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ALDERMEN NAMED
Primary Fight Is Over and the Regular

Candidates of All Parties Are
I Now In thA Pie 1.

!f
Independent Nomination Will Now Be Made In

Some Wards Under the Law By
Means of Petitions. '

Great Interest Shown in Some of the Wards, as the
Coming Election Is of Great Importance

In Many Respects.

The New Subway, Telephone Bates and Many Other Matters' of

Interest to the People Are to Come Up.

Following aro the complete figures
on the result of tbe aldermanlc pri-

maries:
Demooratle.

Ward.
1 John J. Coughlln No contest
2 Raymond T. 0'Keefe..No contest
381 Mayer 1563

John F. Waldron 190

Mayer's plurality 1611
4 John A. Rlchert . 2899

Frank Haberzetle 1646
George H. Thornton 216

Rlchert's plurality
5 Charles Martin

Thomas J. Treacy ..

Martin's plurality .

6 David A. Paden
7 James F. Bishop

John C. Behrer
William H. Bled

Bishop's plurality
8 Ross A. Woodhull

John 8. Derpa

Woodhull's plurality
8 Eugene Block

Cornelius Murphy ....

1354
1964

740

1208
No contest
,,,,.,. 885

239
96

646

...1533

...1333

.... 200

,... 280

Block's plurality 897
10 Frank J. Vavricek 1088

James McNichols 798
Charles J. Mlchal 616

Vavrlcek's plurality 290

il Frank W. Bewersdorf 1024
Stanley Przyblskl 392

Werner F. Ruske 370

Beworsdort's plurality .... 632
12 Anton J. Cormak No contest
13 Frank McDonald 2191

James R. Buckley 1746

McDonald's plurality 445
14 J. Edward Clancy 1548

James F. Joyce 1431

Clancy's plurality 17

15 Fred R. Blerndt 820

Jake' Abraham 210

Frederick W. Miller 140

Blerndt's plurality 680
16 John Czekala 1238

Edmund K. Jareckl , .1223

Czokala's Plurality 16

17 Stanley Walkowjak 1662

Theodore Leln 649

Walkowlak'B plurality 1013
18 C. O. Andersen 1030

George Duddleston . 339

Andersen's plurality 691
19 James B. Bowler 2179

John F. McCaffrey 467

' Bowler's plurality 1712
20 Hugo L. Pltte . 1656

Henry L. Fick 989

Pltte's plurality
31 William E. Schofleld

William E. Code
James A. Molloy
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1185
62B

Scbofield's plurality 657
3 John H. Bauler , ., 1641

John O. Werdell 768
Joseph G. McCaffrey 495

Baulers plurality
Victor" J. Schaeffer
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Gustavo C. Wilde 1185

Scbaeffer's plurality 430
23 Harry H. Lamport 686

John C. Paul 472
K. C. Larson 136

Lamport's plurality 214
24 John Haderleln 1624

Joseph A. Weber 1091
Theofll Kwidzlnskl 730

Hadorleln's plurality 533
26 Bloss P. Lord No contest
26 Peter Relnborg 2104

Bernard F. Weber 1807

667

330

Relnberg's plurality 797
27 Frank J. Wilson 961

Ernst Jentzsch 633
Michael Domlnowskl 449

Wilson'B plurality 328
28 Charles Twlgg 1629

A. P. Stepbany 424
a

Twlgg's plurality 1105
29 Frank McDermott 1804

Gustavo Grimm 928

McDermott's plurality .... 876
30 Joseph A. Swift 888

Joseph T. Mahoney 829
William J. Lynch 827
George P. Latchford i . 770
Thomas J. Fonton 306
Hugh A. Qulnn 236

Swift's plurality 69
31 Henry P. Bergen ; .1268

Martin D. Maloney 1114
Frank Donahue 663

Bergen's plurality 154
32 Melville G. Holding. ..No contest
33 Edward McDonnell 084

William T. Hambach 69
.. MoPonneU'splirallty-- . JJ5
34 John Toman 1690

William B. Davy 519
Wlnfleld J. Held 495
Karel E. Randa 393
Joseph Kacena, Jr. 379

Toman's plurality 1171
35 James Donahoo 2176

Timothy Cruise 930

Donahoe'B plurality 1146
Republican.

Ward.
1 Joseph Seamans ,... 394

Albert Goodman 224

Seaman's plurality 170
2 Hugh Norrls 1552

Edward H. Wright 948

Norrls' plurality 604
3 Joel F. Longenecker 1174

William R. Parker 982

Longeneckers plurality
4 Herman E. Schultz

Bert Laundervllle

192
611

Schultz' plurality 178
5 Hector A. Broulllet. . . .No contest
6 Willis O. Nance No contest
7 John H. Helwlg ,,,,.1643

Bernard W. Snow . 1449
George R. Bowman 373
Joseph E. White 303
William J. Calhoun . . 46
Samuel S. Williams 33

Helwlg's plurality
8 Ernest M. Cross

Arthur F. Walsh
t I
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Alfred Aspin

Cross' plurality ...-- 629
9 Gustaf Bloom No contest

Francis J. Bllek No contest
11 William Berg 324

August C. Krueger 208

94
896

46

10

Berg's plurality 116
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12 John F. Sedlvy. .No contest
13 James 786

Charles F, Manahan 620
Frank L. Judge 495

Evans' plurality 165
Charles Lucas ,,..1176
William Daley 162

Lucas' plurality 1014
15 Albert WrBellfus8....No contest
16 John Rybolnskl ...,.'

Albort F. Slngor 631

Rybolnski's plurality 78
17 Stephen P. Revere 382

Julius Elnoporn
T. J. W. Jacobsou 48

Rovcre's plurality 200
18 William Healy No contest
19 No candidate.
20 James P. Griffin 305

Fred Klein j 177

Griffin's plurality
21 James F. Burns 849

Carl H. Bramcr 291
William F. Peters 229

Burns' plurality 558
22 Charles C. Williams (long

term) No contest
John L. Scholl (short term)

No contest
23 John Kjcllander 1924
x Harry T. Ellis 1196

KJellander's plurality 828
24 Richard Bartlett No contest
25 Charles M. Thomson.. No contest
26 George Pretzel 1250

Elmer K. Houze 600
Smith H. Cochran 95
C. E. Wynnt 26

Pretzel's plurality 650
27 Edward A. Washburn :1623

Gardner D. Jones 209

Washburn's plurality 1354
28 William Severln No contest
29 John Golomlewski

George M. Toboy 443

Golombtewskt's plurality .. 81
30 Bert W. Kelly No contest
31 Victor E. Rlngqulst 1029

Anson H. Brown 565
A. W. Nordberg 335
George Nooter 216
Louis C. Arkcma 95
Malcolm M. Tipton 25

Rlngqulst's plurality
32 James Rea 1890

James H. Gllmoro 743
C. Hasslor 74

Ren's plurality 1147
33 George H. Bradshnw 1121

Otto Brettmann 596
Emlle Van Bever 538
Fred Nelson 138
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3HELBY M. CULLOM.

Candidate for to the United States Senate.

B. Evans

14 J,
E.

609

182

123

624

464

A.

Richard Jacker

Bradshaw's plurality
Anton Vanek
Fordlnand J. Karasek
Frank Vondrasek

Vanek's plurality
35 Charles K. Todd

!(
34

Poter Leptlen

Todd's plurality

...........
......
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'PHONE SLAVERY
The People of Chicago Pray for De-

liverance from the Grasp of the
Awful Bell Monopoly.

Chicagoans Forced to File Up the Profits of

Three Different Corporations and Thus
Boost Stock Dividends.

The Bell Monopoly Owns the Local Telephone Company and
the Western Electrical Company and Makes One

of Them Patronize the Other.

As the Bell Company Wants a Big Profit Itself It Is Easy to See Why
Telephone Rates Are to Be Raised.

The Telephone Trust has com
menced a bitter and an uncalled for
attack on the Mayor and hoaast alder-
men of the city of Chicago who are
lighting for the people's right against
a heartless monopoly.

The Telephoae Trait la opposed te
the honest, capable aad efficient em-Ic- e

that Mr. J. Ogees. Anaear aad als

l

f
t Nv

'

'

i i7

V

'

W' f

. , . . .

,

'

i

. . . . .

24

590
963
762

68

201
827
795

32

colleagues are prepared to give to the
city with tbelr'automatle asrvloe.

The Telephone Trust baa changed
managers In Chicago and has deolded
to throw dirt upon hoaest men In tbe
city government who oppose its dom-
ineering and extortionate methods.

The Illinois Tunnel Company has
fully complied with the terms of lbs
ordinance and yet the grafters union
Is not satisfied.

It wants tbe Illinois Tunnel Com- -

pany which has expended over $2,800,-00- 0

In Instruments, wires and station
equipments, to be forced to give up
all of thla to satisfy the Telephone
Trust.

Any alderman who votea la favor
of an Increase of rates for Jhe Tele-
phone Monopoly will be beaten to a
finish the next time he runs for office.

According to some account several
men who are working for the mon-
opoly and Its franchise may not be
residents of Chicago when the next
election comes around.

The Telephone Monopoly Is busy
circulating "ugly rumors" about the
Corporation Counsel, the Mayor aad
the honest aldermen who aro standing
up for the people's rights.

"Ugly rumors" is good.
Aldermen who are anxious to laarn

the truth ought to Inquire into the de-
tails of the passage ol the telephone
ordinance five years ago.

"Ugly rumors"!
Well, there are some pretty ugly

rumors going the rounds Just now.
But the Mayor, Corporation Counsel

and honest aldermen are not tbe ones
affected by them.

A watchful eye Is being kept on the
situation by too many people to have
It easily misunderstood.

A new report has been ordered on
the books and accounts of tbe Tele-
phone Trust.

When the aldermen get that report
they ought to be In a position to low
er rates.

If they raise them they will raise
something hotter than this climate
has been for the past few weeks.

All telephone patents should bo con-

fiscated by the government when they
become the exclusive property of the
Telephone Trust The following from
an editorial in the Chicago Dally
News of July 17, 1911, hits the case
exactly:

"In an argument before the national
senate's Interstate commerce eomlt-tee- ,

Senator Kenyon recently urged
several modifications of the Sherman
antitrust law. One of them provided
that when any patent granted by the
government Is used to build up a trust
or combination the patent shall be

The Chicago Telophono Company,
which Is suffering so much from
want of funds, according to certain
city "exports" that It will have to
raise telephone rates on the people
In order to exist, paid 8 por cent In
dividends last year.

Think of It!
Eight per cent on twenty-seve- n mil-

lion dollars!
This Is tbe company that started

with a capital stock of half a million
and now has a capital stock of twenty-se-

ven millions.
It pays 8 per cent annual dividend

on twenty-seve- n millions and puts up
a twenty-two- . story modorn office
building besides.

The people of Chicago aro such
easy marks that tho phono crowd want
to get more out of them and asks for
an increase of rates at tho handB of
the City Council.

And two "experts" agree that this
"poor" company is losing money!

In 1911 tbe Chicago Telephono Com-
pany paid 8 per cent in quarterly dlvi- -

aenas or z per cent March 31, 2 per
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cent, June 30; 2 per cent, September
30; 2 per cent, December 30, 1911.

Here Is a nice little nest egg of
$2,160,000 divided up among the stock-
holders.

When to this is added the profits
paid the "parent" Bell Telephone
Company, the amount grabbed off the
pcoplo of Chicago Is simply enormous.

Instead of raising telephone rates,
tbe City Council should lower them.

People demand tho penny telephone
and lower charges all along the line.

From a learned "Expert's" reports
to the City Council we learn thai:

Telephone ratee should be raised
because the Bell Telephone Company
own the local telephone company.

Because tbe Western Electrical
Company is also owned by the Bell
Telephone Company.

Because the local telephone com-
pany la obliged to buy all of its equip-
ment and necessaries from the West-
ern Electrical Company.

Because neither the Western Elec-
trical Company or the local telephoae
company would have big enough prof--

Its to suit tbe Bell Telephone, which
owns them, If Chicago people were
not pressed for a little more cola aad
their telephone rates raised.

Because the local telephoae com-
pany has Increased Its capital stock
from the original BOO,000 to $27,000,-00- 0

and $5,000,000 more in bonds.
Because the stockholders would not

get big enough dividends oa this Im-
mense stock Issue If the people of Chi-
cago wore not squeezed.

Therefore the telephone company
has the nerve to ask the City Council
to raise the rates on the people of
Chicago.

The people of Chicago aro to be used
as serfs by the telephone monoply and
tbe last drop Is to ba squeezed out ot
them.

In the meantime It would be well for
the aldermen to Inquire Into the al
leged relations, in the past, of certain
city officials with the above electrical
company, tho twin of tbe local tele-
phone compauy, both being owned by
tbe Bell monopoly.

Tho telephone gang want the coun-
cil to raise tbe rates on all phones.

To abolish all flat phones and make
everybody takes measured service.

To put a nickel In every phone be-
fore connection Is made.

Firo Marshal Seyferllch asserted
that as practically one-ha- lf of the fire
and police alarms are received by tele-
phone, he did not favor the general
Installation of the
type of telephone Instrument now be
ing placed In various parts of the city
by the telephone company.

The telephone monopoly obliges the
users ot nickel phones to guarantee 6
cents per day. If the monthly deposit
of nickels falls short ot the guarantee
the oompany makes the phone renter
pay the difference. If theie should
happen to be an exoess of nickels the
company gobbles them all. The phoae
renter gets no credit for that excess.
That's the logic of the monopoly.

All telephone ratee are now aubjeet
to revlsie every five year.

The aaaajAono company wants the
oity 14m ratee aad abolish the pre
vislea ta tho ordinance ealltag for re-
vision every Ire years.

They want to keep the people where
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