBBINGTON:
he got

asks is

: TUnder what clause has
that security?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
ile has got that security under common
senee and falrness.

Mr. BEBRINGTON :
comman sense ?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC

Have your side ever used

WORKS:

Yes. The hon. member is not exercising
that attribute now. The amendment is
unnecessary, because the policy of the
Govermment is to protect the farmer. The
powe ntained in this Bill are only there
to re if commeodities are improperls
held for wale; wnd not in the case of foodstuffs

stored as tood or for genuine sale, as the
(unonww nt suggests, The hon. fmnfl(‘rnan
guoted the Victorian Act. Why d1dn t he

guote the Tasmanian Act, which was passed
Ly au anti-Labour Government? There is a
long definition there which winds up  as
follows :

Ant article or product recommended
by the Price (ommlsmonnl by proclama-
TU 1

and declared by the Government to
necessary commodity.”

. LAR\EC: Is that a war Act?
SRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:

is a post-war Act. It was passed in
in \oxlth Australia they have a similar
There is a comprehensive proviso

plo\ Bsion
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which 1s necessary to prevent litigation being
raised on fine technical and constitutional
points. The amendment is unnecessary, The
policy of the Government will be the protec-
tion of the primary producer, as well as
every other section of the community.

Mr. GRAYSON: 1 also support the
amendment. We know that the farmers on
the Darling Downs had their wheat com-
mandeered by Mr. Hunter at 3s. 8d. a
bushel when the price was 7s. 6d., and he
compelled the Farmers’ Milling Company to
consign that wheat to Brisbane to the richest
combine of milling companies in Brisbane,

The SecreETarY ror PusrLic Works: Your
own Government passed the Control of Trade

Act which gave him that power, and you
did not object.

Mr. GRAYSON: It was vour Adminis-
tration. The Farmers' Milling Company

were prepared to grist that 7,000 bags of
wheat in their own mill, but Mr. Hunter
would not. allow them to do it. What is the
gocd of the farmers of Queensland trusting
the present Governments to fix prices? Do
you think thev will trast the Government? I

say. ““ No, certainly not.”

The SpcrETARY romr Puprac Works: I say,
“Yes”

Mr. GRAYSON: Under this Bill the

Commhsmnex or, Minister can step into a
man’s premises in any part of Queensland
and take his produce. I know farmers who
store up a lot of produce. I know one man
who has 100 tons of hay which is required
for copsumption. The Commissioner can
step in and seize that hay, and that farmer’s
cows will dic on his fa1m Many wheat
farmers, in the early part of the season when
they thresh wheat, have had no barns in
which to store their grain. If the Govern-
ment are going to commandeer the wheat
that the small farmers have stored waiting
for the high price—and it is generally from
6d. to 1s. a bushel lower in the early part
of the wheat season than Ilater on—if the
Government are going to do this, who will
be at the loss? It will be the small wheat
farmer. I have no sympathy with the man
who has made undue profits out of the war,
and would favour any stringent legislation
that the Government might bring about to
deal with a man of this desoription. But it
is wrong for the Government to have power
to interfere in any shape or form with the
primary producer. We know what the
Government did to the dairymen in com-
mandeering their butter, and the farmers
of Queensland will not forget it. To my
mind the amendment is a very fair and rea-
sonable one, and I trust the Minister will
give it serious comsideration.

Mr. BRENNAN: I want to point out
that the directors of the farmers’ mill in
Warwick got their friends to get 3s. 9d. per
bushel for the wheat, while the ordinary
farmer only got from 3s. 3d. to 3s. 6d.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon.
member must connect his remarks with the
amendment.

Mr. BRENNAN: I say we Lnow very well
that this Government would * play the game
with the farmer,” and there would be no
necessity to doubt that. They would not do
the things which have been done in the past;
they would not prevent farmers coming into
the pool.

Mr. Brennan.)
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Hox. J. G. APPEL: The Minister’s appeal
is based on the record of the Administration
of which he is a member. He says there is
no mnecessity for the amendment, because the
record of his Administration is one which
should cause the primary producer to have
the most absolute confidence in the Govern-
ment. If he bases his reason for refusing
to accept the amendment on those grounds,
all I can say is that the exploitation of the
farmers by the present Administration is such
as would cause them to view with suspicion
any legislation which has not full and
sufficient safeguards so far as their interests
are concerned. Reference has been made
to the State of Tasmania. We know that no
such Administration has ever exercised the
function of government in Tasmania or in
any other State that the present Government
has done. That is generally admitted. The
action of the present Administration has
caused the State of Queensland to be prac-
tically held up to contempt so far as the
Government is concerned,

Mr., D. Ryan: That is a deliberate lie.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: It is an absolute
fact, and if hon. members on the other side,
who profess to represent the primary pro-
ducer, refuse to assist him' by accepting this
a‘nondment, all 1 can say is ““ God help the
primary producer.”” On’ every occasion the
Agricultural Department,. in giving instruc-
tions to cur farmers as to the best methods
to be adopted in connection with harvesting
their crops, have advised them to go in for
storing.  Yet, under the provisions of this
Bill, power will be given to the Director to
1mp0und and seize the stores which the
primary producer has put by in times of
plenty. The Minister refers to the record
of his Administration as being a reason why
this would not be done. If the amendment
is not accepted, the primary producers have
no friends amongst members on that side
of the House, and absolutely no safeguards
so far as those very products are concerned.

Amendment (Mr. Bebbington’s) put; and

the Committee divided :—

Axes, 15,

Mr. Appel Mr. Gunn

, Barnes, G. P. ,, Hedge

., Barnes, W. H Moore

., Bayley .. Morgan

, Bebbington ., Roberts

, Bell ., Swayne

.. Elphinstone ., Vowles

.. Grayson

Tellers: Mr. Swayne and Mr. Elphinstone.

NoEs, 31.
Ir. Armfield Mr. Lloyd
,, Barber .. McCormack
Brennan » Mullan

., Carter ,, Payne

., Colling ., Riordan

. Cooper, F. A, .. Ryan, D,

.. Cooper, W. ,, Ryan, H. J.
., Coyne .. Stopford

., Dunstan Theodore

.. Fihelly Thompson
., Foley Weir

. Forde . Wellington
., Free ., Whitford

., Hartley ., Wilson

,» Huxham , Winstanley

,» Larcombe

Tellers: Mr. Barber and Mr. Stopford.
Jlauses 2, 3, and 4 put and passed.

[fon. J. G. Appel.
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[10.30 p.m.]}

Clause 5—* Appointment of Commissioner
of Prices’—

Mr. MORGAN: I move that the following
words, In lines 49 and 50, page 4, be
omitted :-—

) ““ At the pleasure of the Minister,”
with a view to inserting the words—

“For a period of two years.”

I think that a time limit should be fixed
for the appointment, and I think that the
Commissioner should not be entirely under
the control of the Minister or the Governor
in Council. I think that a man who occupies
such an important position should be a man
of standing. The Minister, I think, will
recognise that the amendment is reasonable.
The appointment could be renewed from
time to time, but for the time being I think
two years is sufficiently long.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS :
I would like to point out to the hon. member
that almost every public servant in the State
is under the control of the Minister. Take
the Lands Department and other depart-
ments. The Minister controls those depart-
ments,

My. Moraay: The Commissioner for Rail-
ways and the Commissioner for Police are
appomto;{ for a period.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS :
And the Commissioner of the Savings Bank
is appointed for a period, and the hon.
member is never done objecting to that
principle. It is only a few weeks ago since
I heard him object strongly. The hon. mem-
ber is opposed to the prineiple in the Bavings
Bank which he wishes to conserve in this
Bill. I would not be satisfying the hon.
member himself by accepting the amend-
ment. It is a maiter of Government policy,
and the Government would be responsible for
what was done under the Acs.

Amendment negatived.

Mr. MORGA\' I move the insertion,
after the words ¢ Governor in Lounc“ 7 in
line 53, page 4, of the words ‘“ not <\Peed-
ing one thousand pounds per annum.” I
think that Parliament should fix the salary
of the Commissioner.

The SECRET'ARY ¥OR PUBLIC WORKS:
The amendmens is unnecessary. It 1s only
overloading the Bill. 1 can tell the Com-
mittee that it is not the intention to ay )pomt
a Commissioner at a salary excseding £1,000.

Amendment put and negatived; and clause
put and passed.

Clauses 6 to 19,
passed.

both inclusive, put and

Clause 20— Powers of Ceommissionsr 7’—

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I move the
tion, after line 51, page 11, of
words :—

“Without prejudice to the last preced-
ing provisions, there shall be constituted
a board of advice consisting of six repre-
sentatives of the cheese, butter, and
bacon industries chosen in the manner
and for the term of office prescribed by
the regulations by the respoctive indus-
tries as follows:—

Two representatives shall be chosen
by the co-operative cheese factories;

Two representatives shall be chosen
by the co-operative butter factories;

One representative shall be cheosen by
the co-operative bacon factories; aund

~insex-
the folinwing
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One representative shall be chosen by
the proprietary bacon factories.

It shall be the duty of the Commissioner
to obtain the advice of the said board
upon matters relating to the fixing of
declared prices for any of the aforesaid
commodities, and he may obtain such
advice by calhnff a meetmfr of the said
board or by such other means as he
thinks proper, and he shall have power
to accept or reject any advice so
obtained :

“ Provided always that he shall not
fix the declared price of any of the afore-
said commodities at a less sum than the
cost of production of the commodity in
question as proved to his satisfaction by
the said board.”

I realise that the industrics dealt with in
that amendment are our greatest industries,
especially for export. OutSIde of our grazing
industry they are the only ones which pro-
duce  articles we  can export. In our
secondary industries we cannot make a billy-
can in competition with the outside world.

Mr. HARrTLEY : They can export billy-goats,
if they cannot export billy-cans.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: If they could, the
hon. member would have been exported long
ago. (Laughter.) Therefore, we are confined
to exporting our own produoe and I think,
what between butter, cheese, and bacon, it
means nearly £3,000,000 a year to us, and
probably a great de al more if we took into
account our local consumption. I remember
that in 1909 and 1910 we had eightecn checse
factories in Quecensland, and they manufec—
tured more cheese than we could use. The
industry was lagging, and was nearly ruined.
There was no Cheese IVIanufacturors Associa-
tion to manage matters. The factories were
at one time full up with cheese for which
there was no sale. The hon. member for
Pittsworth and I were sent down here, and
there was a strike. Those eighteen factories
decided that they could not go on any longer.
We practically closed them up, and not a
f’nerco was to be sold until we got what was

living “awe The hon. member for Pitts-
*01th and 1 au»angod with the merchants
here that we could not live under 6d. per lb.,
and we would not supply cheese at less. We
went back and informed the cxecutive.

~ They said, “Yes, better close up than go on
as we are doing.” There were, pmhap~ 20
or 30 tons of checse in ecach factory for which
there was no sale.  After that arrangement
we formed the Cheese Manufacturers Asso-
ciation, and called for tenders for our cases
and other things in a wholesale way. There
was no waste, and we arranged for the whole
surplus to be shipped. To- day, instead of
there being only eighteen factone%, there are
ut 100 co-oper abive factorics. There mav
u(‘ two or three m]vatelv—ownod factories, hut
they pav the same price as the co-operativelv-
owned factories, so that they are practically
on the same footing.
Mr. BBENNAN: Who owns the
Factory ?

3Mr. BEBBINGTON .
factory, who sits on this side of the House,
has always paid the same price as the
co-operative (h@(ue facteries, Ile has also
offered that factorv to the farmers on anv
terms “hah\or any day they like to take it
over. If that is not fair, I do not know what
is. Bub they are too well troated.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order!

Glensoe

The owner of that

[28 OcroBER.]
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Mr. BEBBINGTON : Realising the extent
of these industries, is it not oo much to ask
that they should be put in the hands of one
Commissioner, possibly a man who knows
absolutely nothmg about them?

Mr. BRENNAN: You gave them to Massey
Greene.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: We did not. The
scheme is worked by the farmers themselves,
and the hon. member ought to know that
representatives have been elected by the
industry in Queensland. I want in this Bill
the same principle as Mr. Massey Greene is
giving us under the Federal control.

Myr. RoBERTS: And they went in volun-
tarily.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: VYes. I say that
practical men representing the industry
would be of great assistance to the Com-
missioner. When he was in doubt, would
it not be a great strength to him to have
roplesenrdtnev of the industry to advise
him ?

The Commissioner might be a very good
lawyer or business man, but know absolutely
nothing about the producing industries. I
am quite certain they are mnot going to
give the Commissionership to a farmer or
dairyman.

Mr., WixsTaxtey: How do you know?

Mr, BEBBINGTON : They have too many
men hanging round the corner waiting for
the job. That is why I know a farmer is
not going to get it. Queensland is depen-
dent upon this industry. The hon. member
for Pittsworth and myself have saved the
producers of Qucensland thousands of pounds
by assisting fo establish the Cheese Manu-
facturers’ Association. (Government laugh-
ter.) This Government proposes to wipe out
at one blow institutions like that.

Mr. PAYLEY: I have much pleasure in
seconding the amendment which has been
moved by the hon. member for Drayton. It
is absolutely mecessary, if the primary pro-
ducers who are danynon are to have a fair
deal.  They understand their reqm)oment\
and they will be in a position to give very
great assistance indeed to the Commissioner.
If & board is appointed on the same lines
as the board which has been elected by the

dairymen of Queensland and the other
States to assist Mr. Massey Greene in the
operations he is (’,ontluctmg, 1t will be a

great thing for the primary producers of
Queensland—it will be a good thing for the
dairying industry, and for the State itself.

Amendment put and negatived; and clause

20 put and passed.
The remaining clauses of the Bill were put
and passed without discussion or amendment.

The House resumed. The TEMPORARY
CHATRMAN reported the Bill without amend-
ment, and the third reading was made an
Order of the Day for to-morrow.

ADJOURNMENT.

The PREMIER: I beg to move—That this
House do now adjourn. The business to-
morrow will be the notice of motion of which
I gave notice this afternoon: then the con-
sideration in Committee of the desirableness
of introducing the Main Roads Bill, and
then the second reading of the Liquor Act
Amendment Bill.

Question put and passed.

The House adjourned at ten
before 11 o’clock p.m.

Hon. E. G. Theodore.]
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