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Local Government Act or the Regulations there under, ought to have been rejected or 

not accepted at the time of lodgment and/or registration" (Para 13). They go on to say 

that "the Returning Officer by his conduct has seriously misled the petitioners into 

believing that their nomination papers were accepted for the next phase of the process, 

(and) 

.....the later rejection of the said nominations is contrary to the earlier 

conduct (of the Returning Officer)" (Para 15). 

The Issues

In submissions Counsel for the Petitioners has stated five issues. These are not 

accepted by Counsel for the Respondents who has stated another five issues.  There is 

a small area of overlap. 

The essential issues seem clear enough from what I have already said. They are 

all addressed in the submissions. 

1. Did the Petitioners comply with the law about lodgment of their papers? 

2. If not was the Returning Officer bound to point out their error so they could 

correct it? 

3. If not in  strict  compliance with  the  law,  was  the  lodgment nonetheless 

valid as substantial compliance? 

The Law on Election Petitions

Both Counsel have addressed this heading in their submissions. I adopt here the 

findings of law set out in my earlier Ruling Singh & Ors -v- Lomani & Anr.  Action 

No HBC291/2005L, Ruling 18 October 2005. 
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