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Layton City

Municipal General Election November 4, 2025

41,679 Active Registered
Voters

14,079 Ballots Cast

S8 %Turreut

Ballots Cast By Type

o 13,750

By Mail - Voters cast their vote utilizing a by mail ballot sent to the
|
~ voter

2, 2

s i,

41 % F= InPerson Early - Voters cast their vote utilizing a ballot issued at an early
voting location prior to election day

= 315

| x—gg In Person Election Day - Voters cast their vote utilizing a ballot issued
e——— at a voting center on election day

o |12

4 D
@ Provisional - Voters cast their vote utilizing a provisional ballot issued at
an early voting location or voting center




PRE-ELECTION TEST AND
Mg”;ere, and When

As required by Utah Code 20A-4-104 Before beginning to count ballots using automatic
tabulating equipment, the election officer shall test the automatic tabulating equipment
to ensure that it will accurately count the votes cast for all offices and all measures.
Additionally a firmware validation must be completed, this verifies the firmware
versions used on tabulating equipment matches the official certified firmware versions
approved for use in the State of Utah.

A test deck is created which contains ballots from
each precinct and each contest involved in the
election. Votes are marked for each candidate or
question. Under votes (blank ballots) and over voter Octo ber 1 O,
are also included in the test deck. The test deck is 2 0 2 5
processed through each type of tabulation equipment
which will be utilized in the election. The results
tabulated from the automatic tabulating equipment is
then compared to the pre-determined results.

Testing Team

This test is conducted by personnel of the Davis County Clerks Office. It was publicly

noticed and was open to the public, candidates and their representatives for viewing.
The test was conducted on October 10, 2025 beginning at 10:00am at 61 South Main

Street, Farmington, Utah 84025.

Results

All contests were included in the test, all equipment accurately detected over votes and
under votes. The results of the test accurately matched the expected results. The
firmware in use was confirmed as the approved version on all tabulating equipment.
Following this page you will find the Pre Election Test and Audit Report.



and Audlt Report i

Election; November 4, 2025 Test Date: October 10

Pre-Election Test Summary

1. Number of paper baliots processed on DS450: 2181

2. Number of paper ballots processed on DS200: /95

3. Number of Express Vote Ballots Processed: /27

4. Were all contests included in the test? _ v~ Yes

5. Did all equipment accurately detect over votes? w/ xYes

6. Did all equipment accurately detect under votes? \/ Yes

7. Did the results match the expected results of the test? VYes

Notes:

Firmware Validation

Hardware , Certified Firmware Version | Current Firmware Version
Electionware PC _ 16.3.0.0 6.3.00
DS450 4.2.0.0 4.2.00
DS200 3.0.0.0 3.0.0.0
ExpressVoie 42.1.0 4.2.1.0

Were there any differences between the certified firmware version and the current firmware version? __ Yes K/No

Certification

| certify that [ was present and or partici d in the Pre-Election Test and Audit and that the information included in this
certification is accurate.

County Clerk or Deputy Clerk:

Board of Canvass Representative(s):




REGISTER OF REPORTS

—=p

Canvass Certification of Election Officer and Bard of Canvass. This
document certifies the results as the official results prepared by the
Election Officer and approved by the Board of Canvass.

Summary of Ballots Not Counted. This report documents the total
number of ballot which not were received, but not counted. It
identifies the ballot by type and the reason why the ballot was not
counted. If applicable, voters were contacted and given an
opportunity to resolve issues with their ballot prior to the canvass

Ballot Reconciliation. This report documents each ballot
reconciliation during the election process. Election Officers are
required to reconcile ballots each time ballots are tabulated.

Canvass Statistics - This report provides standard statistics for the
election as required by the State of Utah.

Summary Results Report - One of three election results reports.
This report provides a summary of the election results and is
considered the official results of the election.

Statement of Votes Cast — Second of three election results reports.
This report provides a detailed report of ballots cast by type for
each voting precinct as well as a breakdown of votes for each
candidate or issue by precinct. This report is usually formatted in a
digital spreadsheet and is available in a separate electronic file.

Cast Vote Record Report - Third of three election results reports.
This report provides a detailed report of each ballot cast in the
election and an indication of each vote within each race or ballot
question. Service District Races are not included in this report. This
report is usually formatted in a digital spreadsheet and is available
in a separate electronic file.
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» Council Members ¢

Mayor * Joy Petro Zaqh Bloxha.lm
City Manager = Alex R. Jensen Clint Morris
Tyson Roberts

Bettina Smith Edmondson
Community e Prosperity e Choice Dave Thomas

OFFICIAL GENERAL ELECTION RESULTS AND CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION

The Board of Canvassers for Layton City has prepared a report of the election results for the Layton
City Municipal General Election held Tuesday, November 4, 2025, and certify that the following have been duly
elected. The Canvass Report can be located via the City’s website, the Utah Public Notice webSJte or in the
Recorder’s Office: 437 North Wasatch Drive, Layton, Utah, 84041, 801.336.3800.

Layton City Total (Vote %)

Registered Voters 41,679

Ballots Cast 14,079 (33.78%)

Layton City Mayor — One (1) Seat Layton City Council — Two (2) Seats

Joy Petro 9,630 ELECTED Bettina Smith Edmondson 8,021 ELECTED
Mike Koendrianos 6,172 ELECTED

Trevor Lee Foust 4,150 eliminated Linda Lartigue 6,066 eliminated
Jory Rand Argyle 4,814 eliminated

Proposition #2

For Imposition of the RAMP (Recreation, Arts, Museum, and Parks) Tax 10,402 APPROVED
% N 1

Against Imposition of the RAMP Tax 3,33

Signed this 18" day of November, 2025.

Gy e 5 el s

Joy Pety6, Mayor ? Wimlmembel

Clint Moﬁls,ﬁouncﬂmember T§éomRoberts, Councilmember
. i
Q@’/&/K )%W 1D a A Mém

Bettina @ Edmondson, Councilmember Dave Thomag, Councilmember

I, Kimberly S. Read, City Recorder, for Layton, Utah do hereby certify that the attached Official Election
Results is a true and correct copy of the final tabulation of votes for the Layton City Municipal General Election
held on Tuesday, November 4, 2025.

Dated this 18" day of November, 2025.

Kby Read

Kimberly S. Read, Qity Recorder/Election Official

This public notice is posted on the Utah Public Notice website www.utah.gov/pmn/, the Layton City website
www.laytoncity.org, and at the Layton City Center.

Municipal Offices = 437 N. Wasatch Dr. ¢ Layton, UT 84041 » Phone: (801) 336-3800 ° Fax: (801) 336-3811
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Standardized Canvass Statistics Report
| S Davis County Municipal General Election November 4, 2025

35.6% Voter turnout
35.6% Proportion of active voters and same-day registrants who cast counted ballots
{Active voters (use only the number given to counties the Friday before the election)

68,572 Total ballots counted

| 66,567 | Mail ballots counted

’Tig In-person early voting period ballots counted

= l,VSfSVSj; In-person election day ballots counted
,,,,;3:?; Disability ballots counted returned electronically
,;?:_ UOCAVA ballots counted returned electronically
{:Eéﬂgi Provisional ballots counted

E];;j 5 7 Emergency ballots counted

Section 3: Vote History Reconciliation

,572. ﬁ 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

100 Provisional ballots issued
96 Provisional ballots counted
4 Total provisional ballots not counted
S Already voted
0 Insufficient ID
3 | Residency
0 LA'. Incomplete form
0 { Other

96.0%  Percentage of provisionals that were counted
E 52 ]Number of provisional ballots that were same-day registration

Section 5: By Mail Ballot Statistics
Total challenged curable ballots (number of voters sent a cure notice)

106 Total rejected ballots that were curable but not cured
55 A Envelopes with a signature that does not match the voter's signature
o | Unsigned envelopes
31 | Ballots challenged for other curable reasons

~ 51.7% Percentage of curable ballots not cured
[] S ]Number of ballots where the voter submitted a disability affidavit

605 Total rejected non-provisional ballots that could not legally be cured
582 | Returned after the received-by deadline

23 ‘ Rejected for other non-curable reasons
1.5% Percentage of ballots returned as undeliverable

Section 6: County Clerk Certification

| certify that the information cqntained in this report is true and accurate. (type your name in the field below) B
EBrian McKenzie, Davis County Clerk ; J




Summary Results Report OFFICIAL RESULTS
November 4, 2025 Todays Date: November 17, 2025
Municipal General Election G2025 Davis County

STATISTICS

TOTAL
Registered Voters - Total 41,679
Ballots Cast - Total 14,079

Voter Turnout - Total 33.78%

Election Summary - 11/17/2025 05:02PM Page 1 of 2



Summary Results Report

November 4, 2025
Municipal General Election G2025

Layton City Mayor

OFFICIAL RESULTS

Todays Date: November 17, 2025
Davis County

Vote For 1
TOTAL
JOY PETRO 9,630
TREVOR LEE FOUST 4,150
Layton City Council
Vote For 2
TOTAL
BETTINA SMITH EDMONDSON 8,021
MIKE KOLENDRIANOS 6,172
LINDA LARTIGUE 6,066
JORY RAND ARGYLE 4,814

Layton City'RAMP Ta); Proprosyition #2
Vote For 1

TOTAL
Yes 10,402
No 3,331

Election Summary - 11/17/2025 05:02PM

Page 2 of 2



Statement of Votes Cast
2025 Municipal Gneral
Tuesday, November 4, 2025

STATISTICS LAYTON CITY MAYOR LAYTON CITY COUNIL LAYTON CITY RAMP
TAX PROPOSITION #2
VOTE FOR ONE VOTE FOR UP TOTWO
o
T 2 g 8 5 & o ) = 23 E

= b4 o 3 c (] S _ o < o <

2 g 2 a S 2 @ = S m gy = zZ3 P

G E ke g = 5 £ 3 2 33 > e $3 Ez g o

£ g 8 2 8 @ 3 & & g2 8 sz 52 H§§ E u e
6LAOL:I-N- 622 169 27.17% 0 5 0 0 164 68 86 47 75 85 79 115 51
6LA02:1-N- 498 102 20.48% 0 1 0 0 101 32 67 26 35 62 45 78 22
6LA03:I-N- 503 136 27.04% (0] 9 0 0 127 48 85 38 60 S0 61 92 40
6LA04:I-N- 673 254 37.74% 0 4 0 0 250 70 177 94 114 138 110 189 62
6LA0S:I-N- 466 180 38.63% 0 2 0 0 178 63 114 63 78 106 76 122 53
6LAOG:I-NA 77 20 25.97% 0 0 0 0 20 6 12 2 15 14 8 14 3
6LA06:I-NB 494 219 44.33% 0 2 0 0 217 81 135 76 117 107 102 157 56
6LAO7:I-N- 361 102 28.25% 0 1 0 0 101 36 66 32 49 60 42 74 25
6LA08:I-N- 307 68 22.15% 0 0 0 0 68 13 54 18 26 36 36 43 21
6LA09:I-N- 447 97 21.70% 0 3 0 0 94 26 69 33 39 53 47 75 20
6LA10:I-N- 486 132 27.16% 0 9 0 0 123 27 103 40 38 %4 57 109 19
6LA11:1-N- 401 161 40.15% 0 1 0 0 160 32 128 29 50 112 86 128 29
6LA12:1-N- 608 233 38.32% 0 9 0 0 224 71 158 67 68 146 134 188 39
6LA13:I-N- 444 158 35.59% 0 3 0 0 155 65 91 58 83 73 62 106 47
6LA14:|-N- 507 150 29.59% 0 4 0 0 146 45 102 56 76 74 65 104 42
6LA15:I-N- 368 99 26.90% 0 1 0 0 98 28 69 17 36 58 57 74 25
6LA16:I-N- 556 184 33.09% 0 5 0 0 179 45 137 64 77 107 95 132 44
6LA17:1-N- 408 128 31.37% 0 0 0] 0 128 46 78 58 52 69 56 103 22
6LA18:I-N- 279 53 19.00% 0 1 0 0 52 13 39 19 19 29 29 35 13
6LA19:1-N- 514 178 34.63% 0 4 0 0 174 45 130 58 86 102 74 129 45
6LA20:I-N- 678 237 34.96% 0 3 0 0 234 80 152 75 103 152 106 176 56
6LA21:I-N- 658 261 39.67% 0 8 0 0 253 93 162 112 109 153 104 188 68
B6LA22:1-N- 708 295 41.67% 0 6 0 0 289 95 194 108 118 172 118 215 69
6LA23:]-N- 478 141 29.50% 0 2 o] 1 138 42 97 60 60 74 54 85 55
6LA24:1-N- 431 122 28.31% 0 il 0 0 121 53 67 39 49 67 59 85 36
6LA25:1-N- 605 180 29.75% 0 2 0 0 178 67 110 70 80 100 76 132 43
6LA26:I-N- 255 84 32.94% 0 0 0 1 83 30 52 26 36 45 39 56 26
6LA27:I-N- 494 101 20.45% 0 0 0 0 101 33 65 30 44 46 49 62 37
6LA28:I-N- 380 60 15.79% 0 4 0 1 55 26 31 49 23 38 31 43 16
6LA29:1-N- 483 122 25.26% 0 2 0 1 119 23 96 35 59 74 45 89 27
6LA30:1-N- 368 84 22.83% 0 3 0 0 81 30 52 31 38 45 42 61 23
6LA31:I-N- 549 163 29.69% 0 8 0 0 155 57 102 46 66 98 72 122 37
6LA32:1-N- 617 203 32.90% 0 8 0 (4] 195 64 133 56 99 115 90 155 44
6LA33:1-N- 579 198 34.20% 0 6 0 0 192 66 127 82 94 100 79 143 53
6LA34:I-N- 578 205 35.47% 0 7, 0 0 198 59 144 70/ 65 118 95 154 44
6LA35:I-N- 385 163 42.34% 0 2 0 0 161 50 112 62 76 92 69 124 36
6LA36:I-N- 525 172 32.76% 0 0 0 0 172 49 119 61 65 103 81 134 33
6LA37:I-N- 657 254 38.66% 0 7 0 0 247 94 154 103 103 140 111 180 63
6LA38:I-N- 737 260 35.28% (0] 2. 0 0 258 78 174 87 104 156 118 207 45
6LA39:1-N- 640 271 42.34% 0 4 0 0 267 70 198 g0 94 178 125 204 59
6LA40:1-N- 633 197 31.12% 0 2 0 0 195 56 138 67 95 95 94 131 61
6LA41:1-N- 713 302 42.36% 0 7 0 0 295 93 208 114 147 162 123 235 61
6LA42:1-N- 608 274 45.07% 0 2 0 1 271 44 223 91 86 192 122 219 51
6LA43:1-N- 254 89 35.04% 0 2 0 0 87 23 66 30 27 57 34 63 26
6LA44:1-N- 526 173 32.89% 0 5 0 1 167 50 119 57 85 101 60 120 49
6LA45:1-N- 756 198 26.19% 0 6 0 0 192 60 137 94 81 115 68 141 54
6LA46:I-N- 661 171 25.87% 0 2, 0 0 169 41 126 52 91 110 57 132 35
6LA47:I-N- 570 214 37.54% 0 2 0 0 212 76 135 68 97 135 96 160 45
6LA48:1-N- 767 195 25.42% 0 8 0 1 186 52 136 50 59 114 101 147 47
6LA49:I-N- 588 244 41.50% 0 9 0 0 235 56 178 91 136 126 63 193 49
6LAS0:I-N- 485 152 31.34% 0 1 0 0 151 35 117 33 68 81 85 119 30
B6LAS1:I-N- 548 185 33.76% 0 9 0 1 175 41 135 58 81 108 91 133 46
6LAS52:1-N- 354 128 36.16% 0 1 0 0 127 35 30 52 60 60 62 96 30
6LAS3:]-N- 691 217 31.40% 0 5 4} 0 212 55 162 72 86 124 110 176 36
6LAS4:I-N- 762 233 30.58% 0 4 0 0 229 76 152 105 115 98 94 166 61
6LAS5:I-N- 696 264 37.93% [} 7 0 0 257 74 180 112 S0 133 137 193 68
6LAS6:1-N- 634 281 44.32% 0 5 0 0 276 80 196 85 141 165 122 210 64
6LA57:1-N- 682 322 47.21% 1 17 0 0 304 101 213 104 152 180 129 227 87
6LAS8:1-N- 404 156 38.61% 0 0 0 0 156 47 108 47 79 103 57 118 35
6LA59:1-N- 568 202 35.56% 0 2 0 1 199 76 125 71 97 120 77 143 57
6LAG60:1-N- 595 221 37.14% 0 2 0 0 219 65 147 55 112 152 52 180 37
6LAG1:I-N- 557 188 33.75% 0 5 0 i 182 60 123 77 95 101 57 137 47
6LAG2:I-N- 531 190 35.78% 0 £3 0 0 187 58 127 59 80 131 AE 149 35
6LA63:I-N- 709 236 33.29% 0 7 0 0 229 39 192 70 104 154 95 188 40
6LA64:1-N- 667 252 37.78% il 10 0 1 240 61 182 73 100 140 131 198 44
6LAB5:I-N- 479 122 25.47% 0 4 0 0 118 28 90 43 45 60 55 88 32
6LA66:I-N- 700 242 34.57% 0 4 0 1 237 68 170 75 114 137 104 195 41
6LA67:I-N- 772 244 31.61% 0 8 0 0 236 68 169 73 107 150 107 190 47
6LAG8:I-N- 501 154 30.74% 0 5 0 (4] 149 30 122 50 57 94 69 122 29
6LA69:I-N- 597 260 43.55% 0 8 0 0 252 85 175 92 134 143 103 185 62
6LA70:I-N- 334 136 40.72% 0 5 0 0 131 29 104 41 60 83 54 89 38
6LA71:I-N- 598 236 39.46% 0 2 0 0 234 88 143 119 105 108 84 157 75
6LA72:I-C- 34 11 32.35% 0 0 0 0 11 5 6 3 5 4 6 6 5
6LA72:1-N- 529 143 27.03% 0 0 0 0 143 35 106 56 76 82 45 107 32
6LA73:I-N- 536 205 38.25% 0 4 0 0 201 91 106 101 106 80 83 153 49
6LA74: 588 257 43.71% 0 1 0 0 256 57 195 80 130 134 116 192 60
6LA75:I-N- 567 193 34.04% 0 7 0 0 186 47 144 71 99 98 82 137 56
6LA76:77:78 661 193 29.20% 0 5 0 0 188 46 144 59 92 110 86 125 62
TOTAL 41679 14079 33.78% 2 315 0 12 13750 4150 9630 4814 6172 8021 6066 10402 3331




POST ELECTION AUDIT

What, Where, and When

A Post election audit consists of four requirements. First is a comparison of the Cast
Vote Record to the Election Summary Report. The second is an audit of the tabulating
equipment as required by 20A-4-104(1)(f). This audit ensures the automatic tabulation
equipment accurately counted the ballots by hand counting select batches of ballots and
comparing the hand counted with the results recorded in the tabulation system. It
consists of 1 percent of all ballots up to 1,000 ballots. The ballots are selected randomly
by the Lt. Governor’s Office.

The third is an audit of the signature comparisons made
between signatures on envelopes and voter signatures
maintained by the election officer as required by 20A-3a- N ovem ber
402.5. This audit is performed on 1% of all ballot

envelopes prior to envelopes being opened and separated 1 4, 2025
from the ballot.

The fourth is a final reconciliation of ballots cast to vote
history recorded in the voter registration system as required by 20A-4-304 (2)(h). This

is documented on the Ballot Reconciliation Report.

Procedures for these audits are set by administrative rules and policy set by the Lt.
Governor.

Audit Team

Auditors consisted of Davis County Citizens, and Officials from outside of the Davis
County Clerk’s Office. It was publicly noticed and was open to the public, candidates and
their representatives for viewing. The test was conducted on November 14, 2025
beginning at 10:00am at 61 South Main Street, Farmington, Utah 84025.

Results

The results of the audit accurately matched the tabulated results. No discrepancies
were found in the signature comparisons. Following this page you will find the Canvass
Audit Certification Report and the Post Election Auditor Certification Report.

4



County: “Qvu{ < Election; ' “gm iffﬂﬂl ( ;'Ielﬂffﬂl 2025

Paper Ballot Audit Summary

1. Number of paper ballots processed: é Z, ﬁ / 2

2. Number of ballots audited: _ 295

3. List the contests on the ballot that were audited:

Al Condesds

Were there any differences between the tabulation software and the votes marked on the paper ballots?

Yes X No (% YES, please aftach an explanation of any Inconsistencies)

DRE Machine Audit Summary (complete only if applicable)

1. Number of voling machines used in the election:
2. Number of polling places used for the election:
3.  Number of voling machines audited:;
4, Were tamper-evident seals affixed to all journal tape canisters? Yes No
(*If no, please atfach coples of the journal tape logs for the applicable canisters)
5. Did all machine serial numbers match when the canisters were installed and removed? Yes No
{(*If no, please attach copies of the fournal tape logs for the applicable canisters)
6. Did any tape seals on the journal tape canlsters show evidence of tampering? Yes No
{*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 coples of the hand count logs for the applicable canisters)

Signature Affidavit Audit Summary
Total number of signature affidavits audited: é 6 é

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




Clerk Certification — to be completed before the canvass

A Yes No | certify that | have reviewed the number of vote histories recorded in VISTA and they
closely match the number of kallots cast in my county during this election.

Number of ballots counted: é 3 5 22

Number of vote histories: (b A 522

Difference: y-a

7

Explain any differences:

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

Yes No | complied with the requirements of the software validation rule R623-7: "before using any
votihg equipment, 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:_ %%j Date: //~-/7- 25

4 4




éC»t-_ionAuditdifs; Certificz tion Report

Election: November 4, 2025 Municipal General Election

| certify that proper legal public notice was given for the Post-Election Audit. This audit was conducted at 61
South Main Street, Farmington, Utah 84025 on the 14 day of November, 2025; all laws, policies and

procedures were followed a%{%umd d that the following information is true and correct.
Signature of County Clerk: Date: //-/4- 25

/ '//p "

We the undersigned election auditors certify that we were present during and participated in this post-election
audit. We certify that we reviewed the original paper ballots, and tabulation of all ballots identified for audit, we
confirmed that the electronic count matched the original marks made by the voter, and that all electronic
tabulations accurately reflected the intent of the voter as marked on each ballot and that if any differences were
identified, they have been listed on the Audit Summary Report.

As an appointed election auditor, | certify that | attended the Post-Election Audit and verified the information
listed above to be accurate.

Signature of Election Auditor Qz & it ):Z_Qé QZQ&

Signature of Election Auditor JA ‘ T Y P T B

Signature of Election Auditor (./%/W

Signature of Election Auditor Q/ﬁ’/ L &Wﬁm
Signature of Election Auditor G ,Q/( A }),

Signature of Election Auditor W M/P’W%
Signature of Election Auditor \)p&)M/ Mw
Signature of Election Auditor M‘L\ POJ\;/‘—-"

Signature of Election Auditor

Signature of Election Auditor

Signature of Election Auditor

Signature of Election Auditor




