2. 1940-58 Davis City Council Election Results*

40 42 44 46 ‘48 ’50 52 54 ‘56 58
85 100 90 76 64 69 72 84 55 63
1 Madson Covell McDonald Fairbank Madson Walker, H. Hickey Roessler Kunze Madsen
431 86 155 445 461 548 785 297 863 1,052
84 96 89 62 63 57 72 75 50 57
2 McDonald Donnell Madson Covell Hickey Hibbert Kendrick Whitcombe, H. | Hickey Green
424 83 154 362 457 454 783 264 779 976
44 81 41 54 29 65 46 50
Pe rcent Of VOte rs 3 Davies Davies Duthie Weaver MacGillivray Dixon Givens X\lliggenef
CaStl ng Bal IOtS for 221 139 239 387 228 713 719
Each Candidate 37 42 28 63 45
(Rank-ordered, with each 4 Swall Elliott McMurtry Kunze Kendrick
candidate’s name and 187 301 221 696 703
votes received) 22 37 26 |
5 Asbill Quinn Dixon
111 264 399
16 21 25
6 Lloyd Burks Barrow
79 155 395
12 13
7 Raabe Buse
59 206
13
8 Houghton
195
Elﬁction fora Election for a 10
“short tem” “short term” Only Walker
9 vacant seat: vacant seat: fileg for 1H5a6mman
candidacy—
54 50 and only at the
10 | Donnell Quessenberry last minute
274 360 urging of a
petition
presented to
1 I 46 ﬁ7 him. His was
Belton MacGillivray the only name o o
233 1 write-in 7 write-i 343 printed on the 5 write-in ) 8 write-in 17 write-in
name received write-in g ballot. The names received | names received | Names received
7 names receive other three are atotal of 8 atotal of 27 a total of 33
12 vote. atotal of 7 write-in votes. votes votes.
votes. candidates. '
Number of People Voting 507 e 86 e 172¢e 592 e 722 791 1,093 352 1560 1663
ge“;ent (and number) of Votes Not loe 1e 13 e8e) 10 (118¢) 6 (141) 8 (131 9 302) 20 (704) 5 (238 14 @s1)
as
;z;?sc;g:eije)rcent (and Number 49 (1,028) 54 (1,471 64 (2,426) 53 (3,113)

* Boldface cell numbers are the percentage of voters casting ballots for that candidate. The candidate’s last name is under the percent number.
The number of votes received is under the candidate’s name. Shaded cells indicate elected candidates. An “e” following a number means the number is estimated.




3. 1960-78 Davis City Council Election Results*

'60 62 ‘64 ‘66 ‘68 70 72 T4 ‘76 78
56 52 61 68 47 57 74 40 50 49
1 Jacobs Markham Gill Woodbury Asmundson Skinner Poulos Stevens Black Stevens
1,255 1,263 1,829 2,020 2,354 2,465 8,111 3,673 4,887 3,871
54 48 55 60 46 47 68 37 41 48
2 Woodbury McMurdie McChesney Skinner Aronson Woodbury Holdstock Tomasi Kopper Tomasi
1,212 1,175 1,661 1,799 2,289 1,965 7,488 3,307 4,001 3,670
f 58 48 52 49 45 41 59 33 33 30
Percent (0] VOterS 3 Nicholson Hartz Aronson Smith Miller, H. Morrell Black Gilson Motley Larson
Casti ng Bal Iots for 1,201 1,175 1,563 1,465 2,238 1,780 6,467 3,042 3,186 2,386
Each Candidate 53 44 48 43 37 33 31 29 29
(Rank-ordered’ with each 4 McChesney Motley Briggs Stein Avery Miller, H. Stein Whitcombe, J. Skinner
candidate’s name and 1,197 1,084 1,428 2,139 1,592 3,671 2,860 2,869 2,283
votes received) 53 45 40 13 25 17 29 16
5 Hickey Harttz Walker, P. Miller, F. Pearson Peterson Hilliard MacMillan
1,192 1359 1,995 544 2,697 1,585 2831 1,265
9 25 17 15 25 13
6 Rourke Avery Foerster Boosembark Hoyt Sanders
259 1,262 1,824 1,393 2,445 1,007
19 8 12 24 8
7 Kleker Easton Lester Yang Lester
944 883 1,079 2,316 594
18 4 9 - 15
8 Briggs Whitworth Drips Lester
914 468 859 1,434
1 11
9 Manston Taormino
141 1,023
7
10 McElreath
678
7
11 | 21 write-in Two 13 write-in 16 write-in_ 3 write-in Gage
names received | candidates names received | names received | names received 668
atotal of 35 tied. Winner atotal of 21 a total of 26 atotal of 4 |
votes determined by | votes votes votes 7
12 lot. Musslewhite
659
Number of People Voting 2,252 2,443 2,996 2,971 4,980 4,300 10,957 9,268 9,767 7,848
Eercte”t (and number) of Votes Not 10 (664) 4 (189) 10 (ses) 11 e58) 16 (s01) 3 (254) 3@l 4 (738) 8 (2,244) 4 (620)
as
;Zgii?;rzg)r nout (and Number 68 (3.292) 60 (4,077 65 (4,584) 49 (6,109) 65 (7,624) 45 (9,952) 67 16226) = 46(0064) | 53 (18,268) 35 (21,862)

* Boldface cell numbers are the percentage of voters casting ballots for that candidate. The candidate’s last name is under the percent number.

The number of votes received is under the candidate’s name. An “e” following a number means the number is estimated.



