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arrd LOHENZO MARIANO, in his capacity as Siis )

Municipal Election Comrnissiotter, 
I
)

Appellants, )

)

VS' 
I
l

cHUUK STArE ELECTION COMMISSION, 
I
)

Appellee, I

)

and 
I
)

KICHY KANEMOTO , T

Real Party in Interest i
)
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Appellate Review - Decisions Review
The Chuuk State Supreme Cor

to a municipal election commission's r

;ryrpellalrl r.lt.res rruI uurrIcsI an clcCtiL
appeal tronr a nrunicipal court decisic
F_lection Comm'n v. Chrruk State Electi

PER CURIAM:

On J une 7 , 2O10, the appellan
order in the appellate division requestin
election that was ordered by the State
appellate panel convened and held a :

Upon reviewing the papers filec
does not have jurisdiction over thi,
procedures set forth in Chk. S.L. No.
result of an election or the qualificati
appeal from a municipal court decisic
an appeal from a trial court decision, ir

No basis for the appellate court's juri
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H EA DNOTE

'-lections - Revote
;ellate division does not have jurisdiction over a challenge
or A revote because it is not an election contest since the
ilult or a candidJtc's quclifications and sincc it is not an
l'iherwise an a[)[)eal frorn a tri;il r;ourl tJet;isiorr. Siis Murr.
i]-un:l, i7 FSM lrrtrrrr. 146, 147 (Clrk. S. Ct. App. lOlOl.

lJ RJ 'S O Plt\llO Nl

, a verified complaint and motion for tempo(ary restraining
-trder to prevent a revote in Siis municipality of its mayoral
.ion Commission for June B, 2O1O. On June 9, 2O1 0, the
;g with counsel present for each party.

the representations of counsel, the court concludes that it
i:ot' as an.election contest filed in accordance with the
26, 5 123et seq. since the appellant does not contest the

,,i a candidate. Chk. S.L. No. 3-95-26, t 123. Nor is it an
,;cordance with Section 35 of Judiciary Act, or otherwise
r stdte court, or municipal court Chk. Const. art. Vll, 9 4.
rir is otherwise apparent.

Therefore, the appeal is dismis rr lack of jurisdiction.


