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of that box be brought in who
was it

col sells it was J W skinner
judge smith horehere is the tally

sheet that the judges failed to send
in it shows 77 furfor ferontoforo the
other tally sheet shows 77 but is
counted as only 71 on the abstract

col stone it will be a contested
election

C E allenalien it may be the other
side that took the ballots

mr brown no difference the
ballots are gone and somebody
should be made to account for it

judge judd I1 move we accept
the result ini a this poll as shown by
our count

judge smith I1 I1 that
chairman sells put the motion

which weswas carried unanimously
the count in this poll showed

galligher anto 76 the
count of the judglf election was
galligher toronto 77 this
gives toronto two votes more than

allighenalli gher for the office of treasurer
of salt lake county

there was considerable excite-
ment among the attorneys and
candidates in attendance when the
result was announced and the
judges were severely condemned
for the blundering way in which
they had done the work the ab-
stracts and tally sheets showed a
total of votes cast while but
ballotsballot4 were found in the box

the returns were then footed up
for all the candidates except those
for recorder the figures being the
same as those published in the
news with the exception of the
change made in the poll counted
today where toronto was given the
mamajority

11
arity instead of a tie

thee board signed the return and
secretary sells immediately made
out certificates of election for A J
burt for sheriff J B toronto
treasurer J P caheen selectmanBelselectmanectman
C E allenalien county clerk W J
alyah assessor walter murphy
prosecuting attorney J E harris
coroner and C P brooks sur-
veyor

A summary given by today a can-
vass is as follows
selectman

4 ashingue hing
cahoon

Cahcahoone majority 71
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ferguson
allenalien
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rennerkenner
hard
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Murpmurphyshys majority 81

coroner
cracroftCracrott
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harris majority 6858
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brooks majority 8191
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As mr hiles application for a
writ of mandate directing the board

tto count the ballots in certain pre-
cincts at ogden was denied the
weber county returns were certi-
fied to

the board of canvassers having
completed all but the count for re-
corder in salt lake county which
is to be considered in court august

adjourned to meet at the call of
the chairman

in the district court of the third
judicial district of utah TerriterritorytOFY
county of salt lake

henry page plaintiff vs elijah
sells J W judd hugh anderson
W W riterbiter and elias A smith
defendants answer of said de-
fendantsfend ants constituting board of can

now come the said defendants
the board of canvassers at the county
lectionelectione held august 4 1890 and
answer the alternative writ of man-
damus served in this case and the
said board alleges

that each of the members of
the said board was duly appointed
and qualified as a member of said
board of canvassers of salt lake
county and all the other counties
of said territory andaad as such they
proceeded to canvass the votes of
the several precincts of salt lake
county containing 41 polls that
among other polls was found by the
said board the return from poll
nomo 1 of precinct no 1 salt lake
county utah for said election in
cartiffcertifieded copy of which is annexed
to the answer in this case and to
which this board in this return and

answer refer and make it a
part of their answeranawer that
upon examining said return the
board found it to contain a discrep-
ancy between that return and the
other returns from the various pre-
cincts in salt lake county from
the other returns it appeared that
the vote for county recorder was
torfor henry page and for john H
rumel jr and not for H page
nor forajohnjohn H rumel nor for J
H rumel that in the opinion of
this board the variance between
these different polls and precincts
stated constituted a discrepancy or
irregularity affecting the result of
the election for the said office audand
of each of the said candidates that
the number of votes cast in the said
poll of Preprecinctcinet no 1 was
suchduch as to affect the result
of the election of said candidate
and therefore in the I1judgmentudgraant of0
said board of canvassers it was voted
to examine the ballot boxes of saidsaid
poll and saidbald precinct and such
other ballot boxes as the returns
show contain similar discrepancies
that the returns of the ither pre-
cincts referred to in the said alter-
native writ of mandamusmon damus are an

and made a part of this
answer and the same discrepancy
exists in east mill creek and butler
precincts

that the board hadbad not yet de-
terminedter mined whether they would or
would not open the ballot boxes of
the said other two precincts

this board further return that
one of their number J W judd
incorporated his views in an opinion
filed with the said board which by
way of answer in his behalf and in

behalf of a majority of the BJ
added and appended to this
and made a part hereof that flitt
said majority of the board based
their autionaction upon the opinion tw
filed a

and the board further ans s

return that they had not bob i
plated the canvass of said salt lake
county at the time of the soberdoe
of said alternative writ of natto
damus that they had not celii
mined the election of either joet
H rumel jrjn or of henry F
or of any other person and
what conconclusioncausion this board otof
damers wouldor wil wip
impossible to determinene at that
that they were preparing ataltowTOW
date to examine the daidresaid
and the said ballot box and wau
havehae done so had it not been A s

the service of the said writ th
the said alternative writ was bervabe
as an dujinjunctionunction upon these de
ants and has prevented the fujiufuIIU

ment of their duties as officers otof
election and the completion of thewfad
labor as a canvassing board

that as to the specific
in the alternative writ of maaman
mus contained the majority of ath

board return that they have
knowledge information or beady
sufficient to enable them to alqanswer
as to the fact whether J H RUruns 8

oroi john H rumel and johnh
11

rumel jr were in fact didifferent
persons each residing in satsaid coun
ty and therefore deny the samer
the purposes of this action that
whole knowledge on the said

eject is derived from the tetu
which have been heretofore sspecificspec ifie
ally set forth audand the legslegal pha

arising
that the opinion of the majoritymajoritf

of the board is fully set forth in awAS

opinion of J W judd hereto 1
but as to the fact as Utoi1

whether in truth they are
persons the board has no
edge information antiand belief

that the only persons claiming Wfa
be candidates and to have been
voted for for said office of county
recorder are the said gablej
page and john HX rumel jr
and the two members of thotl
wardboard W W riter and ellis A tsmith answering for
specially deny that the said john
rurumelmel and Jjohnohn H rubamelme Jjrr aabk
two different persons but ADallege
that they are one and the same aaha
that the said votes cast at the said
poll no 1 of precinct no 1 ananadt jl
all other polls in said coulty war
torfor john H rumel jr which
cast for any rumel whatsoever

and the last named debenidefendbofaH

allege on information and belt
that the said ballots coritacontainedlovr
the ballot boxbol of poll I1noT 0 17lpmen

1

no 1I and east mill 6C
and butler precincts will beabe foul
when opened to all have been C

for john H rumel jr and
J H rumel at all

that the majority of the omad
board denydeby that the returns haild

11

the polling precincts in ak
county which are now babe
said board are aulyduly berue
by the precinct officers afaoho
conducted said election
deny that the return no
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