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Tariff Board

I understand- my hon. friends on the leift
of the Speaker are contendinig for. Personally
I cannot see the value of a 'board of that
,character.

Mr. ILSLEY: The words were 11enjoy the
confidence of the goverument?'--not "be in
.sympathy" with it.

Mr. IRVINE: I wouhd say in rephy ta that
statement that if the proposed board measures
tip approxîmately ta the status of a judicial
body any other governmenlt wili give its con-
fidence ta it. If on the other hand any other
government might discover that this pro-
posed body is not judicial, does not the aet-
provide for the discharge of the individuais
composing such a body?

Some hon. MEMBERS: No.

Mr. CASGRAIN: No, it does nlot.

Mr. IRVINE: Well, then, why not ffoake
that provision?

Mr. STEWART (Edmnontan): That is all
we want to do.

Mr. IRVINE: Why not? If I amrn ft mis-
taken I think I heard the Prime Minister say,
when discussing this bill, that men wouid not
be retaineci on the board if, as a judiciai body,
they were ndt rendering praper service. If the
b 'ody created was acting not judicially, but was
outstandingiy partisan and was endeavouring
ta embarrass the existing administration, I
would expect the government in porwer to do
away with it. On the other hand I canant
sec any use in the worid of appainting a
board to serve any particular gavernment-
Ta my minci such action would aonly involve
unnecessary expense. If a goverrnnent is
doing what it likes anyway, nlo matter what
a tariff board may find, wby have such a
body? Th-at is the other side of the question.

On the other lhand I do not wish ta sce any
interference with the authority of parliament
in respect, ta fiscal policies. We were assureci
iast night by the Prime Minister that there
was na such intention andi that the proposeci
board wauld nat operate in t-hat way. If it
does, sureiy it is time enaugh ta abject when
the difficuity arises. I think we have the
right ta assume that -in this connectian the
government is sincere lu its efforts ta secure
a real fact finding body. 1 arn assuming
that, anyway; I must have confidence in
whatever government may be in power. I
wouid have as much confidence in statements
made by the leader of the opposition, and I
-la not sec why we shoulci assume that every

statement by a government is absolutely
sinister, inclined to be pureiy politicai and'
more or less false. Front ny experience in
parliament and having listeneci to responsible
men holding responsible positions I feel in-.
clined to accept at face value the statement
of the government's gooci intentions. Iný the
bill now before us provision is made for the
appointment of a board supposedly of a
judicial nature. I thîs corner of the house
we have aiways contended that since we are
to have tariffs, no matter which governrnent
is in power, those tariffs, as nearly as possible,
shouid be regulateci in a scientific manner.
Foliowing that belief we 'have contendied
that some such body as the one now praposeci
should be appointed to find facts and enabie
each government in power to regulate its
fiscal policy with due regard to the facts
found. I do not say that the proposeci body
will finci al -the facts accurateiy on every
occasion; I do not suppose any hion. member
thinks that the board wouid be omniscient in
jucigment or knowledge, but I would think
that a board which. devoted its entire time
to the study of ail the facts entering inta the
framing of tariffs would be expected to know
a littie more about that subject andi to have
gathered a few more facts than an ordinary
governmentai body which deals with the
many affairs of state. To my mind if such a
body coulci get some of the facts accurateiy
they would perhaps justify their existence. I
think, as in every other body, very much
would depend on the nature of the appoint-
ments, the personalities andi capacities of the
men appointeci. Next in importance would
be the extent to which the government wouid
give seriaus thought to the facts f ound. As
to the appointments, 1 believe there is noa
other way of ensuring a non-partisan body
than to remove such a body entirely from
the possibiiity of being discharged by the
next government which might hold office.
For that reason, if for no other, I would be
in favour of the bill, believing as I do that
there should be a judiciai body and believing
that faots shouhd be found.

I do not know what rny lion. frienci ta my
right is giggling about, but if my reasoning is
faulty I shouid like to know wherein the fanit
lies. If he giggles because of political sus-
picions, he may keep them to himself. I have
trieci ta reason this matter out in the best way
I know, just as my hon. friend has done. He
takes exception ta the bill because of certain
suspicions hie hoids which I do not wish ta
share. The day rnay corne when it may be
proved that hie was right; in fact I arn net
saying hie is wrong. I merely state 'however


