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ASHPLANT BY 1,860 MAJORITY
Four Candidates Favorable To the Central Collegiate Plan 

Returned to Office-Deadlock in Board Expected allCitizens Demonstrate Renewed Confidence in London's Chief 
Magistrate in Overwhelming Fashion — Last Year’s 

'Aldermen Running For Office All Re-elected.
as Result of Elections. 124.44■ 2) £38

erally credited with being likely 10 
give their support to the unit system. • 

Of the five labor candidates not one 
succeeded in getting in the money, the 
best runner of the bunch. Raymond 
Smith, standing ninth, while following 
Mrs. F. D. Edwards, who ran tenth, 
the other four laborites formed the 
tail end of the field in the following 
order: Menzies, Cummings, S. Smutu 
and Howard.

Is Disappointed.
In a brief interview alter the elec­

tion Trustee Harry Hayman expressed 
his disappointment at the result of 
the election, in view of the big issues 
before the board. “I had hoped that 
the electors would have favored the 
unit system as giving to each part of 
the city better high school educational

By a majority of 585 over his nearest 
opponent and 167 higher than the 
figures by which Trustee Ed Smith 
headed the poll at the 1920 election of 
school trustees. Rev. A. A. Bice, rector 
of All Saints’ Anglican Church, headed 
the poll on Saturday for the board of 
education. Mr. Bice is not. however, 
the first minister to be elected to this 
board, at least one other minister. 
Rev. J. G. Inkster, having served on 
the board during his ministry in Lon- 
don.

From the viewpoint of the contro-; 
versy immediately facing the board in 
regard to collegiate institute building 
the result of the election is claimed! 
by the supporters of the one central 
school idea as a vindication of their(

r
R. WATKINSON,Mayor E. S. Little today will begin day. Polls 

14 e alalaal a n‘ 
is second term of office as a result or

were closed sharply at 5 
o’clock, and returns from 77 subdivisions W. A. WILSON.G. A. WENIGE.JOHN BRIDGE.

government of this city to get into the 
hands of those who have absolutely no 
stake in the community. Perhaps that 
is putting it too strongly. I wish the 
electors of London a Happy New Year.

Ald. Moorhead Speaks.
When the results of sub-divisions in 

ward 4 indicated that Ald. Charles 
Moorhead has headed the polls he said 
to the electors in front of The Adver­
tiser: . ,

"I thank the electors of No. 4 ward 
for such a handsome vote. This is the 
third time I have been elected, and it 
is a record I feel proud of. In return, 
my intention will be to serve you. I 
thank the workingmen and business- 
men, and I am here to serve you. I 
wish you a Happy New Year.

bad been made to City Clerk S. Baker 1
in overwhelming victory at the polls 
Saturday. He secured a majority of 

1.960 over Henry B. Ashplant, the 
mayoralty nominee of the Labor rep- 
resentation committee. Little's vote was 
1,503. Ashplant's was 3.643.
.Little's majority was double that of 
1920. Last year Little secured 4,362 
votes 1,141 less than this year. Ash- 
plant got 3,565 votes, 22 more than this 
year. John M. Parsons received 210 
votes last year. making the total vote 
for mayor in 1920. 8,137. This year the 
total mayoralty vote was 9,146.

All Re-elected.
The nine members of the 1920 council 

who were in the field again all were 
re-elected. The three new aldermen 
were P. J. Watt and G. A. Wenige in 
Ward 1 and W. A. Boss in Ward 4. Of 
this trio P. J. Watt lias had previous 
experience on the council, so the "new 
blood" will form only one-sixth of the 
council.

Lieut-Col. W. M. Gartshore prac-

by 8:30. The last subdivision. No. 16. 
came in later. The city clerk was 
particularly well pleased with the man­
ner in which the returns were handled.

Although much additional work was 
entailed by his staff through their 
courteous action in furnishing the 
newspapers with returns, the figures 
were handled promptly and efficiently. 
First official returns for the whole city 
were completed before midnight. The 
results by subdivisions will be compiled
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interesting Fight.
1 furnished an interestingWard facilities. As it is. the board will ap­

parently be equally divided on the 
matter so far as the public school sup­
porters are concerned. There are, of 
course, the two representatives of the 
separate schools to be taken into con- 
sideration, and if they are the same

aldermanic fight. Owing to the with­
drawal of Alds. Cunningham and Sea­
brook, there was only one member of 
the 1920 council in the running, but 
there were ten other aspirants. Ald. 
Brighton led the race with 803 votes. 
P. J. Watt, who served on the 1919 
council, was next with 743, and G. A. 
Wenige third with 721, F. J. Delaney 
was runner-up. Dr. L. S. Holmes, an 
ex-alderman, made a good run, closely 
followed by F. C. Wanless, the only 
Labor nominee in the ward, and by J. 
R. Minhinnick, W. W. Scott. F. S. 
Onn, J. Lang and J. Lawrence com­
pleted the list. Although Mr. Lawrence 
announced several days ago that he had 
withdrawn from the field he received 
65 votes.

policy; four trustees who have den-i 
nitely stated their stand on this plat­
form having been elected, as against44
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Called For Cheers.
When the result of the polling had 

been announced, Henry B. Ashplant, de­
feated candidate for the mayoralty, ad­
dressed his supporters in the Labor 
Temple Saturday night, optimism over 
the large vote pulled being his keynote. 
He called for three cheers for the num­
ber of electors who had marked their 
ballots for him. John Cottam urged 
the Labor party in this city to organize 
at once for work, forgetting criticism 
and vindictiveness, and urging good- 
fellowship for the future.

More Meetings.
Arthur Mould, an officer of the Inde­

pendent Labor party, pleaded for more 
meetings in the labor ranks, such as 
people’s forums, which, he declared, to 
be one step in a definite organization 
for the future. Frank Crockford sug­
gested less talk and more work for the 
organized labor of the city, and accom­
panied by Charles .Thorne he indorsed a 
resolution that the Labor party in Lon­
don start at once to organize definitely 
for participation in next yqear’s civic 
campaign. Other speakers included J. 
F Thompson. Fred Daly, William Tite 
and E. A. Pocock, the latter two being 
defeated labor candidates for the city 
council in ward 1.

trustees supporting the unit system of 
high schools stand at the bottom of.... 
the list of trustees elected. Trustee | as last year there is little doubt that 
Langford only nosing Major Gordon, their votes will be cast for the unit 

votes, while system, an event which would give a 
i majority of twooto this plan.”

Mr. Hayman, also expressed his 
! pleasure that Trustee Langford, who, 
;according to the first rapid count of

Cooper out by seventeen
Trustee Hayman, last year’s chairmantically bad a clear field as nominee for ! 

the hospital trust. His vote was 6,235 
His opponent’s, H. B. A. Swindall, was 
2.450 a majority of 3,785 for Gartshore. 
Swindall was a L. R. C. nominee.
. The bylaws to grant $50,000 to the 
Home for Incurables and $50,000 to the 
,Hick Children’s Hospital both were in- 

forsed by substantial majorities. The 
bylaw to issue $100,000 debentures for 
motor buses was heavily defeated.

. Two Labor Men. ’
Only two members of the whole Labor 

representation committee’s slate were 
elected. These were Ald. F. R. Wat- 
Vinson and Ald. John Ashton. Both 
were on the 1920 council and had strong 
backing tn Ward 3, which is regarded 
is the principal labor ward of the city. 
Labor’s representation on the council 
was cut in half. Last year in addition 
to Watkinson and Ashton, Ald. J. C. 
Wilson and Harry Wheatcroft were 
pledged to the L. R. C. platform. While 
Dr. Wilson was re-elected this year, he 
ran independently. Wheatcroft was not 
In the field.

Swept All Wards.
The result of the mayoralty contest 

was a foregone conclusion from the time

of the board, was only 261 ahead of 
Major Cooper.

For the first time in the history of 
London since women have been elected 
to the board of education two women
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20 WARD TWO. the votes was on Saturday night re­
ported to have been beaten out by 
Major Cooper, is shown by the official 
figures issued from City Clerk Baker’s 
office at midnight to have been re-
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candidates went down to defeat. ex- 
Trustee Mrs. F. D. Edwards and Mrs. 
M. McLean, both of whom had de­
clared themselves favorable to the unir 
school idea. Of the three women can-

158
85
48

743

66

18

432

elected to the board.
The Bylaws.

Of the three bylaws submitted to the
Ward Two.

Ward two returned all its old rep­
resentatives. Dr. .1. Cameron Wilson 
again led the list with 976 votes. F. E. 
Harley was next with 911, and W. A. 
Wilson, third with 757. This was the 
same order as last year. Ald. Harley 
was the chief sponsor of the motor bus. 
and although his own ward as well as 
the other three returned heavy major­
ities against the proposition, he received 
nearly 200 more votes than last year. 
William Tite and E A. Pocock, Labor 
nominees, were fourth and fifth men; 
J. H. Harley sixth, and J. E. Seeker, 
another Labor nominee, last.

All Returned.
Ward 3 also stood by its last year’s 

representatives, returning Ald. F. R.

721 didates offering themselves tor elec-| 
tion, Mrs. C. E. Hunt, who ran on the

422 269 
W /

545690....803Total .... ratepayers for their approval two. the 
bylaw providing $50.000 for the erec- 
,tion of a home for incurables, and the 

bylaw favoring a grant of $50,000 to-

THREE. central school platform. alone 
ceeded in securing election, 
third place in the race.

The result of the election

suc- 
taking

to ward the erection of a sick childrens
I hospital in the city, were indorsed by
1 large majorities, while one, the bylaw 

to provide the sum of $100,000 for the 
institution of a motor bus service for 
the citv, was defeated by a majority 
of 2.572, or 885 more than the total

is
TWO. equalize the number of public school 

supporters of the two high school 
propositions, giving six supporters to 
each scheme. The balance of powerWARD THREE.
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in a vote on the matter will therefore 
rest in the hands of the two separate

Sub. 33 ..
cast in its favor.
Labor party tn London faces victory 
Our opponents can look forward only 
with fear and trembling to certain de- 
feat. The future is dark and hopeless 
for our opponents single-handed at an 
time against Ashplant in face of yester 
day’s results for a heavyweight com­
bination against him.

"I am personally highly amused as I 
watch “Kernel” Graham flopping at the 
kite-tail of the Grit party with his "Bol- 
sheviki" maidens. We at least forced 
the “Kernel” out of his dug-out into the 
open. His present association reminds 
me of a pair of Kilkenny cas in a trap, 
watch them go for each other’s fur in 
the Dominion elections, when the 
"Kernel" will not be in it at the finish.

MAYOR ADDS 100

school representatives, who are gen- 

AGAIN DEFEATED
Sub. 36.00
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60
34AYOR IS GRATIFIED 17Watkinson at the head of the polls with ' 

1.395 votes; G. B. Drake with 1.228, and
W. J. Ashton with 1,220. This is the

the first returns commenced to come 
In. Every ward gave Little a majority. 
Except Ward 3. which was regarded as 
Ashplant’s best territory. Although it 
gave: the mayor handsome majorities in 
some subdivisions. Ashplant got a total 
of 1.344 against Little’s 1.169; a ma- 
ority of 175. Little’s total majority 
over Ashplant last year was only 797. 
This year it was 1,960.

The voting was slow during the morn- 
Ing, but came along rapidly later in the 

GETS SECOND TERM

82
63
66
47
43
71
63
57 
til
61
46
78

same order in which they were elected 
last year. J. G. Hothersall, labor’s 
nominee, received 663 votes, and M. 
Lerner 540.

Ward 4 returned its two former repre­
sentatives who were in the field, C. G. 
Moorhead and John Bridge, the former 
receiving 1.607 votes, and the latter 1,- 
367. Ald. Moorhead polled the highest 
vote of any alderman in the city. W. 
.1. Boss, a man new to London’s mu-i 

( nicipal life, was the third man elected. I 
iHe got 1.059 votes. The three labor

AT ELECTION RESULT
38 

.64 

. 50 

. 68

21
38 
28 
39 
31
29 
51

81
65
79
61
66
56

Will Endeavor To Fulfill All 
Promises Made During 

Campaign.

19 6614

Total .......... 911 245 247 237 290 1048 757 : 49 
. 73

23
28

663 540 1.395Total ... 1.220 1.228

WARD FOUR.

WARD FOUR.
nominees were next in order, but none 
of them received half as many votes as 
any of the elected candidates. H. Kib­
bler got 430; A. F. Vinen 381. and J. 

; H. Chittenden 367. C. E. Howard, R.
Fraser, J. Donnelly, F. E. Roberton and 
D. H. Flannigan completed the list in 
that order.

Mayor Cheered.
At 9:18 p.m. Saturday, when Mayor 

Little’s re-election was assured by an 
overwhelming majority, his worship ad­
dressed the large crowd of citizens 

gathered in front of The Advertiser to 
watch returns bulletined. As he stepped 
to the sill of a second-story window. 
Mayor Little was greeted by cheers from 
the crowd, and at the conclusion of his 
speech he was given a great ovation.

He spoke as follows:
"I don’t wish to thank you for the 

encouraging result so far as the election 
Igoes, as I firmly believe what you have 
done is in the best interests of the city 
of London. 1 believe I am the instru- 
Iment in carrying out your wishes. The 
I last year’s council and myself have been 
Icriticised. That criticism. I think, has 
Sheen very ably answered by the re­
sults at the polling booths today with­
out an appearance on a public platform. 
All of the aldermen of 1920 who offered 
themselves for re-election have been re­
turned to office. We shall have to cele­
brate a victory of the people, not of 
any one class, but that of organized 
labor-capital, and all classes of citizen­
ship have ably spoken at the polls today. 
You have also shown that you do not 
purpose for one minute to allow the

100
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“I am naturally gratified that my 
last year’s policies have been so em­
phatically indorsed by the electorate, 
and wish to thank all classes of the 
citizens for their splendid mark of re­
newed confidence as evidenced by the 
greater vote and the Increased majority 
I received,” stated Mayor Little in an 
interview with the Advertiser yester­
day.

“I wish to warmly acknowledge the 
support and assistance of the women 
of the city, cf organized labor, of the 
various committees, and last, but not 
least, the press,” he continued.

"My platform has been made public. 
I shall endeavor during the year to ful­
fill every promise made in the electoral 
campaign.

“It will be a pleasure and a welcome
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Error in Ward Four Helps 
Little’s Majority.
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Mayor Little’s majority in the Saturn 
day election came within forty votes 
of the two-thousand mark. Checking 
today of election returns from Wadr 
Four revealed an error in addition. Cor­
rection of this reduced Ashplant’s vote 
by 100. His total was, therefore, only 
1,543, or 22 less than in 1920. The 
mayor’s official majority is 1,960 and 
not 1,860.

Official totals at the city hall also 
revealed that fact that Mr. Ashplant 
secured a majority of 175 votes in 
Ward Three. He was indorsed by 1,344 
electors, while only 1,169 cast their 
ballots for Little.

Correction of another error reduced 
School Trustee A. N. Udy’s total vote 
from 2,844 to 2,824, but did not change 
his standing in the list.

$2,000 GARAGE FIRE
Fire did $2,000 damage to two cars 

and the garage of C. H. French. 286 St. 
James street, on Saturday morning. The 

Iblaze was first noticed at 3:25 o’clock.
The fire department was immediately 
summoned and were in action for an 
hour. However, the cars and the garage 
were almost a total loss.

12
30
19
6

15
19

9
38
46
11
21
20
18

Subdivision 75 ...
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H. B. ASHPLANT, London Labor 
candidate for mayor, who suffered his 
second defeat at the hands of Mayor 
E. S. Little.

5,503Totals 3.6 4312duty to work for London’s progress with ! 
the representative citizens who have
with me been given the important trust i Subdivisoin 73 
of administering the city during the Subdivision 74.

Subdivision 75
Subdivision 76

Official majority for Little—1,860.

BYRON"SAN" PATIENTS
Subdivision 72

11
17
14
26

367

46
65

next twelve months.
"My wish for every citizen is that this 

year. 1921, may prove, indeed, a happy 
and prosperous one."

BRANTFORD POLICE
STAGE A RAID

CONSIDERS HIS VOTE11

215
14 26 Thank People for Excellent Christmas 

381 « Entertainment.244

4

136
Subdivision 77

430 1,607303 319Total ................. 1.059 1,367 GREAT ACHIEVEMENTThe following letter from the patients 
at Byron Sanatorium has been received 
for publication by the editor of The Ad-

to Biddulph, where he died. He leaves 
to mourn his loss two brothers—Thomas, 
of Exeter, William of the 4th Conces­
sion of McGillivray: also his wife, five 
sons and two daughters—Robert of the. 
2nd Concession of Biddulph, Thomas of 
Clandeboye, Charlie of Kincardine and 
George and Edward at home. One son.

ROBERT FLYNN DIES

Well-Known Biddulph Resident Expires 
After Brief Illness.

MAYOR E. S. LITTLE of London, 
who was returned to office Saturday by 
k large majority.

vertiser:
BRANTFORD, Jan. 2.—A raid under 

the personal supervision of Chief Slemin 
with every member of the force en­
gaged. was staged last night when a

H. B. Ashplant Issues State­
ment On Elections.

"Dear Sir.—On behalf of the civilian 
patients of the Byron Sanatorium I 
would like to thank Rev. W. Hedler and 
all associated with him who on Thurs­
day, December 23, so kindly entertained 
us prior to the Christmas tree. Also 
the Ladies’ Aid of the London Health

Clandeboye, Jan. 3.—The death oc- 
visit was paid to every standard and curred on the 2nd Concession of Bid-

i HOW THE PEOPLE VOTED Yilliam, predeceased him nine years 
ago. Mrs. John Cluff of Birr and Mrs. 

ber 26, of Robert Flynn, aged 79 years. John Ferguson of White Fox, Sask., are
unlicensed poolroom and old time bar. 

In a standard hotel Fred Hurley was 
found with ' what is alleged to be 
a partly-filled bottle of gin on the hip. 
At an "old time bar" run by Jack Ca­
hill. Wm. McCartney was alleged to be 
drunk and Geo. Lavoy in possession of 
an illegal weapon, a dirk knife. All 
three were arrested.

dulph, near Lucan, on Sunday, Decem-
The following statement on the mayor­

alty result was issued by Henry B. 
Ashplant yesterday;

"I consider Ashplant’s vote of 3,643 
yesterday against Little is the greatest 
achievement on record for organized 
labor on the political field in the history 
of London as a municipality. This splen. 
did success of the Labor party single- 
handed to increase its vote as it did yes- 
terday on the may oralty ticket for Ash- 

: plant over the vote of last year, has 
established definitely the status of the 
Labor party as the strongest single unit, 
on the political field in London today.

"Personally 1 consider that this may­
oralty contest was an undisguised two- 
to-one ‘battle-royal,’ between organized 

labor represented by Ashplant, and the 
combined organizations of both Grit and 
Tory reactionary capitalist politicians, 
represented by Little in opposition to the 
working-class candidate, backed by both

Association, who so kindly donated 120 
parcels to the Christmas tree for the pa­
tients. No one was forgotten. Thank- 

and all for your kind

and 10 months. He had been ill with I daughters.
pneumonia for three weeks, but other! The funeral took place Tuesday after- 
complications set in which caused his noon to St. James' Cemetery and was .
death He came to this country when largely attended. The pallbearers were ing you, one 
a young man and settled in the town- Dennis. Will and Thomas Halloran, thoughts for the sick LOCKETT 
ship of Stephen and afterwards moved John Cluff, George and Garnet Flynn. __________ (Signed) JAMES LOCKETT.

MAYORALTY.
E. S. Little ......................................
H. B. Ashplant ........................... ..

Little’s Majority 
HOSPITAL TRUST.

W. M. Gartshore........................
H. B. A. Swindall.....................

Sartshore’s Majority................  
ALDERMEN. 

Ward One, Elected.
B. F. Brighton ...........................
•. J. Watt..............................
$. A. Wenige.......................  

Defeated.
F. J. Delaney.............................
L. S. Holmes ........ ......................

• F. C. Wanless............
1. R. Minhinnick.........................
N. W. Scott ................. ." ..........
F. S. Onn ...................................
J. Lang........................................

Ward Four, Elected.
C. G. Moorhead ................................... 1,607
J. Bridge ...................................................1,367
W. J. Boss .  1,059

Defeated.

........ 5,503
.... 3.543

.... 1,960
AGAIN ELECTED TO 

HOSPITAL TRUSTH. Kibbler...................
A. F. Vinen ..............
J. H. Chittenden ...
C. E. Howard ............
R. Fraser ...................
J. Donnelly................

IF. E. Roberton ....
;D. H. Flannigan ...

........ 130

........ 381

........ 367

........ 319

........ 303

........ 244

........ 215

........ 136

ELECTED TO LONDON BOARD OF EDUCATION6.235
2.450

3.785

BOARD OF EDUCATION. 
Elected. •803; 

743 4c A. A. Bice . ... 3.429!
2,824, 

.. 2,735 

.2,649; 

... 2,547 

... 2,303

c A. N. Udy ................
; c Mrs. C. E. Hunt .

4721
|c W. T. Clark ................

........690 t H. Hayman ....................
545it A. Langford..............
429 Defeated.

.............* c G. Me. Cooper ...........

........ 422|t Mrs. M. McLean ....
.... 273 ; c R. Smith....................

daily newspapers editorially, and a 
great massed automobile brigade, with 
the biggest captains of industry In Lon- 
don personally on' the job, and working : 
overtime, with the Rotary Club on the 
side. In fare of this open to the day- 
light combination of weakness. I regard 
my increased vote as a decided victory 
for the workers, and a personal tribute 
to myself. The fact that Little failed to 
scrape up a clear 2.000 majority yester- 
day is to me very significant.

i “To me, that fact indicates that the 
Labor party yesterday landed a black 

■ eye on the face of each of the old-line 
party machines. Because when the gross 
vote of Little is divided between the 
Grit anil Tory machines it yields to 
neither of them anything like so strongi 
a vote as 3.643 piled up single-handed 
for Ashplant, with neither money, ad­
vertising in the daily press, or automo­
biles In bring him support.

"I desire to emphasize the fact that 
not a single dollar’s worth of daily press 

advertising appeared in any London 
daily for Ashplant from start to finish 
of the campaign. In my judgment the

.2,286 

... 2.101 

... 1,936 

... 1,906;

... 1.344;

... 1,072 

... 1,064 

... 967 
t. Unit

t Mrs. F. D. Edwards.................
X D. Menzies .............................
X J. Cummings...............................
X S. Smith ...................................
X F. J. Howard ...........................

c. Central school supporters.

.. 269;

.. 252
... 65I. Lawrenece...............

Ward Two. Elected.
C. Wilson ......... ................. 1,048 

911 
757

#. school supporters, x. Labor candidates. 
BYLAWS.

i Home For Incurables, $50,000 Grant.
F. E. Harley................................
W. A. Wilson..............................

Defeated.
William Tite.............. .•...............
E. A. Pocock...............................
I. H. Harley..............................
I. E. Seeker ................................

Ward Three. Elected.

For .. 
Against

3,814
2.190

1,624
. 290
. 247
. 245
. 237

Majority For
Sick Children’s Hospital. $50.000 Grant
For ...............................................................4,314
Against.......................................................1,715

Majority For ,......................................... 2,599. 1.395
. 1,228
. 1,220

F. R. Watkinson............
5. B. Drake............................
N. J- Ashton..........................  

Defeated., 
1. G. Hothersall ..........
M. Lerner -----.......................

Motor Bus, $100,000 Grant
1,687For ... 

Against ..... ................. 4,259

.................... I. 2,5721

\.....f

LIEUT.-COL. W. M. GARTSHORE,MRS. J. I. A. HUNT... ........... 663
.............540 Defeated By

H. HAYMAN.A. A. LANGFORD.W. T. CLARK.
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