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HEADNOTES

view — Bri [ Ar
An appellant must include a transcript of all evidence relevant to the trial court’s decision if the
appellant argues on appeal that a finding or conclusion is not supported by the evidence or is contrary
to the evidence. The burden is on the appellant to ensure that he brings an adequate record to support
his argument. lron v, Chuuk State Electlon Comm’n, 20 FSM R. 39, 41 {Chk. S. Ct. App. 2015).

In meeting the standard of review, the appe[lant must ensure an adequate record because, if the
record does not demenstrate error, the appellant cannot prevail. lron v, Chuuk State Election Comm’n,
20 FSM R. 39, 41 {Chk. S, Ct. App. 2015).
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An appellant's failure to include a transcript in the recard on an appeal based upon a claim of

insufficiency of evidence warrants dismissal of the appeal. lron v, Chuuk State Election Comm'’n, 20
FSM R. 39, 41 (Chk. S. Ct. App. 2015},

view — Bri nt; Elections — Contests
Without the Chuuk State Election Commission case record, including but not limited to the
complaint and the Commission’s decision, the court cannot determine whether certain requirements
before retaining jurisdiction were met: 1) whether the Chuuk State Election Commission case was filed
within the prescribed time and 2) whether the Chuuk State Election Commission case was filed as a

verified complaint. Jron v, Chuuk State Election Comm’n, 20 F&M R. 39, 41 {Chk. S. Ct. App. 2015).
Elections — Contests

Whether an election complaint is timely filed is a matter of great importance in election, as an
untimely complaint will prevent an adjudicator from ruling on the contest for lack of jurisdiction. An
adjudicator’s jurisdiction over election contest is limited to the constitutional or statutory provision
axpressly or impliedly giving it that authority. A strict observance to the steps necessary to give
jurisdiction is required, and the jurisdictional facts must appear on the face of a proceeding. lron v,
Chuuk State Elegtion Comm’n, 20 FSM R. 39, 41 (Chk. S. Ct. App. 2015).

Elections = Contests
When the appellant cannot verify to the court that the election contest requirements were met,

the court lacks the jurisdiction. lron v. Chuuk State Election Comm’n, 20 FSM R, 39, 41 {Chk. S. Ct.
App. 2015},

COURT'S OPINION
PER CURIAM:
On March 26, 2015, Petitioner Jeffrey Iron {"Petitioner”} filed a notice of appeal and appellant's
memaorandum of law in support of appeal {appellant’s brief} against Chuuk State Election Commission

{"Respondent”), and Real Parties in Interests, Estak Eseuk and Kapier Kaminaga.

This is an election appeal resulted from the Chuuk State mid-term election held on March 3,
2015. This election appeal came before the Court for a hearing on April 9, 2015,
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