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matter that has corne to my personal atten-
tion. I refer to the way in which facts are
ascertained in Canada by other counitries.
Before proceeding with that phase of the
subject, however, I would observe that the
empliatie manner in which the Prime Minister
presented the case at its different stages almost
convjnced me that it was a mathematical
problem: facts are facts he .says and ne
change of government ean alter them. The
samne dictum was repeated by the hon. mem-
ber for Weta.skjwin (Mr. Irvine). But it de-
pends uipon the angle fromt which. you look at
facts, and ripon your preconceived ideas with
regard to those facts. As indicated by hion.
inembers, incluiding the hion. gentleman to my
lef t (Mr. Euler), different persons looking
into the saine facts wlll disagree in their con-
clusions. Judge.s disagree, courts disagree;
even the railway commission sometimes dis-
agree among themselves in the judgments
basged upon the saine facts and evidence.

It has corne to my attention on more than
one occasion how difficit it is to ascertain
cost of production even in one's own country.
Hlow much more difficuit is it then to ascer-
tain the cost of production of any article in
another country where you have no status?
AIl you can do is snoop around and get the
sei called facts as hest you mav. That is aIl.
This board will not go to the United States
and other cotintries, nor does flic United States
tarif! board comne te, this country; it is the
representatives of the board that visit other
places. On one occasion, as I remeruber, a
certain tarif! board representative carne to
Canada te find eut the fa&ts regarding- the
cost of production of wheat, and I noticed at
the turne that they went into the most favor-
able pla-ces where they could get a low cost
of production. It miýght have becn that 1
was unduly suspicieus, but the fact is that
they went to such places as would show a low
cost of production in Canada that îvould
strengthen their case for reperting a h-ig.her
duty against us. llowever that rnay bc. my
suspicions have been more than confirnîed
since then. Imagine getting the cost of pro-
ducing wlicat during these past threc cears in
certain parts of Saskatchewan and cemparing
that ýcost with the production of the saine
article duiring the three previeus years, then
corning te a mnathematical concliision as to
costs of production on the strengthi of such
varying and unstable facts. Why,,ene rnight be
a hundred times greater than the other,
depending upon the year yen teek in which
te secure the se called "facts" or cest ef pro-
duction. The ýcost of producing wheat mn
seuthern Saskatchewan this year is perhaps

$100 per bushel-I have neyer worked it out
but I venture that guess. And comnpare that
with the cost in 1928. What a vast différence
there would be. Yet it is variable calcula-
tiens ef that kind hy which the Prime Min-
ister arguied the cost of production can be
arrived at.

There was an unsa!tisfactory tariff inquiry
regarding the cost o! producing potatees in
thle maritime provinces. I arn net *familiar
with the details of that United States inquiry,
but I arn familiar with the -atternpt on the
part of flic representatives of the Amrecan
tarif! board te obtain the cost of producing
milk and cream in Canada. As the cornrnittee
will recaîl, it was evident at the outset, ini
viewv e! the legislation adopted in that coun-
try uinder the Lenroot-Taber bill that the
intention was te exelude creamt and rnilk f romt
Canada. That legisiation wvas rnodified on
the representations of the Canadian dairymen,
but they persevered in their determination te
exelude these articles, and ýthey finally suc-
ceeded in pra.ctically shutting out our dairy
producers. During that discussion I took the
niatter up with the secretary or the president
o! the American tarif! board-I forget which-
pretesting against their rnethod o! securing
costs in Canada. Wherever they went they
were looking for certain costs-low costs--
wvhieh would .iustify an increase in the tarif!
in the United States. Is that a mere sus-
picion, or has it been berne eut by the facta?
W bat I amn saying in this regard, although I
speak fri mernory, is substantially correct,
as the files in the Department o! Agriculture
will show. I wrote te the secretary of the
tarif! board at Washington, pointing eut that
if they wished te obtain correct data and
figuires with regard te the cost o! producing
milk and creain, if would put at their disposaI
the experirnental farrn with ail its recodrds, or
any other branch farm in Canada. They
neyer took advantage o! that offer. Two or
three of their representatives did cornte te,
Ottawva some turne afterwards but they did
flot, go near our farrn officers, nor did they
attempt te obtain any figures fromn us. I was
flot, in Ottawa the day tbey carne, se I can-
net speak personally with regard to tjheir
visit. 1 do know, however, that I invited
t hem te corne direct te us and get any data
at oui' disposai where the figures would prob-
ably bc more reliable than any such figures
and data as could be secured elsewhere in
Canada. But they neyer carne near the
experimiental farra officers fer it.

Ne'Çw, se far as the United States are con-
cerned, 1 have neyer known themn te send
their ernissaries te Canada but for the purpose


