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tied $500,000 for Reids South Branch 
Coal Claims Which Turned out a Finit 
—Turned Down 2600 Local Shareholders 
and Tried fo Block the Sale to an Ameri
can Syndicate—Bennett will Encourage 
Local Enterprise and Development.
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An Undignified Manifesto I
FOX and

Country’s 
; the Fighl 
secure thelevery indication would cost very lit

tle in comparison to the South Branch 
areas to develop. But the Reids who 
were backed by W. F. Coaker, who Is 
and was the controlling factor oi the 
Government, had to be listened tj, 
and they were so much so that halt 
a million of dollars of the people'! 
money were given them to boost their 
personal enterprise.

Mr. Coaker and his government 
were not satisfied with going thus 1er 
as will be admitted by the knowledge 
that they worked unceasingly to pre
vent the sale of the St. George's Coil 

outside capitalists

Newfoundlanders! The time Is come 
hen yon must be awake to your fo
rests. The scandals of the present 
overament are many and great, but 
yhape one of the most glaring of 
rem all is the manner in which both 
!r. Coaker and hie serf the Prime 
Inister dealt with the pleas and pé
tions of the local company known as

perity must;
people ; ts 

mdertaken ti

n Governmi 
of saving 

tt Party sts
The St. George's Coal Fields Company, 
Ltd., who by reason of the Incompe
tence of Mr. Joseph Downey, now a

self. The attempt, for instance, to create sectarian prejudice 
by representing Sir Michael Cashin as the actual leader of the Op
position, and Mr. Bennett as a “pawn,” is made as openly in the 
Manifelto as it has been in the Government organs, and proves 
that the Premier is the chief “sectarian firebug” in the Colony.

The callous mendacity of Sir Richard Squires is also strikingly 
evinced by his Manifesto. It has been shown by the News, in a 
series of articles called the “Great Betrayal,” that of all the nu
merous promises made by him in 1919, not one has been kept, that 
the majority, in fact, have been deliberately broken, yet in this 
latest appeal to the Colony, the Premier claimsjihat his pledges 
have been kept in the main, though he wisely refrains from men
tioning even one fulfilled.

An illustration of the deliberate deception he seeks to profit by 
is given in the only reference to the financial record of his govern
ment Sir Richard makes. He tells the public that thfe budget fram
ed by Sir Michael Cashin produced a revenue equal "to |43.67 per 
head in 1919-20, while-the budget he submitted for the year 1921- 
22 will not collect more than $34.78 per head, and the false impres
sion he thereby seeks to create ft that the burden of taxation and 
the gross expenditure have been less under his administration than 
under his predecessor’s.

The actual truth is, of course, that with a very much lower 
rate of Customs duties, a greater revenue was received under Sir 
Michael because the Colony was more prosperous, while with a 
constantly decreasing prosperity, Sir Richard Squires constantly 
increased the rate of Customs duties, so that the share of their 
earnings paid in taxation by the people was much greater under 
Squires than under Cashin.

It is also true, of course, that while Squires was taking a 
greater share of the earnings of a poorer people, he was borrow
ing money abroad, thereby adding to the Public Debt, and so to the 
everlasting load which the people will have to bear for all time. 
Cashin, on the other hand, out of his greater revenue, was building 
up a surplus for a wet day, but, alas and alack, when that day 
came, he was not there to use it prudently, but in the hands of 
Squires and Coaker it was wildly squandered.

It is a matter of fact that the expenditure has been greater 
under Sir Richard Squires than ever before. This has to be paid 
for by the people, either in the present, by taxes, or in the future, 
by taxes ; the method is the same in both cases, though the times 
may be different. It is also equally true, that the share of people’s 
earnings taken by the Government has been greater under Squires 
than ever before ; that as the people have grown poorer and poor
er, and less able to earn and pay, he has taken from them a con
stantly increasing share ; and in addition to this, he has borrowed 
and added to their debts, a larger sum each year than any other 
Premier. It is sadly true, also, that for all the.vast sums expended 
under Squires, not one enduring thing except the debt itself can 
be pointed to as the result of his conduct of our finances.

If Sir Richard had chosen to explain, to excuse, to justify, 
even, a degree of sympathy might have been possible, but he has 
chosen instead to prevaricate, to deceive—in short, to lie most 
abominably about his record, and his reward should be that de
served by all liars, whether the picayune ones who seek to deceive 
a few, or the monster who attempts to delude a whole people.

germ of b<n 
nia must t 
jg Trio are

of Messrs. Coaker and Squires were Fields claims to 
denied the most meagre considéra- ! which, despite the opposition ot the 
tlon of encouragement, In fact they Reids, Coaker, Downey, Squires and 
with Mr. Downey, contrived and con- : the government, appears to have been 
Btved to discourage the project which consummated with the result that 
.now, despite their efforts end double j within a reasonable period we will be 
cross methods to knock the enter- j in a position to enjoy the glow o( 
prise, turns out to be a most welcome Newfoundland coal at a mu’ch cheij- 
and prosperous proposition. Our er price than the imported com mod- 
[readers will remember the outrageous ( ity which should, according to all 
acandal in relation to Reid's South sense and reason have been ours ta 
Branch coal claims when the Gov-1 enjoy two or threp years ago. 
ernment voted five hundred thousand , The conduct of Mr. Downey, Mr 
dollars -to the company to develop ; Coaker and the present Government 
same with the net result a colossal in connection with the St. George'i 
failure.

John's East, 
ous Team t
re evil of ClThe days of tyranny are rapidly drawing to a close and a happier and more independent people will be thankful for release. 

Coaker, the Government head and Self-styled autocrat of the North, is now shivering in abject fear, for help is at hand and 
the l^nnett Candidates are being proclaimed from all districts.

The shackles of Coakerism have been thrown of, and a happier people are acclaiming BENNETT AND BETTER TIMES l
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HIGGINS, |party will be elected to office. History, therefore, shows that Mr.

Dunfield is a Squires-Goaker nominee.
The chief issue in this election is whether the Squires-Coaker 

gang shall continue in power. Anybody who diverts attention 
from that issue, or splits up the votes of electors, is playing the i/j.i. 
game of the gang. Every vote given to Dunfield by an opponent'of ■'•*'**/
Squires or Coaker is a vote half given to them, for it’s a vote lost 
to the cause of their defeat. Mr. Dunfield, then, has to be regard
ed by intelligent peopfe as a helper of the unworthy twin leaders C€f 
of the Government. Willingly or unwillingly, he will help them to 
the extent that he gets votes which they could not get for their wondei 
own men. It is as though Squires and Coaker were to say, “if you f were- wit 
won’t vote for us, at least don’t vote against us, but waste your Eaat End 
voté by giving it to Dunfield.” j

Opponents of the Government in St. John’s East should re- j building 
member that the question they will have to settle on Election Day ; and as ti 
is not what man is best qualified to be a member, but “what Gov- addresses 
“ernment do we want ? If we vote for Dunfield, we really vote for ovations.
“Coaker. We shall, of course, not elect Dunfield, but votes which ^te^s c 
“might, if marked for Higgins, Fox and Vinicombe, have put and a Jn, 
“Coaker out of power, piay leave him there if given for Dunfield.” has prob 
Only those, therefore, who are ready to be made tools of for the 1 and certs 
profit and advantage of Squires and Coaker will mark their votes , bay- The 
for Dunfield. j ^d‘date(

Mr. Dunfield has circulated “Twelve Facts” about himself, as 1 scarcely ,
“a strong man”, which shows that his vanity, at least, is great.
For instance, he has “brains”, has “honored the legal profession ~ 
by his arguments in Court”, is “a bit of a fishery expert as well as H&rbo 
a lawyer”, and has “made his own way and made good”, all of 
which is measurably true, and yet might much better have been 
left for his supporters to say for him. “He’s not the only pebble 
on the beach".

Mr. Dunfield speakp of himself in two places in his Manifesto Grftce Di, 
as "a Church of England candidate”. This is an impertinence. ; Hail, Hr.
The Church of England, as such, is not in politics. It has not Leader oi 
chosen or nominated any candidate. If he merely means to say jJ R Ben 
that he is a member of the Church of England, he has been un- ! ^wten*' 
fortunate in his choice of words, and even so should not have were pre« 
mooted the subject, for an intelligent man, especially one with to gain admittance, 
his pretensions, should not mention sectarian matters in this presided over by c 
connection, or seek to profit by any denominational appeal. That and opeped shortly 
is putting one’s faith to a poor use. Jd^sdaLs^aJd 1

But it is in his statement of the political situation, and of nett to address ti 
his own position towards it, that Mr. Dunfield has made the Bennett in a mast 
'worst blunder. “Both parties”, he says, “are run by ‘Old lng Dearly two h 
Gangs’ ”, and “whichever gets power will practice graft, dor- p°Itcy of bls par(ty 
ruption and waste”. Then he says “Squires will win”, but “Bart- oAhe^aTvernment

TORBAY AFIRE
At the same time the news-! Coal Fields enterprise, is of such t 

papers of the day were giving space j character that needs no apology lor 
™ to the splendid prospects of the , the vindictiveness and sÇleen which 
* "claims of the St. George’s Coal Fields so manifests itself In all their deal- 

whose directors had asked for a very ( ing respecting same—so accordingly 
_v small sum to build a road of seven j we avail of this opportunity to régis. 
^ miles connecting the claims to the , ter our denunciation of this outstand.
I main road. During this time experts ing scandal which from every stand-
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St. John's,
April 23, 1923. 

Editor Evening Telegram.
- Dear Sir.—I am enclosing copy of 
a letter addressed to the Editor of 
the “Daily Mail" and should be much 
obliged [f you can find space for it 
In this evening’s issue of your news
paper.

Yours truly,
F. C. ALDERDICE.

ing. On the contrary, Mr. AlderiilM 
expressed the wish that the speaker! 
would receive a perfectly good hear
ing. It is also incorrect that Mr. Al- 
derdice has made any attempt what
ever to coerce any of us to vote against 
the Government candidates.

The statements made in your issue 
concerning Mr. AIderdice are moat 
unfair to him and to the Company el 
which he is Managing Director and 
we ask you, therefore, to public this, 
letter.

Yours very truly,

St. John's,
April 23, 1923.

Editor "Dally Mall.”
- Dear Sir.—I desire to give un
qualified contradiction to two state
ments contained in yOur report of 
the meeting held by the Government 
West End candidates at the Rope- 
walk Club Rooms on the evening of 
the 20th Inst., I refer to where you 
accuse me of attempting to coerce 
the employees of the Cordage Com
pany Into voting against their con- 

| science and inclination at the forth- 
f coming general election. My other 
I exception is where you state I In- 
j cited nfen to commit acts of violence 
j at the meeting in question. As a 

matter of fact my action was the 
I very opposite to what you state. The 
j Government candidates have had the 
I same privileges as were given the 
L Opposition party. Wken the former

tive town he naturally felt at home, 
and he handled in a splendid manner 
the matter of local Intetest arid 
brought home to the people the ab
solute neglect of the distict had been 
suffering during the past three 
and halt years. He assured them 
that the candidates who were repre
senting the party under the leader
ship of Mr. J. R. Bennett were the ' 
only ones that cçuld and would do- 
anything for the district, and point# 
out the fact that the Government 
candidates had not yet held a public 
meeting but were going around telling 
the people they were waiting tot 
Squires to hold one for them. 
Archibald’s address, although tlje 
hour was getting late, was receive^ 
with wonderful enthusiasm, and the 
people of Ms home town demonSttiej 
ted In no uncertain manner the popu
lar sentiment for their fellow towns
man.

It was nearly twelve o’clock 
the meeting closed and the entire 
audience remained to the finish 
the meeting closed by the singlmjËâ' ■ 
the National Anthem and thundwMn 
applause for the Opposition Paz^^®?

Harbor Grace will roll up one of 
the largest majorities for Mr. JWWv*: 
nett and his two colleagues Mr. ok- 
man and Mr. Archibald ever giveedipu 
this district. ■

(Sgd.) R. J. Predham, J. LumlrigM- 
Sr., P. Kearney, John Fitzpatrick, 
James Fitzpatrick, Allan Vaughan, P. 
Mullins, William Dooley, R. 
come, H. White, James LundriP* 
Jr., H. Lalng, D. Kennedy. N. J Mur 
phy, John<Rodgers, W. McDonald, T. 
Walsh, Thos. McDonald, John Dunn, 
Luke McDonald, Frank Reardon, 
Whelan, Thos. Cullen, John Kennedy 
John McKellop, Wm. McDonald, Sr,, 
Robert Reardon, John Cullen, * 
Crotty, James Rodgers, G. F. Pike, & 
Craniford, L. J. Green, M. Parson*, 
Fred W. Pike.
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THE SURPRISE OF THE DAY

The nomination of Brian Dunfield, for St. John’s Eaat, was the 
surprise of yesterday’s proceedings. The secret had been well kept. 
Mr. Dunfield’s card to the electors, bearing evidence of careful pre
paration, was circulated widely yesterday. He is what Premier 
Squires calls a “scion,,f being the son of a clergyman, the son-in- 
law of a Judge, and a Director of a fishery-supplying company.

It is a matter for regret that a candidate who claims to be of 
more than ordinary quality should be guilty of trickery at the very 
outset, for that ie what the secrecy amounts to. Ordinarily, a can
didate comes early intô the field, addresses the people broadly and 
frequently, and if he standa for ^ cause, gives time for its adequate 
discussion. To do otherwise seems to aim1 at a snap judgment. 
Mr. Dunfield seeks to win by surprise.

It is a matter requiring explanation that Mr. Cocker did not 
find a seat for Mr. Dunfield in the supposedly safe North. It has 
long been understood that the notorious Fishery Regulations were 
framed by Mr. Dunfield. It is said that Messrs. Hawes and Brookes 
conceived the policy, that Mr. Dunfield put it into words, and that 
Coaker made those words law. Mr. R. B. Job was a member of the 
Fishery Board, and Job, Brookes and Dunfield were for a long 

! period the chief defenders of the regulations when they came up 
for discussion in the Board of Trade. Mr. Dunfield was defeated 
In Trinity as a colleague with Mr. Squires, in 1913, supported the

Gaelic League
Holds Debate.

VERDICT FOR NEGATIVE,

Nomination Pri
GOVERNMENT CANDIDAT!

ERICAN CITIZEN.

• After the nomination of 
bcose Hearn, the Governme 
fiate for Férryland district, 
was entered, claiming that 
naturalized American citlse 
such had no right to stand 
tlon. It is claimed that Mr. E 
out naturalization papers

(Sgdi) F. 0. ALDERDICE.1 j be|d by jjr. J. O’N. Conroy. Mr. «• 
----------- ! gett and Misa Mary Cahill. Many

St. John’s, j and logical arguments were ad*11
April 24, 1923. by both sides and every ,i mag1 

Evening Telegram. '! Point pro and con was covered.
Sir.—I enclose copy of letter the vote being taken the Negatl

ied to the Editor of the Vo lit by a Urge majority. At the m 
ml should be much obliged if on Thursday nifcht special rew

Magistrate's Court were released, while 
11.00 or *3 days. Two 
wrderlles were each 
7 days, while a loose 
person was also fined

The tinners' seat in .the
trate'e Court this morning was over-

by theloaded with drunks
leadership.police since Saturday night

in 1913, CORNS occasion exceededordinary drunks
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