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of that box, be hrought in.
was it?

Col. Sells—It was J. W. Bkinner.

Judge Smith—Here is the tally
sheut that the judges failed to send
in. 1ltshows 77 fur loronto. The
othier tally sheet shows 77, but is
counted as ouly 71 on the abstract.

Col. Btone—1t will he a coutested
election.

C. E. Allen—I1t may be the other
side that took the ballots.

Mr. Browu—No difference. The
ballots are gone, and somebody
should be made fo account for it.

Judge Judd—1 move we accept
the result io this poll as shown by
our count.

Judge Bmith—1 secon i that.

Chbairman Sells put the motion,
which wes earried unanimously.

The count in this poll showed
Galligher 182, onto 76. The
count of the jud of election was
Gulligher 185, Toronto 77, Thia

ives Toronto two votes more thau

ulligher for the office of treasurer
of Salt Lake County.

There was considerable excite-
ment armong the attormeys 'und
candidates in attendance when the
result was announced, and the
judges were seversly condemped
for -the blundering way in which
they had dooe the work. The ab-
stracts and taliy sheets showed a
total of 263 votes cast, while but 259
ballots were found io the tLox.

The returus were then footed up
for ali the eandidates except those
for recorder, the figures being the
same as those published in the
NEws, with the exceptlon of the
ohange made in the poll counted
today, where Toronto was given the
majority, instead of a tle.

The board sigued the return. and
HBecretary Sells immediately made
out certificates of election for A. J.
Eurt for sheriff; J. B. Toronto,
treasurer; J. P. Caheon, selectman;
C. E. Ai’lcn. county clerk; W.J.
Lyd®h assessor; Walter Murphy,
prosecuting attorney; J. E. Harris,
coroper, and (. . Brooks, sur-
veyol.

A summary given by today’s can-
vass ie as follows:

BelecIman-
« nehiog

Cnhoon.......,..
Cahoon’s majoricy
County Qlerk—

Ferguson . oooe iovecniinneaccnasaaaan

A Mnmn a0 5 0wl 0o cam oo D8 aaat Am s 4o b
Allen’s majority..cccviiiviiimin ceinanasna. 16

AsSessor—
I 0s 000 00 o0 c48 naE 0o Goa 0oL o a0 - a0
Lynch .o e

Lynch's majority.

Prosecuting Aitorney—
Kennor..............
Hurd ..
Murphy.......

Muarpby’s majoiity..

Goroner—

(b Yoall(ic S o (o oo e con oo IR

W ho

L8 I e cm m e e o 5 oo a6 00 0009885 E a0 o
Harra® maloridy. .- cceeceieiiiiiiii.... B8
Bheriff—

Barnes...........ceeveeaenaen i e
Buri's majority....oooooicciiiieiiiiaaan
Surveyor—

Burton

Brooks........... . BB
Brooks' majority......ooeiviiaininiianaan )1
Troeasurer—

Toronto....... 3769

Galligher.... - 3787
Toronto's MAJOTILY o« v oeveasaneciiaanaan ©

Ap Mr. Hiley’ application for a
writ of mandate directiog the board
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to count the bailois in certain pre-
cinets at Ogden was denled, the
Weber County returns were certi-
fled to.

The Board of Canvassers, haviog
completed all bat the eount for re-
corder in Salt Lake County, which
is to be cousidered in court August
28th, adjourned to meet at the call of
the chairmap.

In the District Court of the Third
Judicial Distriet of Utah Territory,
County of Halt Lake,

Henry Page, plaintiff, vs. Hlijah
Bells. J. W. Judd, Hugh A nderson,
W. W. Riter and Elias A. Smith,
defendants. Answer of said de-
fendants, counstituting board of can
VaSSers.

Now come the said defendants,
the hoard of canvaesers at the county
clection held August 4, 1890, anu
answer the allernative writ of man-
damus zerved in this case; and the
said board alleges:

That each of the members of
the said Board was duly appointed
and gualified as 3 member of said
Board of Canvassers of Balt Lake
County, aod nll the other counties
of said Tetriiory; and, as such, they
procecded to canvass the votes of
the several preciocts of Balt Liake
County, containing 41 polils. That
among other polls was found by the
snid Board the return from  Poll
No. 1 of Precinct No. 1, Balt Lake
County, Utah, for said election in
certitied copy of which is annexeu
to the answer in this case, aud to
which this Board ino this return and
angwer refer;, and make it a
part of their answer.} That
upon examlning said return the
Board found it to containo a discrep-
ancy between that return and the
other refurna from the various pre-
cinets in Balt Lake County. From
the other returnn it appeared thatl
the vote for County Recorder waa
tor Heory Page and for John H.
Rumel, Jr., and not for H. Page,
oor for Joho H. Rumel, nor for J.
H. Rumel. That, in the opinion of
thiz board, the variance between
these different polls and precipets
stated constituted a discrepuney or
irregulsrity affecting the resuit of
the election for the said office, nud
of vach of the said eandidates. That
the number of votes cant in the said
joll  of Precinet No. 1 was
suclhh as to affect the result
of the ulection of sauld eandiiate;
and therefore, in the fudgment of
sajd board of ¢an vassers, it was voted
to examine the ballol boxes of suid
poll and said precioet, and such
other ballot boxes as the returos
show coontain similar discreponcies.
That the returns of the her pre-
ciocta referred to in the said alter-
native wrlt of mondasmaus are ao-
nexed-to and made a part of this
answer, and the saume discreponcy
exists in East Mill Creek and Botler
precl octs.

That the Board had oot yet de-
termined whether they would or
would not open the ballot boxes of
the said other two precinets.

This Board further return that
one of thelr number, J. W, Judd,
incorporated his views in an optnion
filed with the said Board, which,by
way of apswer iu hig behalf, and in

bebalf of a majority of the Board, is
added and appended to'this return,
andl made a part hereot. That the
said mnjority of the Board based
their action upon the opinion so
filed. )

A nd the Loard further nnswering,
return: That they had bpot comn-
pleted the eanvass of said Balt Liake
County at the time of the service
of said alternative writ of man-
damus; that they had oot deter-
mined the election of either John
H. Rumel, Jr:, or of Henry Page
or of any Ot.;lel‘ person; and thal
what conelusisn this hoard of ean-
vassers would,or will,arriveat, it wus
Impossible to determine nt that date.
That they were preparing at that
dute to examine the said returns,
and the said ballot box, and would
have done so had it nol been for
the service of the said writ. That
the said alternative writ was served
as an injunction upon these defend-
ants, and has prevented the fulfil-
ment of their duties as officers of
election, and the completion of their
labor a8 a ecanvassing board.

That as to the specific allegations
in the alternative writ of manda-
mus contained, the majority of the
board return that they bave no
knowledpe, information or belief
aufli¢ient to enable them to nnswer

s to the fact whether J. H. Rumel .

or John H. Rumel and Joho H.
Rumel, Jr., were in fact ditferent
persons, each residing in =aid coun-
ty, and therefore deny the same, for
the purposes of this action; that the
whole knowledge on the said sub-
ject is derived from the returas,
which have been heretofore specific-
ally set forth, and the legal pre-
sumptions arising therefrom.

That the vpinion of the majority
of the Board is fully set forth in the
oplnion of J. W. Judd, hereto at-
pexed; but as to the fact as to
whether in truth they are different
persons. the Board has no koowl-
edre, information and belief.

That the ouly persous clutming to
bhe candidates, and to have Leen
voted for, for said office of County
Recorder, are the said Henry
Page aod John H. Rumel, Jr.,
an/ the two members of the
board, W W. Riter and Klias &V,
swurith, answering for theruselvds,
apevially deny that thesaid John
Rumel and Joho H. Rumel, Jr., are
two different persons;, but ailege
that they are one and the same, anid
that the said votes cast at the said
poll Nol of precinet No. 1, and at
all other polls in said cou.ty, were
for Jobn H. Rumel, Jr., which were
cast for any Rumel whatsoever.

And the st named defendants
ailege, on information and belief,
that the said ballota coutained in
the ballot bux of poil No. 1, pre-
cinot No. 1, and Iuast Mill Creek
and Butler 'recincts, will be found,
when opened. to all have been cast
for John H. Rumel, Jr., and not for
J. H. Rumel at all.

That the majority of the gaid
Board demy that the returps from
the polling preciocts in said
ocounty, which are uow before
said Board, are duly certlfied
by the preclnet officers who
contucted  sajd  election, and
deny that the return from poll No. 1,



