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these twe explanatiens, what the attitude
cf the Gevernment is .in regard te this busi-
ness, I hope hie wili de se. For myseif I
confess an iaabiiity te, gather it. The situa-
tien is that the shell industry in Canada
b-as been stopped, and -why? la it because
sheils are net needed aoross the ecean,
where the war, -in ail its cruelty and fierce-
r-ess, is preceeding with greater ia-tensity
than in previeus times? The demand fer
sheils is just as great now as ever. Are we
in Canada geing te stop supplying shelis?
If se, why? We must rexnember that the
history cf this whele question cf sheil pie-
duction in Canada is this: The .Gevernrnent,
threugh the original committee, proceeded
te ferai an, erganizatien which. allctted cen-
tracts and initiated the sheil production.
That was carried on fer seme time. Then
we hiad the Imperial Munitions Board. But
nethiag bas been initiated by this Govern-
ment in any way in connectien wîth sheli
production. Why sheuld we net ascertain,
wheîe we are in regard te this matter? la
the Gevernment going to, meve in it, or is
it net? What course was pursued in Great
Britain? There they had a registration of
the maa-pewer of the nation, 'and they
natienalized the sheil industry. Every shell
manufactery was taken over by the Qov-
ernment, and operated by them. It i. a
well-kncwn. f act that a great number cf
mnen were brought baclk from the front in
order te engage in the sheil industry la
Great Britain, whiie a large number ef
women cf the od l and were engaged ln,
these industries. Is it because there are
pienty cf shela being madle in Great Brit-
ain, that they de net requi-re assistance fromi
outside? If that is the reason, the country
shculd knew it. If there is any other reason
the ceuntry should, know it. Is it because cf
any financial reasen? In this cennectien I
weuld cail the attention of the House te a
speech made by Mi. Re-well, as reperted
in the press, in which he gives a financial
reason fer the stoppage cf the manufacture
cf shhIls.

Britain la giving her erdera fer munitiens te
the United States and eur werkers are threat-
ened with clesiag dewn, fer why? Because
Great Britain has new cerne te the peint where
she cannet pessibly psy In geld, after the great
assistance she has glvea te the allies and she
must purchase on credit. The United States
can seli hier on these conditieons, and why
sheuld net Canada be able te de likewlse?

I think the question askedj by Mi. Rewel
i. a very pertinent oue. The discussion te
ascertain where we stand on this matter
was absolutely necessaîy. Will the Min-
ister cf Trade and Commerce, or will the
Minister cf Finance, tell us that the situa-

tien is that, hy reason of financial arrange-
ments by Great Britain, she is now pur-
chasing shelis in the UJnited States, while,
by reason of no financial arrangement hav-
ing been madle by Canada, Britain is not
geing to purchase themn in Canada? If these
are the reasons we ought to know it, be-
cause if financial arrangements can be
made under which. this industry can be
continued, such arrangements ought to be
made, for Canada, and our people should
he called upon, if necessary, to make sacri-
fices to that end. What bas been the posi-
tion for the last three yearýs? Ail over this
country, by reasan of the sheli industry,
and the tremendeus ameunts of money that
have been paid to these who werk in that
industry, we have had prosperity in every
industrial centre, which prosperity has
hielped the Minister of Finance te sweli his
revenues and bas provided the money with
which. his boans were taken up and oui
patrietic funds maintained. Ail theze
thiags were largely due te the sheli manu-
facture and its cerreistive industries. Every
iren and steel industry in this ceuntry
that ceuld preduce sheils has been
working overtime; they have been
disregarding -the productien cf stapie arti-
cles in order te engage in the manufacture
of sheila. Are these activitie-s te be stoppedP
Is this counitry te be threwn back te where
it was in 1914?

16 the question one of transpertation?
Trernendous injury bas been iniflicted upen
the shipping of allied and neutral nations
by the German sub'marine campaign, and
the sugeutien, ha& 'been macle in sorne quai-
ters that that accounits for the difficulty
experieneed in transperting shelle. While
the sheil iteelf is net being experted, r
undeîstand that Great Britain is stili im-
porting frem the UJnited States and Canada
large quantitie6 cf steel ingots, out cf which
tFe sheli is bered. If this raw materiai can
b& tranepeîted in large quantities, there is
ne reason why the shell itseif cannet he
transpeîted. It dees not weigh as inuch as
the ingot, and it dees net 'take up as mucli
roem; se that the argument macle with re-
gard te the difficulty of, transportation dees
net prevail. If shella are needed at tIi.
front and if they can be trsinsperted s
casiiy s sheil steel eau be tîansperted,
what justification ia there for the present
ccnditien in. respect cf the manufacture cf
shelis in Canada?

I have referred. te the advantages 'whieh
have come to Canada as a result cf this
industry. These advantages are weil
known; why should they be, ewept away?


