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the men hie is trying to imitate; the pupil
goes further than the teacher and model, be-
cause in the United States they have made at
least a semblance of impartiality in the con-
stitution of their board. They have apparently
tried, on the surface anyway, to estahlish a
certain equilibrium. as ta the views shared hy
the members of that board. As lias already
been mentioned, three of the six members of
the United States board shail ho members of
one political party and the others shail be
members of a different party. But even apart
fromf that, thoy have endeavoured to have
another safeguard of impartiality or at least
to have everybody consulted as to the per-
sonnel of the commission and the chai-acter
of the men who may be appointed ta that
board. They are appointod by the President
of the United States, but on and with the
advice and consent of the Sonate, which in
the United States is tho leading chamber. A
man to ho appointed to the tariff commission
of the United States has to ho accepted by
the Sonate of the United States. In their
Sonate ail parties are roprosented, and a man
who would hoe strongly objoctionable to one
of the groups in the United States Sonate
would have no chance of appointment to their
tariff commission. I bolieve thore miglit ho
less objection to the torim of office which this
bill providos for the memnbers of the board
if they were appointed with somo impartiality
by a body on which different views were
represented; for instance, by parliament, as
parliament appoints the chief electoral officer;
or they might ho appointed by a committee
of parliamont on which members having duf-
ferent and opposing views would ho repre-
sented. But under this bill, which as the
Prime Minister indicated will becoine law,
they will ho appointed by the government
presently in office, by gentlemen having a
trend of view on fiscal matters which they
themsolves admit and which la well known te
the people of Canada.

My right hon. friend the Prime Minister
stili insies that this tariff board is a more
iact-finding body. Ho etated yeaterday that
facta are found with a mathematical precision.
There cannot ho two opinions, hoe said, in
anawer to a question from this aide of the
house. Tho findings af fact cannot ho dis-
puted; they are not ini the United States,
hoe said.

Mr-. BENNETT: May I correct the hon.
gentleman? Poi-lips it will conduce ta the
expedition of the debate. The question was
put ta nme, whether the findings of fact could
ho dieputod, and I gave as an illustration that

if the coat per unit in one country was 24
cents, and the cost per unit in some other
country 20 cents, it ws purely a question of
mathematies that a 20 per cent duty on the 20
cents per unit would make that 24 cet, and
thorehy secure equality. As ta the sufficienoy
of the evidence in finding out costs, there
might ho a difference of opinion, but the rate
af duty ta be applied ta the facts as found
can ho aiscertained with mathematical pro-
cisin.

Mr-. LAPOINTE: Perhaps I cannot do
botter than quote my right hon. friend. At
page 3443 of Hansard hoe said:

When it is said that these findings of facto
are matters of opinion, I can only say that the
findinge of the tariff board in the United
States, ta which I referred, are not findinge of
opinions, but findings of facts as sucli.

ri. Young: Can they hoe disputed?
Mr-. Bennett: They cannot-not by minds

that accopt figures as having any effeet when
emplayed mathematically.

Mr-. BENNETT: Hear, hear.

Mr-. LAPOINTE: Yet my hion. friend fi-r
Hants-Kings at hast night's sitting showed in
several instances that the momibers af the
United States tariff commission were not ci
the same opinion as ta their findings, and,
that they divided equaJiy upon theui.

Mr. BENNETT- That is not what I wus
dealing with at ail. With my hion. friend's
permission only-

Mr-. LAPOINTE: 0.1 course.

Mr-. BENNETT: It is a -question as to the
use af words. I was dealing with mathematical
precision, meaning that the rate Md duity te
hoe applied ta the facto as found cauld ho
ascertained wîth mathematical precîsion. That
la, tho cost of production in one country is
50 much, the cost of production in anather
country is s0 much, the cost of production in
anather country la so much. If the cost of
production la 20 cents ini the one case, and
24 cents in the other, that is a matter of
finding. Thon it iq a matter of absolute
mathematical precision that a 20 per cent
duty applied ta the cost of 20 cents per unit
will make that cost 24 cents, hringing about
equality. That is what I endeavoured ta
make clear I was thoroughly acquainted
with the differences af opinion in 1929.

Mr-. LAPOINTE: If they have differences
of opinion, will nat my right honorable friend
admit that it is important, advisable, Iiay,
even essential, if we want to have impartial
fandings, that gentlemen having different
views should ho appointed ta the board? 1
think that that is a necessary conclusion


