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Wages are a very large part, of ie cost of
a ship, namely, 50 per cent. In England they
pay $11.25 a week ta the men employed
around the ships, and in Canada they pay
322.65, or alinoet twice as much; so, with
that difference ini wages, it la quite evident
that competition couid net go on in the
building of ships. Fancy what would have
happened if these 840,000,000 for shipe were
being spent in this country, as they were
bujît before tihe war when we were building
our own ships. If these shipis had been built
here, that arnount of rooney wo-uld have been
available for wages. In the building of the
ahips alone we wnould have had $2M,000,000
distributed arnong the working m en of this
country, and the production of the iron that
would have gone into those sips, and the
coal that wou.ld have 'heen requdred, would
have given work to our minera. I would
say that 837,000,000 in afll would have gone
to our people in wages in one way or another,
and th-en would have gene back ta the fariner,
because when these men wantc-d their break-
fast, where would they have to go? They
would have to go to the fariner. At noon
it would be the saine thing again, and the
same thing at night, *and ultimat-ely the
fariner would have got the benefit of that
money.

What I hope is that this Session the Gov-
erninent wiIl make it possible for our shipyards
to do something. I understand that there are
petitions before the Gevernment to that
effect. Surely our shipyards have been idle
long enough. I arn told th-at there are 15
large shipyards in Canada, right, over the
country froin the Atlantic to the Pacific-at
Halifax, St. John, along the St. Lawrence,
at Point Lavis, on the Great Lakes, at Col-
lingwood, and in British Columbia. Surely
sonie policy can be devised by which these
shipyards, which have been idde so long, might
start work again. It would be an excellent
thing not only for the thousands of men who
work in the ship yards, but aise for the farm-
ing community. There would be no talk then
of the cost of transportation; the market
would be right there. The farine? could sel
his meat and potatoes righ-t there, and that
would eliminate ta a great extent the oost of
transportation.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.
Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Two of the three

ships of this one firma that I have mentioned
are no'w carrying package fireiglit -froin Mont-
real ta Port Arthur and Fort William, and
the third.vessel, the larger one of the three,
one of the ooal boats which has its own mna-

chinery for loading and unloading on board,
ia naw distributing American coal ta the vari-
oas ports on Lake Ontario. There is that
ship geing about distributing American coal,
a ship in whieh there is net one day of Cana-
dian labour, neither in the coal. la it not turne
that we tried to remedy the situation?,

When yen talk about the coal -and steel
industries of this country, it is reaIly a sad
st-ory. You see the slýips coming froin Eng-
land laden with coal frein the other aide and
passing right by Cape Breton. Why? I admit
that the coal of Cape Breton is hard ta mine,
but on the other hand, what la the differenoe
in the wages of the men -in England and those
in Cape Breton? There are lonourable gen-
tlemen in this House who know better than
I do w hat the difference ia. But the fact re-
mains th-at these slips ceming froin England
laden with British coal, whether Welsl anthra-
cite or Scotch anthracite or bituminous coal,
and sa on, and a greater quantity went up the
St. Lawrence river last year than ever before.
And yet we have coal mines that are said ta
ba the very 'best. I see the ex-Miniater of
Labour nodding hia 'head to that.

If the Government could do something by
protecting this coal it would hlp. Forty per
cent is slack coal, and there la practioally, no
protection on slack roal. With the improve-
monts that tley have in furnaces, bituminous
slack coal is being used, as well as slaok an-
thracite, and witl a blower it is sufficient ta
raise stearo, and is nearly as efficient as the
ceaI that cornes froin the United States and
competes witl it.

What is the consequence? Our minera in
Cape Breton and at Springhill are idile ho-
cause we have not enough protection on the
coal, and that is a very serious thing, because
a very large proportion of the population down
there are dependent on the coal1 mines.
W-hen the coal mines are prosperous, the pro-
vince of Nova ýScotia and even New Bruns-
wick, which la adjoining, enjoy prosperity, and
farin producta are sent in to feed the men who
take thle coal out of the maines. I sincerely
hope the Government will be able ta do sarne-
thing this Session ta relievo the iran and steel
induýstries and the coal industry of Cape
Breton.

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: For the purpose
of information may I ask the honourable gen-
tleman a queation? I think it is probably true
that the Englial mainer, because of very steadY
employment, las earned as mucl as the miner
in Cape Breton, but is Ilt not correct to Bay
that because a large proportion of ocean-borne
traffic is eastbound, that coal cornes from


