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Those who wish to be candidates for election to the House of
Representatives must first apply for certification through the Election Zone
Separation System. The director of each election zone has the responsibility
to screen candidate an applications for competing for available openings.
However, the question of an applicant’s rights in this system has been taken
to the Supreme Court for further adjudication.

The law has granted the President of the Supreme Court the authority
to issue requirements in such cases. However, time constraints are severe in
these cases. Relevant evidence concerning applications for candidature must
be brought before the Supreme Court between the date the zone director specifies

for applications to be filed and election day. Moreover, the proceedings in

(5)



this regard are complex and sometimes the relevant evidence presented to the
Supreme Court is weak, especially since sources for alleged facts may be dubious.

This state of affairs sometimes infringes upon the rights of applicants.
This, however, is tantamount to presenting obstacles to basic constitutional
principles and is at odds with the Supreme Court being able to make timely
and considered decisions.

The researcher urges the revision of relevant legal requirements and
regulations in order to accelerate and facilitate such proceedings. The time
allocated for considering and deciding such cases by the Supreme Court should
be increased. The Supreme Court must be given explicit authority ab initio to
pursue relevant evidence regarding cases under consideration. This would better

insure timely and fair proceedings as required by the law.
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