Summary Results Report OFFICIAL RESULTS
Municipal General Election

November 4, 2025 Rich County, Utah
STATISTICS
TOTAL
Election Day Precincts Reporting 6ofb
Precincts Complete 6ofb
Precincts Partially Reported Oof6
Absentee/ Early Precincts Reporting 0ofé
Registered Voters - Total 975
Ballots Cast - Total 709
Ballots Cast - Blank 0
Voter Turnout - Total 72.72%
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Summary Results Report
Municipal General Election

November 4, 2025

Randolph Mayor (4 -Year Term)

OFFICIAL RESULTS

Rich County, Utah

Vote For 1
TOTAL
JOHN SIMEON BELL 130
MELANIE GRACE LIMB 76
Overvotes 0
Undervotes 1
Contest Totals 207

Randolph Town Council (4 -Year Term)

Vote For 2
~ TOTAL
Disqualified 0
DALE C WILSON 56
KATHY ARGYLE 171
BRANDON J HATCH 151
Overvotes 0
Undervotes 36
Contest Totals 414
Woodruff Mayor (4 -Year Term)
Vote For 1
TOTAL
MONIKA LYNNE SCHULTHESS 48
RAYMOND G. FRANDSEN 45
Overvotes 0
Undervotes 2

Contest Totals 95
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Summary Results Report OFFICIAL RESULTS
Municipal General Election

November 4, 2025 Rich County, Utah
Woodruff Town Council (4 -Year Term)
Vote For 2
TOTAL
BRITON BROWN 81
SEIKO WEBB 38
TYLER BRIAN WALKER 49
Overvotes 0
Undervotes 22
Contest Totals 190
Laketown Mayor (4 -Year Term)
Vote For 1
TOTAL
BRANDON CLARK WILLIS 104
PATRICK TAYLOR FLOYD 59
Overvotes 0
Undervotes 2
Contest Totals 165

Laketown Town Council (2 -Year Term)

Vote For 1
TOTAL
DENISE MARIE JOHNSON 146
Overvotes 0
Undervotes 19
Contest Totals 165
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Summary Results Report OFFICIAL RESULTS
Municipal General Election

November 4, 2025 Rich County, Utah
Laketown Town Council (4 -Year Term)
Vote For 2
TOTAL
BURDETTE WILKES WESTON 76
DELORA L WIGHT 75
KIRSTEN K GASH 83
RICHARD NEIL DROESBEKE 74
Overvotes 0
Undervotes 22
Contest Totals 330
Garden City Mayor (4 -Year Term)
Vote For 1
TOTAL
MICHAEL | LEONHARDT 139
CHEREE F LUTZ 103
Overvotes 0
Undervotes 0
Contest Totals 242
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Signature Audit Summary

Cnty: ?\\O‘A Election: _ 2025 MM(AP“‘ G}M@lﬁll

Auditor:; M\.\dﬂ ?W-\, Date: \.lc/ ‘Z!’Z‘ DZS

Signature verification audits must be performed on 1% of all ballot envelopes PRIOR to any passed
ballots in that group being separated from their envelopes AND on 1% of all challenged ballots
prior to notification being sent to voters.

Number of signature affidavits audited on passed ballots (1% required): &

Number of signature affidavits audited on challenged ballots (1% required): 27

Describe what was audited:
® random Sipedives Were (udided ouk of 104 Yol voles cast, L.nsﬁf'uﬁhj

AT omdak. ‘
2% ol wire Challenmed 4 Al 23 Were audided ¢ Pact of b Cure proass.

1. Has each person reviewing signatures received signature verification training within
the current calendar year?

i Yes No

2. Did the signature audit reveal any inconsistencies between the decision(s) made by
the reviewer(s) to pass or or challenge ballots and the findings of the audit??

___Yes L No (*If YES, please attach an explanation of any inconsistencies)

3. If yes, describe what additional training was provided or was the reviewer moved to
another assignment?

N

| have completed with audit in accordance with 20A-3a-402.5 and the Lieutenant Governor's Audit
Policy

Signature: JA{QPM’?"/ Date: \| ‘/\7’! W25




2025 Canvass - Audit Certification Report

County: th/\ Etection:ﬂwt’(/{ﬁﬂ‘ e\fwa\

Post Election Ballot Audit Summary

2.

3.

Number of paper ballots processed: iQEl

Number of ballots audited: _ -
s
List the contests on the ballot that were audited: Qarden (,L‘hq ho

_Rando\ph \nloodeutt Town Couned |
‘ Lulce Town N\Jwyr

AMLMr \.AM' own_ -“owia (purcal  2-40 erm
Lkt town owna Counci| Y-y

) : L{-"ij term
Were there any differences between the tabulation software and the votes marked on the paper ballots?

Yes K No (*If YES, please attach an explanation of any inconsistencies)

DRE Machine Audit Summary (sait Lake only) HW

of voting machines used in the election:

Number of polling p used for the election:

3.  Number of voting machines audited:
4. Were tamper-evident seals affixed to all journal tape isters? Yes No
(*If no, please attach copies of the journal tape logs for the applicable cani
5. Did all machine serial numbers match when the canisters were insta Yes No
(*If no, please attach copies of the journal tape logs for the applicable canisters)
6. Did any tape seals on the journal tape canisters show evidence of tampering?
(*If yes, please attach copies of the logs for the applicable canisters)
7 Were there any differences between the machine results and hand-counted results for any audited
machine? Yes No *If yes, please atfach copies of the hand count logs for the applicable canisters)

Ballot Envelope Signature audit Summary

Total number of signature affidavits audited:

Did the signature audit reveal any inconsistencies between a signature’s initial verification and the audit?
Yes No (*If YES, please attach an explanation of any inconsistencies)




2025 Canvass - Audit Certification Report

Clerk Certification — to be completed before the canvass

Yes No | certify that the audits described above were conducted according to the audit policy. This
includes ensuring that all election workers and auditors completed the required training, were sworn in, and that
each auditor signed an affidavit created by the clerk for the work they audited.

Yes No | certify that | have reviewed the number of vote histories recorded in VISTA and they

closely match the number of ballots counted in my county during this election. This number should be zero, or
close to zero. Corrections should be made to ballots or voter records PRIOR to canvassing results.

Number of ballots counted: ] Dq

Number of vote histories: "1 00[
Difference: ,Q/

Explain any differences: le

Yes No | certify that | have properly maintained chain of custody controls as outlined in
20A-3a2-401.1 and Rule 623-8.

Yes No | certify that | have properly maintained the voter list in accordance with state and federal
laws (20A-3a-404(2) and Rule 623-10).

Yes No | complied with the requirements of the software validation rule R623-7: "before using any
voting eqmpmant and before each election, the election officer shall verify that the firmware version on any voting
equipment matches the firmware version that is certified by the EAC.

County Clerk Signature: A:@A/lv‘f" Date: S! l ]L{ 2025




Standardized Canvass Statistics Report
Rich County - November 4, 2025

Section 1: Active Voters and Turnout

72.7% Voter turnout
72.7% Proportion of active voters and same-day registrants who cast counted ballots
975 Active voters (use only the number given to counties the Friday before the election)

Section 2: Counted Ballot Statistics
709 Total ballots counted
679 Mail ballots counted

4 In-person early voting period ballots counted

20 In-person election day ballots counted

(0] Disability ballots counted returned electronically
3 UOCAVA ballots counted returned electronically
3 Provisional ballots counted

0 Emergency ballots counted

Section 3: Vote History Reconciliation

709 Vote histories given
Yes Does total ballots counted match the number of voters given vote history in VISTA?
NA If no, what is the difference? (surplus vote histories)

If no, provide an explanation below.

Section 4: Provisional Ballot Statistics
Provisional ballots issued

‘

Provisional ballots counted

0 Total provisional ballots not counted
Already voted
Insufficient ID
Residency
Incomplete form
Other

100.0%  Percentage of provisionals that were counted
0 Number of provisional ballots that were same-day registration

Section 5: By Mail Ballot Statistics
23 Total challenged curable ballots (number of voters sent a cure notice)
0 Total rejected ballots that were curable but not cured
Envelopes with a signature that does not match the voter's signature
Unsigned envelopes

0 Ballots challenged for other curable reasons
0.0% Percentage of curable ballots not cured
0 Number of ballots where the voter submitted a disability affidavit
9 Total rejected non-provisional ballots that could not legally be cured
6 Returned after the received-by deadline
B Rejected for other non-curable reasons
3.0% Percentage of ballots returned as undeliverable

Section 6: County Clerk Certification

| certify that the information contained in this report is true and accurate. (type your name in the field below)
Anneliesa Peart

Fill the highlighted orange cells only.

Submit to elections@utah.gov upon completion of the
canvass.




