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) On further examination

states that Willism §. Lassell was a candidate at tha Election afore-
said as a Delegaie to the General Assembly of -Maryland, that he
has no kaowledge of any other person by the rame of Lasse!l, Bas-
scll or Barrell who was a candidate at said election; he has no know-
ledge of any person living in Kent county by the name of Bassell. He
has lived in Kent county from bis birth, he has been engaged in the
clerk’s office of Kent county for some eight or nine yeais; he states
during the time aloresaid bis acquaintance with the people of the
counly was pretty extensive, |

On further cross examination;

states (hat there is a gentleman living in Keat county by the name

of Rarrell, and one gentleman besides William S. Lassell, to wit ¢

Wiiliam S. Lassell’s father
| On further examination, |
states that at the time the amendinent aforesaid was made, the result
of the election throughout the county was generally known in Ches-
tertowu, | : .
On further cross examination,
slates that before the result of the election. was known it was the
- general opinion of the persons with whom he conversed, that the
ticlll<et in question should not have been counted for William 8. Las-
sell. : ‘ .
: On further examination,
states that it was the general impression aziong the “whigs” that the
“said ticket ought not to have been counted, he has never heard any
“whig” in Kent county, say said ticket ought to have been counted.
. | J. F. GORDON.
Test,  Thomas M. Flint, clk. |

David Arthur being sworn deposeth and saith, that he was one of
the clerks of election in District No. 2, in Kent county at the election
held on the 3rd October last, he saw (he ticket before referred to, on
the night of the election, which was taken by Mr. Nicholson, chief
judge, who handed it to Mr, Sappington, and aiterwards to Mr. Mans
‘field, there being some informality about it} it was examined by a
great many; there was some conversation ameng the judges, he docs
pot remember what. Afterwards Mr. Nicholson said, we receive the
ticket, and it was counted for William S. Lassell; he has no know-
ledge of what become of the ticket and has never seen it aince, till
- this day; he did not examine the ticket so critically as to say wheth-
~er there has been any alteration on its face or not; that witness read
it Lassell. -

On cross examinalion, ’ o
states, that he did not hear Mr. Nicholson read the ticket before he
handed it to Mr. Sappington, he made some remark about it, but

- does not recollect what it was, | |
DAVID ARTHUR.
Test.,,  Thomas M. Flint, clk.
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