UL, COURT OF APPEAL
HOLDEN AT ABUJA

INTHE MATTER OF THE ELECTION TO THE OFFICE OF THE
PRESIDENT OF THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF NIGERIA HELD
ONTHE 25" DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2023, , !
¢ .I‘Fr'KJIr'r P f
PETITION NO: 23

BETWEEN

I. MR. PETER GREGORY O @ FETITIUH EE‘.E
2. LABOUR PARTY § I.L'gl vt 'H' =™ |
0 T -'| v ey T

Tt e ) |

AN =4 ,_-.I :
- e | 0% =
I, INDEPEND ATIONAL ELECTORAL i
COMMISE i-— ST

SENATOR BOLA AHMED TINUBU F:F.EFD"'-I’DEHTS
SENATOR SHETTIMA KASHIM

ALL PROGRESSIVES CONGRESS

B

PETITION E “-‘i [ﬁﬁ

THE PETITION OF MR. PETER {}EEE'UE':"' ' !]I IL.A BOUR
PARTY BOTH OF 3 GABES STREET WUSE ZONE 2, ABUJA
WHOSE NAMES ARE SUBSCRIBED

A. PARTIES INTERESTEDD IN THE PETITION AND THE

RIGHT OF THE PETITIONERS TO PRESENT THE
PETITION.

|.  This Election Petition is presented by MR PETER GREGORY OBI,
(hercinnfer, where the context so admits, is referred to us the |®
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'

4.

Petitioner), and LABOUR PARTY, (hereinaflter, where the conlexl
s0 admits, is relerred (o as the 2™ Petitioner or LP). They shall,

where the context so admits be jointly referred to as Petitioners.

The Petition is in respect of the election for the office of the President
of the Federal Republic of Nigeria which held on Saturday, the 25™

day of February, 2023 across the Federal Republic of Nigeria,
(hereinafter referred to as the election).

The 1* Petitioner as a duly registe er had a nght to vote and
indeed voled at the said election took place on 25" February
2023, ,Q

The 1" Petitioner was d
platform the 1* Petit]
al trial rely on th
the 1" Respon

onsored by the 2 Petitioner on whose
ontested the election. The Petitioner shall
titioner’' s nomination documents filed with

The 1* Petiffoner, accordingly, was a candidate at the election and
had anght to be returned as the duly elected candidate at the election.

The 2°° Petitioner is aduly registered political party under the laws of
the Federal Republic of Nigera, and was the political party which
sponsored the | Pettioner as its candidate to contest the election 1o

the office of President of the Federal Republic of Nigeria, at the said
clection.

The 2* Petitioner is a body corporate with perpetual succession and
in the sponsorship of the 1¥ Petitioner, and the conduct of the election
thereof, acted through its members duly appointed as agents at all

stages of the election, namely, at the Polling Units, the Ward
Collation Centres, the Local Government Collation Centres, the

State Collaton Centres and at the ultimate Collation Center at the

Federal Level in Abuja.
CERUFIEDTRUECOFT]
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In the conduct of the election, the Agents duly appointed by the
Petitioners performed their assigned and statutorily designated roles

at the election. These roles included observing and monitoring the
process of arrival of election materials where they were supplied by
the 1" Respondent, and leading 1o and including the process of
accreditation, voting, counting of votes and announcement of the
results of the election. These Agents where the election proceeded in
due form, upon the 1™ Respondent's Agents duly entering the results
in the result sheets at the Polling Unit%gneﬂ and collected duplicate

copies of the result sheats. @
In appropnate cases, these Aﬁnﬁiﬂ:d complaints about anomalies

where they occurred and ed such complaints to designated
officers of the 2™ Fﬂﬁ@aﬂd the |* Respondent.

N\
The 1* and 2™ ners, in accordance with the prevailing law,
have the righ ge this Petition to the court constitutionally

vested Wig ¢ jurisdiction to receive and entertain Election

Petitions in challenge to the proceedings at and the outcome of the
election 1o the office of the President of the Federal Republic of

Migeria. The right of the Petihoners stems from the participation of
the 1¥ Petitioner as candidate and the 2 Petitioner as the
sponsoring political party.

The 1" Respondent, which is the Independent National Electoral
Commission (hereinafter referred to as INEC) is the Electoral body
created under the Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigena
1990, as amended (hereinafter referred 1o as “the 1990

Constitution™). The body is vested with powers and functions
assigned by the Constitution and the Electoral Act 2022, which

include the organization and conduct of prescribed elections in the

territory known as the Federal Republic of Nigeria, including the
office of the President. It was in that capacity that the 1* Respondent

organized and conducted the election for the office of the President
of the Federal Republic of Nigeria, the subject matter of this

3

[ CERTIFIED TRUE COPY
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| 2,

13.

14.

15.

16.

Pelition,

In the discharge of its duties in the conduct of the election, the 1™
Respondent did so through its regular and ad-hoc stafT who

functioned at the designated venues and stages of the election as Poll

Clerks, Assistant Presiding Officers, Presiding Officers, ward
Collation Officers, Local Government Collation Officers, State

Collation Officers, Electoral Officers, Resident Electoral
Commissioners, the Chief Returning Officer of the Federation and
all other staff no matter how d:ﬁ@d. acted ns agents of the 1

Respondent at the election. §

The 2™ Respondent, alth
contested along with t

ﬁ&}at duly sponsored and not qualified,

Petitioner and others for the office of
the President of the al Republic of Nigerin, the subject matier
of this Petition. aid 2™ Respondent was returned by the 1%
Respondent inner of the said election.

The 3™ Egunndr:m. although not duly sponsored and thus not
qualified, was nominated by the 2™ and/or 4™ Respondent as the

Vice Presidential candidate of the 2™ Respondent; and consequently
contested on a joint ticket with the said 2* Respondent and was

returned in the election hereby challenged as Vice-President of the
Federal Republic of Nigena,

The 4™ Respondent is a registered political party under the laws of
the Federal Republic of Nigeria which purportedly sponsored the 2™
Respondent and therefore participated at the election, the subject
matter of this Petition,

The Petitioners and the Respondents are therefore parties who
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HOLDING OF THE ELECTION, SCORES OF THE
'CANDIDATES AND THE PERSON RETURNED

17. Al the conclusion of the scheduled election, the collation of results
lasted until 1* day of March 2023 when the 1™ Respondent
announced the result of the election and declared the scores of the
candidates in the manner following, as contained in Form EC8E:

N NAM ES OF CANDIDATES = AL |  VOTES

ADENUGA SUNDAY
OLUWAFEM]
1 O8] FETEN GREGORY | MALE LIF LR
] MUSA MOHAMMED RARIU MALE WHPT | TAR AT |
EWANKWASD
J:!- DSARWE FELIX JORNSON | MALE | RRM T
ALUBAKAR ATIRO | MALE | POP 6,584,520
W-_Tr'iﬁﬁme}um MALE  [FHP | 710
15 | ADEBAYD ADEWLILE MALE EOp [TVRI T
ERENEZER
17 | ADO-IRRAHIM ARDUMALL K | MALE YPr | GO0
|18 | NWANTANWU nu-ru::..i MALL LLP e |
DAHERECHUEWU | N

18. Based on the 1" Respondent’s declaration ns contained in Form EC
RE, the summary of the result disclosed the following:
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19,  From the above res

20.

_ﬂ. Total number of registered volers | N ﬂJ.Jﬂ:ﬂ..{HT_J
B | Totl number of Accrediled volers P — 25,286,616 .
[ [ Total number of valid volers _' 24025940 |
D | Total number of rejected voters | B '9?5_':1:-’_5_
E | Total number of votes cast | 24565218
F | Percentaee lum out . 27 '[ﬁ‘ﬁ'-_
G [ 1" Maximum voies I B.794 726
H-.E"'“_M[i:t:imum voles | "ﬁ,'E!Eli,ﬂﬂ

Margin of Lead | /810,206 |
9ol 13l

sl
g
s
g
g
=
5
3
T
g
7

not heldfcancelled) EC40G(3) §

. K| REMHE_H. R &\\ B

S

ch is being challenged in this Petition, the

1* Respondent d and returmned the 2" Respondent as the
winner of residential election; and thereafter, issued
Certificate urn to the 2™ and 3™ Respondents. The Petitioner
shall rely o Forms ECBA, ECEB, ECEC, ECED and ECEE and

all INEC electoral documents, which are hereby pleaded.

GROUNDS ON WHICH THE PETITION IS BASED

The Petitioners state that the Grounds on which the Petition is based
are as follows:

(i) The 2™ Respondent was, at the time of the slection. not
qualified to contest the election.

{ii) The election of the 2" Respondent was invalid by reason of
corrupt practices or non-compliance with the provisions of the
Electoral Act 2022,

(iii) The 2" Respondent was not d d by majority of the



https://digital-camscanner.onelink.me/P3GL/g26ffx3k

lowhal voles cost al the eleclion.

FACTS OF THE ELECTION PETITION

Ground 1: The 2™ Respondent was, ot the time of the election,
nol gualified to contest the election.

21,  The Petitioners state that a candidate for election to the office of
President shall nominate another n a5 his associate for his
running for the office of Presiden @ 15 to occupy the office of
Vice-President. In this case, " Respondent purportedly
nominated the 3™ Eespmdew & Vice-Presidential candidate.

22. The Petitioners am:r@ on the 14" of July 2022, the 3™
Respondent, cont @ he provisions of the Electoral Act 2022,
whilst  still %ﬁ Senatorial candidate for Bomo Centril
Constituency ingly allowed himsell to be nominated as the
Vice Fmid@ﬂ | Candidate to the 2*¢ Respondent on the platform
of the 4™ Respondent and became the new Candidate for the office
of the Vice Président on that date (14 July 2022). The Petitioners
shall relv on Form EC11A signed by the 3™ Respondent and the
officials of the 4™ Respondent on that same 14™ of July 2022,

23, The 3™ Respondent was a candidate nominated by the 4"
Respondent for the ollice of Senate in the Bomo Centmal Senatorial

Constituency until 15 July, 2022 when he signed the Independent
Mational Electoral Commission Senatorial Election Notice of
Withdrawal of Candidate purporting to withdraw from the contest
called Form EC11C. The Petitioners hereby plead and shall at the

trial rely on:

(it Affidavit and Personal Particulars (Form EC9) submitted by
the 3™ Respondent for Borno Central Senatorial Constituency
sworn to on 14 June 2022 and received by the 1* Respondent
on 17 June 2022,
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(i) Affidavit in support of Personal Pariculars (Form EC9)
submitted by the 3" Respondent for the office of the Vice-
Presidentinl Candidate for the Constituency of Nigeria (the
Federal Republic of Nigeria) received by the 1™ Respondent
on I35 July 2022,

(i) Notice of Withdrawal of Candidate (pursuant to section 33 of
the Electoral Act, 2022), Form ECIIA dated 14 July 2022
signed by the 3™ Responden) @athe New Candidate (Vice
Presidential) of the All sives Congress and also
containing the passport [ of the 3™ Respondent as New
Candidate,

(iv) MNotice of Withdra f Candidate (Pursuant to Section 33 of

022), Form EC11C dated 15 July 2022
signed by | Respondent as the withdrmawing candidate of
sives Congress for Bomo Central Senstorial

24, As ol the time the 3" Respondent purportedly became n Vice-
Presidential Candidate, he was still the nominated Senatorial
candidate of the 4™ Respondent for the Senatorinl election for the

Bomo Central Senatonal Constituency.

25. It is the Petitioners’ case that the entire Federation of Nigeria shall

be and has always been regarded as one Constituency with respect
to election to the office of President and Vice President: and that

besides the Constituency for the office of President and Vice-

President, there are other Constituencies within the Federation,
including Senatorial Constituencies, each being distinet for the

purpose of elections into the respective offices.

26. It is also the Petitioners’ case that a candidate, in this case the 3™
Respondent, shall not knowingl sl 1o be nominated in

b
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more than one Constituency,

27. The Petitioners shall contend at the trinl that the purporied

sponsorship of the 2™ and 3" Respondents by the 4 Respondent was
rendered invalid by reason of the 3% Respondent knowingly allowing himself
to be nominated a5 the Vice Presidentinl Canciclate whilst he was still a
senatonal Candidate for the Bomo Centml Constituency. The Petitioners
shall further contend that for this reason, the voles purportedly

recorded for the 2™ Respondent at the contested Presidential
election werefare wasted votes o |: o be disregarded,

The Petittoners further plead tﬁ 2™ Respondent was also at the
time of the election not q to contest for election to the office

of President as he was e sum of $460,000.00 (Four-Hundred
and Sixty Thousand QqaPed States Dollars) for an offence involving

dishonesty, n reotics trafficking imposed by the United
States District . Northern District of Ulinois, Eastern Division,

in Case Nog; J483 between:
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, —
Plaintifl

Vs

FUNDS IN ACCOUNT 263226700 HELD BY
FIRST HERITAGE BANK, IN THE NAME OF
BOLA TINUBL,

FUNDS IN ACCOUNTS 359453134, 39483396,
4650279566, 00400220, 39936404, 399363583 HELD |
BY CITIBANK, N.A., IN THE NAME OF BOLA
TINUBLU OR COMPASS FINANCE AND
INVESTMENT CO.,

FUNDS IN ACCOUNTS 52050-89451952, 52050-

9451952, 52050-89451953 HELD BY CITIBANK,
INTERNATIONAL, IN THE NAME OF BOLA

!EERTIFIEQ THHEEI]PTL |
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TINURL,
Defendanis

29.  In the Decree of Forfeiture, Judge John A, Mordberg in that spid

Case No: 93C 4483 ordered on October 4, 1993 on page 3 as
lollows:

"ORDERED that the funds in the amount of 3460,000 in
eccount 263226700 held by First Heritage Bank in the name
of Bola Tinubn represent roceedy of narcotics
trafficking or were fnvolve inancial transactions in

viedarion of 18 US.C. §§ d 1957 and therefore these fimeds
are forfeited to the United SINgs puersumy 10 21 U.5.C. § 381 {a)é)

eritage Bank shall issue a check in
the amount of payable to Federal Reserve Bank of

hat the Courr shall retain jurisdiction over this

action ™ order to implement and enforce the terms of this
Decree of Forfeitire.”

30. The above orders were made pursuant to paragraph 5 of the
“Stipulations and Compromise Settlement of Claims 1o the Funds
held by Heritage Bank and CitiBank™ filed by the parties, which
stated as follows:

Y3, The parties further agree that 360,000 from the
defendant account held by Heritage bank in the name of Bola

Tinubu shall be forfeited by the United States and disposed
of according o law, The funds remaining in the account shall
be released fo K.O. Tinuby. ™

31. The Petitioners hereby plead and shall rely on certified copies of the
following documents, namely:

|E}
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2) Verified Complaint for Forfeiture, submitted by Michael J.
Shepard (United States Attorney) and signed by Marsha A.
McClellan (Assistant United States Altormey);

b) Stipulations and Compromise Settlement of Claims to the
Funds held by Heritage Bank and CitiBank; and

¢) Decree of Forfeiture as to Funds held by First Heritaze Bank,
signed by United States District ludge, John A. Nordberg

32. 'The Petitioners shall cnnl@{m by reason of the said
disqualification of the 2™ agd XM espondents, the votes purportedly
recorded for the 2™ E@{Jc 1 in the election were/are wasted and

imvahd: and that the | Hioner who from the comect resull of the
election obtlained hest number of lawful votes cast in the
election and me onstitutional requirements to be declaored and

returned as l@ mner of the election, ought to be declared as the
winner of residential election held on the 25" February 2023,

GROUND 2:

The election of the 2™ Respondent was invalid by reason of corrupt
practices or non-compliance with the provisions of the Electoral Act

202L.
NON-COMPLIANCE

33. Pursuant to the powers conlferred on it by the 1999 Constitution and
the Electoral Act, 2022, the 1" Respondent issued the “Regulations
and Guidelines for the Conduct ol Elections, 2022" (hereinafter,

called “the Regulations™) and the Manual for Election Officials
2023, The said Regulations and Manual, which are hereby pleaded,

are binding on the 1% Respondent and its staff with the respect 1o the
conduct of all elections, including the Presidential election being

[1 EER“‘E‘IE‘{ITR’&'LEEEF{'T! )
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34,

3,

challenged in this Petition,

The Petitioners shall contend al the trial that the 1* Respondent was,

in the course of the conduct of the Presidential election, mandatorily
required to preseribe and deploy technological devices for the
accreditation, verification, confirmation and authentication of voters

and their particulars as contained in the 1% Respondent's
Regulations,

For the purpose of compliance
reguirements, the 1* Responde oyed, in the conduct of the 25*
February 2023 Presidential tion, the use of Bimodal Voter
Accreditation System (B ) for the purpose of accreditation of
voters and made its u atory for Lthe purpose of accreditation,
verification, confi Kun and authentication of wvoters. The

Petitioners shal on the Press Release issucd by the IF
Respondent ned by Festus Okoye, National Commiszsioner
and Ehnirr@,, Information and Voler Education for the 1¥

Respondent dated 11" November 2022, wherein it was written inrer
alin that:

¢ above-stated mandatory

“The Commission has repeatedly reassured Nigerians that it
will transmit resulls directly from the polling units as we
witnessed in Ekitl and Osun State Governorship elections arid
103 more constitwencies where off-cyele GovernorshipdFCT
Area Council elections and by-elections were held since August
2020, The resulis can still be viewed on the portal, The iRev is
one of the innovations mtrodiuced by the Commission o enstire
the integrity and credibility of election result in Nigeria, It is
therefore inconceivable that the Commission would tern around
and undermine its own innovations. The public is advited 1o
ignore the reports. The Bimodal Veter Acereditation System
(BVAS) and iRev have come to stay for voter accreditation and
uploading of polling unit results in real-time in Nigeria.”

36.  The Petitioners shall also rely on the assurances contained in a Press

CERTIFIED TRUE Cory
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37

38

39.

Conference hosted and addressed by the Chairman of the 17
Respondent, Prol. Yakubu Mahmood, which was covered by the

Media. A video recording of the said Press Conlerence, as reported
by some media houses in Nigeria, is herehy pleaded.

The Petitioners aver that at the conclusion of the election at each
Polling Unit, the Presiding Officer was mandatorily required to
electronically transmit or transfer the result of the Polling Unit
directly to the collation system of the 1% Respondent. In addition,
the Presiding Officer was also é{?&mﬁ]y required to use the
BVAS to upload a scanned f the Form ECBA to the 1"

Respondent’s Result "n-’iuwi:;g\ | (iRev) in real time.

Where the BVAS fail ction in any polling unit, a new BVAS
was to be deplo ensure that the accreditation process
conformed wit rescribed electoral process. However, where

the second failed to function, the election in that polling
umit Wwas cancelled and another election shall be rescheduled

within twenty four (24) hours.

By the Regulations, voting was to be in sccordance with the
Continuons Accreditation and Voling System (CAVS) and no
PErs0mn Was t he allowed to vote at any Polling Unit other than the one
at which his or her name was disclosed on the Register of Voters.
The intending voter was then to present the Permanent Voters Card

(PVC) to the 1* Respondent’s staff who was to verify same using
BVAS. The Petitioners plead that the accreditation process, inter

alta. comprised the following:

(i  Checking the Permancnl Voter's Card (PVC) of the voter;
Giiy  Positive identification of the voler in the BVAS;

(iii) Authentication of the voter by matching his/her fingerprints or
face (Facial recognition) using the BVAS;

[CERTIFIED TRUE COPY d
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() Positive identification of the voter in the Register of voters;

(v) Completion of Forms EC40H (1) — PWD Voter [nformation
and Statistics; and

(vi) Applying indelible ink to the cuticle of the finger of the voter
(where available).

By the said process of acoreditation %%mwuﬂ to present meself 1o
the Agent of the 1™ Responde M@s as 1o request the PVC of the
voter. Where the voter had nm&év was niot 1o be allowed to vote; but
if the voter had presented Lh@'@ C, the Agent of the 1* Respondent
was to procesd as follog)

»

(i) Call up the
on the b

'5 data onthe BVAS by reading the bar code
¢ PVC orreading the QR code against the name
of the in the Register of Voters or entering the last six
digits of the YVoter ldentification Number (VIN) of the voter
into the BVAS or searching the BVAS with the surname of the

VOILET,

(ii) On appearance of the volers’ data on the BVAS, the APO |
was (o ascertain that the photograph on the PVC was that of

the voter andthat the Polling Unit details correspond with those
of the Polling Unit;
(ili) Request the voter to place his/her thumb or any other finger

(where possible) in the place provided on the BVAS for
authentication or, if this failed, match the face of the voter 1o
the picture in the BVAS using the device's facial recognition

facility; and

(iv) [f the fingerprint or face of the voter matched, request the
voter to proceed to APQO 1

IEEETIFIEBTRHE [ﬂP?\ W
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41,

42,

After complying with the procedure above, the verified voter was o
be further scrutinized before proceeding to the process of aciual
voting. Where the BVAS for the polling unit failed to identify the
intending voter, that voler was not be allowed 1o vole.

(@)

(i}

(ii)

(i)
(iv)

(b

(1)

(i1}
(1ii)

In order to ensure that voling did not proceed except as

specifically prescribed, that is to say, with the use of the

BVAS, in the event of any malfggctioning of the BVAS for o
&spundcnl was lo;

pollhing unit, the Agent of th

Immediately inform (ﬂ\'\Eﬁ:\ and RA supervisors, the
Supervisory Presicdiel\N\ Officer (SPO), the Electoral Officer
(EO), and the ion  Monitoring and Supporn Centre

(EMSC) lor re ment;

Hu#pﬂn:Qgﬁ'dihiiun and Voting until a new BVAS was
IHTII Qu uble;

File a report ol the incidemt to thedesignated Official; and

Inform the volers and polling agents of the situation,

Where o replacement BVAS was nol available by 2:30pm, the
Presiding Officer was to:

Inform the LOA and RA Supervisors, SPO, ED, and EMSC of
the situalion;

File a report of the incident; and

Inform the voters and polling agents that accreditation and
voting for the affected Polling Unit was 1o continue the
following day.

|5
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(€} Where o BVAS was replaced in the middle of an election, the

l;!nEln of verilied voters in the fulty BVAS was to be merged
with data in the replacement BVAS for purposes of
determining the number of verified voters.

43, After due accreditation and casting of votes by the duly accredited
volers, the Presiding Officer was to count the votes at the Polling Unit

and enter the votes scored by each c @u!: in the Form prescribed
by the 1" Respondent known ur@&/ﬂ:ﬂﬂ. which Form was then
o be signed and stamped by th \ding Officer and counter signed
by the candidates or their I&ﬁ

Polling Unit,
N

44. The Presiding Offi \s then to deliver copies of the result sheet to
the party agent desired to collect such copics as well as the

Police Offic re available. Thereafter, the Polling Unit results
for all the PNling Units within a Registration Area were to be

delivered to the Registration Area Collation Officer who was to
collate the results in the Form provided by the 1" Respondent. This

process was 10 be repeated at all stages of collation, whereby the
Ward Results were to be delivered to and collated by the Local
Government Collation Officer, who was under duly to accelerate
same to the final Constituency Collation Officer,

ing Agents where available at the

45. The Petitioners aver that, apart from the importance of the BV AS in
the capture of accreditation at a polling unit in an election, the BVAS
is also mandatorily to be used in the process of uploading the
information or data imputed into it by the 1* Respondents’ Presiding
Officer at each Polling Unit, who shall, upon completion of voting
and due recording and announcement of the result

(i)  Electronically transmit or transfer the result of the Polling Unit
directly to the collation system as prescribed by the |*
Respondent;

iy

16
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46.

47,

48,

49,

(i) Use the BVAS to upload a scanned copy of ithe Form ECBA to
lhe INEC Result Viewing Portal (iRev), us prescribed by the ¥
Respondent; and

(1)) Take the BVAS und the original copy of each of the forms in
tnmper-evident envelope to the Registration Arca/Ward
Collation Officer, in the company of Security Agents. The
Polling Agents may accompany3he Presiding Officer to the
Registration AreaWard Col &Zﬂmm_

The Petitioners aver that as pﬁ\ the technological architecture for
the conduct of the 2023 Elections, including the Presidential
clection, the 1® Respo tilized virtual servers on Amazon Weh
osting/storage of the 1* Respondent’s data,
ined and or generated from the 2023 General
the election results of the Presidential Election
ruary 2023 on the Amazon Cloud Platform. The

Petitioners may subpoena the relevant staff or officer of Amazon to
establish this and related facts pleaded in this Petition,

The Amazon Cloud Platform is the world’s most comprehensive
and broadly adopted platform which enables users such as large
enterprises and government agencies like the 1" Respondent to
effectively and in real time manage dota, in order to lower costs.
become more agile and effective. The Petitioners hereby plead
relevant pages on the website of Amazon which can be accessad at
hitps:/faws. amazon.com.

The Petitioners further aver that the 1* Respondent’s data captured
and or generated during the 2023 Presidential Election held on 25®

February 2023, and stored on the AWS data warehouse using cloud
computing technology is accessible.

In addition to the pleadings in '.ht_ﬁ:lreguing paragraphs, the

CERTIFIED TRUE LGS
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32

subsequently advanced by the 1" Respondent in

Petitioners also over thin the result of the Presidential Election held
on 25" February 2023 displayed/stored on the 1" Respondent’s
Result Viewing Portal (iRev) ought to be the same in all matenal

particulars with the result of the election stored in the Virtual Servers
on the AWS or the Amazon Cloud Platform,

The 1" Respondent created various levels of collation at the
Registration Areas, Local Government Areas, State Constituencies

and the Federal Constituency; and by that process, the results of any
election, including the one here enged, were only 1o be
accepted for collation if the Coligdn Officer ascertained that the
number of accredited voters ¢ nded with the number captured

in the BVAS and where vsh: or the parties corresponded with the

result electronically tr ed directly from the Polling Units.

In the case of a {XNMe, the results electronically transmitted or
transferred di m the lower levels and announced were to be
used (o det the results at that level of the Collation process.

Where no it was directly transmitted in respect of a Polling Unit
or a level of collation, it would not possible to resolve that dispute,
In this case, the Petitioners’ agents and agents of other political
parties walked away in protest from the National Collation Centre
when the Collation Officer blatantly refused to resolve their
disputations of the results being collated as mandatorily stipulated

by the Electoral Act, 2022. The Petitioners hereby plead a video clip
of the incident as reported by some media houses.

The Petitioners further plead that copies of the Forms EC8A scanned
and uploaded through the BVAS to the 1* Respondent's Resulr
Viewing Poral (iRev) os mandated by the 1* Respondent, were 1o
exactly reflect all other results which originated from the Polling
Units. Those which were instantnneously uploaded at the earliest
moment ought to be the standard for assessing other results

the process of

| CERTIFIED TRUE LOPY | ’
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Collation leading to the final segment, which was the declaration of
the result of the election.

53. The Petitioners also contend that in manifest violation of the 1™
Respondent's Regulations and the Electoral Act, 2022, the results of

the Presidential Election held in the Polling Units were not fully
uploaded on the iRev as at the time of the purported declaration of

the 2" Respondent as the winner of the Presidential Election, which
gave room for manipulation of the EB%MUEE by officials of the 1¥

Respondent. Q/
N

3, Indeed, the |* H.I.‘.:&]mnﬂﬂ:m,% ved with the wploading of the
results of the Presidential {eclion held on 25 Pebroary 2023 up till
the time of filing this i and has continued to do so thereafter

in manifest violati ¢ provisions ol the Electoral Act and the
I® Respondent’ %&Intiuns.

55. The Petiti Qﬁcr that due to the manifest non-compliance by the
|* Respondént with the Electoral Act and specific requirements of
the Regulations for the conduct of the Presidential election, by the
said 1% Respondent failing, refusing and neglecting to instantly
transmit and upload the result of that election electronically to the
iRev from the BVAS, the 1" Respondent violated the integrity and
safety measures entrenched for the conduct of the said election,

56. The 1st Respondent is obligated to compile and keep a Register of
Election Results known as the National Electronic Register of

Election Results (NERER) which shall be a distinct database of
repository of Polling Unit results, including collated election resulis
of each election conducted by the Ist Respondent. The Result
Viewing Portal (iRev) is the immediate access by the general public
1o the said electronic register of election resulis and is supposed o

disclose the electronic version of the same result sheets distributed
at the points of election and at the Collation Centres.

19
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=

38,

39,

The Petitioners made several applications through its campaign
arganisation and Solicitors for certificd true copies of the election
documents and data relating 1o the Presidential election, but were
denied same by the 1" Respondent, The said letters dated 6™ March
2023, 14™ March 2023, 16™ March 2023 and 20% March 2023,
respectively are hereby pleaded,

Similarly, the 1" Respondent, acting through its officials has refused
o comply with the Ex parte Ordegg for inspection made by this
Honourable Court, wherein the poyrfers were mandated (o inspect
and obtain centified copics i:.ll: vant clection documents in the

custody of the 1* Rﬂﬁ]]ﬂl‘bﬂl‘..‘ﬂ&

ECBA or Fo B in Rivers State

a, The 1" Rusp@ﬁ denied having in its custody any Form

b. 1In Eﬂ)ﬂéﬁe 1* Respondent only provided centified copies
of F C8A in Four of the Eight Local Government Areas

of that State, while it provided Forms ECEE in only Seven
Local Government Areas of the State.

c. The 1™ Respondent only provided certified copies of Forms
ECRA, ECEB, ECEC and EC40G in Benue State while it
blatantly refused 1o provide certified copies of those Forms in
the remaining States.

The Petitioners further aver that the 1* Respondent failed to record
in the prescribed Forms the guantity, serial numbers and other
particulars of result sheets, ballot papers and other sensitive electoral
materials on the prescribed Forms EC25A, EC25A(1), ECEB and
EC8B(i) — that is to say, Electoral Material Receipts for LGA.
Electoral Material Distribution for RA, Electoral Material
Receipts/Revised  Logistics  and  Polling  Unit  Muteriul
Receipts/Distribution in respect of the Stites where the 2=
Respondent purporedly won.

CERTIFIED TRUE
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G,

62,

The Petitioner aver tha (ollowing the order of Count lor inspection,
they applied, through their Campaign Organisation and Lawyers, for
these Forms, but the | Respondent refused to givel/issue those

lorms and refused 1o allow the inspection of the forms despite the
order of Court,

The Petitioners (urther plead that due 1o the 1* Respondent's refusal
and neglect to upload and transmit the result of the election in the
polling unils to the IReV as by law on the day of the
election, the 1* Respondent e¢d the actual scores obtained
by the Petitioners. The su ion of the 19 Petitioner's scores
which occurred in Eight sand and Eighty-Eight (18,088)
Polling Units was orc {ed by the 1* Respondent deliberately
uploading unreadab blurred Forms ECEAs on the IReV; and

thereby, suppres lawful scores obtained by the Petitioners in
the said Polli 5.

The Pr—:Li.limgs hereby plead and shall at trial rely on a Spread Sheet

containing the Polling Units Codes and details of the aforesaid
Eighteen Thousand and Eighty-Eight Polling Umnits, as well as the

authentic results in the aforesaid Eighteen Thousand and Eighty-
Eight Polling Units. In addition, the Petitioners plead that in Benue

State, the 1" Respondent also mischievously uploaded blumed

Forms ECBA allegedly for Polling Units in an attempt to suppress
the lawful result of the election in the Polling Umits. The Petitioners

shall also at trinl rely on & Forensic Report of the Presidential
Election held in Polling Units in Benue State.

The Petitioners further aver that in Rivers State during the collation
exercise at the Federal level, the |* Respondent announced the

ccores of the Petitioners as 175,071 votes and the 2™ gnd 4
Respondents as having 231,591 votes, However, by the actual

scores obtained at the polling units, the Petitioners’ lawful votes in

:ﬁﬁf D TRVE if:l';'-ﬂ
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B3,

3.

bo.

67.

Rivers State jre 205,110 votes, while the 2™ and 4" Respondents’
score ought 1o be 84,108 voles.

The Petitioners further contend that if the 1" Respondent had, as it
was mandated 1o do, utilised the scores recorded on the Forms ECEA
as against the fictitious Fornis uploaded on the IReV, the Petitioners
would hove won Rivers State.

dent whilst suppressing the

Similarly, in Benue State, the 1® Res
idners, announced that the

lawful votes obtained by the
Petitioners scores from the poll its in Benoe State is 308,372
votes. The 2 and 4" Res ' score was falsely announced as
being 310,468 votes. H er, the actual scores of the Petitioners
from the polling units J ue State was 329.(03 votes, while the

2™ and 4* Rﬂipﬂﬂ@( ores were 300,421 votes,

also, by the unlawful announcement made by
nt, denied as the winner of the election in Banue

State. The Petitioners shall at trial rely on the forensic analysis of
the election for Rivers State and Benue State made pursuant to the
inspection of the election matenals as ordered by the Court.

The 1" Respondent and its Officers/Agents whilst purportedly
acting under the cover of uploading the result of the Presidential
Election held on 25" February 2023 on the iRev, embarked and are
still embarking on massive misrepresentation and manipulation by
uploading fictitions results in Polling Units where there were no
elections as well as uploading incorrect results, The actonl scores of

the Petitioners have been reduced, tampered with and falsely
represented in the false election results uplonded in the iRev,

The actual scores of the Petitioners obtained from the Polling Unirs

and fmm the r|:.51_|:|:[ of |1'|E' E:[E'Elllﬂ'ﬂ pursuini o [h.ﬂ II'IE':I-EE'I.iq_'I-.n of thie
election materials as ordered by the Court, shall be shown in the

~ERTIFIED TRUE COPT
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GE,

Oy,

70,

71.

Forensic Report of the election result, The said Forensic Report is
hereby pleaded and is also incorporated in this Petition.

The Petitioners further aver that the scores obtained by the
Petitioners  were unlawfully reduced and added by the 1¥
Respondent 1o the scores of the 2* Respondent. Further, the 1
Respondent deliberately uploaded blurred result which were in
[avour of the Petitioners on the iRev in a bid to conceal them.

The Petitioners shall pray the H %hle court 10 deduct these
unlawful scores added to Ith{, tspondent and for those scores

which were legitimately uh!u by the Petitioners to be credited 1o

the Pelitioners’ scores. Petitioners also state that when the
ihe 2" Respondent are deducted, the

scores unlawfully udg@
Petitioners will ha ighest number of votes in the election, as
shown in the Fosgprs)e Report pleaded above,

The FI:I;it'I::HQﬁ uver that when the resulis of Polling Units, Wards,
Local Governments, States are properly tabulated and calculated as

required by the Electoral Act and the Regulations and Guidelines for
election, the overall resulis of the election and the percentnges
scored by the Political Parties will show that the Petitioners won the

Presidential election of 25 February 2023. The Petitioners shall rely

on o Report of Inspection of the electoral materials pursuant to the
orders of this Honourable Court, which orders were made 1o enahle

the Petitioners institute and maintain this petition. The orders made
by this Honourable Court are hereby pleaded and shall be relied

upon at the tral.

The Petitioners at the trial shall show that from the correct Polling
Unit result transmitted electronically and supported by the
accreditation on the BVAS, the Petitioners won the election, The
Petitioners in procf of this, shall rely on the Inspection Reporty as
well as Forensic/Expert analysis pursuant to the orders of the Court
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12, The Petitioners plead that votes cast in a Polling Unit should not be

more than the total number of accredited voters in the BVAS. The
Petitioners shall rely on the Forensic Reports of the election
materials showing that the votes cast in the Polling Units in Ekiti
State, Oyo State, Ondo State, Tarnba State, Osun State, Kuno State,
Rivers State, Borno State, Katsinn State, Kwarn State, Gombe State,

Yobe State and Niger State exceeded the number of volers
sccredited on the BVAS in those states.

73. Further to the foregoing parmgrap %@ Petitioners shall show that
in the computation and declarat; e result of the election, based

on the uploaded results, the recorded for the 2* Respondent
did not comply with the JeXimate process for computation of the
result and disfavoure Petitioners in the following states,

namely: N
RIH’ERSQg/@

LA

TARABA

BENUE

ADAMAWA

MO

BAUCHI
BORNO

KADUNA; and

PLATEAU
OTHER STATES OF THE FEDERATION

g ol e e ) o

.~

74.  The Petitioners aver that in declaring the result of the election, the
|* Respondent violated its own Regulations when it announced the

result of the elections despite the fact that at the time of the said
anfouncement or declarstion, the totality of the Polling Unit results

were yel to be fully scanned, uploaded and transmitted electronically
as required by the Electoral Act,

[EERTIHEBTRHEKﬁ?‘!’]
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T,

TG,

717,

18.

LI:"'-: results and details recorded on the Forms ECBA, ECEI, ECRC,
ECRD and BCSE which formed the hasis of the declared result were
nol the |'|-L'|.‘I-|.|l1-|:'| ol .|:|_'||'||r|'|'|m||;:.|;I with the [-.r:_u,:-i_t:i.nn'-;. oof the Electoral
Act 2022 and the 1M Respondent’s Regulations mandating the
process of accreditalion, voting, counling, recording of voles anil
uploading to the 1" Respondent’s iRev Portal and the hackend
virtual server installed (o ensure a uniform process.

recorded in the polling units wheg,t above instances of over-
voling occurmed are deducted [ alleged votes obtained by the
2" Respondent and on whi WNE Respondent based the hurried
declaration of the E““@d:m as the winner of the election, the

The Petitioners further contend :l%?'i'h:n the purporied scores

margin of the purport between the 2° Respondent and the
Petitioners will bt§ than the number of voters who ought 1o

legitimately vo ase polling units. The Petitioners plead and
shall at the ly on Form EC40G(iii) issued by the 1"
E:spﬂudnnLQ

The Petitioners state that instances of over-voting in the conduct of
the Presidential election held on 25" February 2023 occurred in

more places than stated on the Form EC40G{iii). The Petitioners
hereby also plead and shall rely on the Report of the BVAS
Accreditation in the polling units, which Report listed below and

which is incorporated as part of this Petition.

The Petitioners aver that the above instances of non-compliance
substantially affected the outcome of the election, in that if these

instances did not occur in the conduct of the Presidentinl election,
the Petitioners would have emerged the winners of the said election.

CORRUPT PRACTICES

9.

The pleadings in suppor ol the Ground of non-complizinee above

are herehy repeated. 3
FERIHEDREL



https://digital-camscanner.onelink.me/P3GL/g26ffx3k

GROVUND 3

The 2™ Respondent was nol duly elected by majority of the lawful
voles cast at the election.

80. The Petitioners shall contend that in an election to the Office of the

8l

B2.

President of the Federml Republic of Nigeria, the result shall be
nscertained by not just the counting~of the votes east for each

candidate but shall be in complianc the pravisions of Sections
133 and 134 of the 1999 Consti

N\
‘é}tiﬂi election of 25" February, 2023
wo (2) candidates, a candidate shall be

declared a winner e scores the highest number of votes cast
a8 not less than one-quarter of the votes cast

af the election; an

at the election éc of at least two-thirds of all the States in the
Federation nﬁ Federal Capital Territory, Abuja. In this Petition,
the 2* Respowdent, besides not scoring the majority of the lawful
votes cast at the election, did not obtain at least one quarter of the

votes cast in the Federal Capital Territory, Abuja and ought not
to have been declared and retumed elected. The Petitioners hereby

specifically plead and rely on the result of the Presidential election

declared/announced for the Federal Capital Territory, Abuja by the
|* Respondent. '

For the reason that the P
was contested by more

The Petitioners further aver that in default of a candidate being duly
elected, there shall be a second election between the candidate who
scored the highest number of votes ot the initial election and one

among the remaining candidates who scored a majority of the votes
in the highest number of States. Where both of them scored a

majority of the votes in the highest number of States, the candidage

among them with the highest votes cast at the election shall be thie
second candidate at the ranoll election,

ZERTIFIED TRUE COF7 .
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5.

B4,

B3,

86.

The Petitioners will further contend at the wial that the declared
result of the election did not comply with the Electoral Act, 2022

and the 1" Respondent’s Regulations established for scrutinizing the
result of the election al the Polling Units and the Collation Centres;
hence, upon a proper computation of the resull of the election, it is
the 1" Petitioner who scored 0 majority of lawful votes cast at the
election and satisfied the Constitutional requirements in that regard.
The Petitioners plead and shall rely on the Reports of election

compiled from the inspection of the @ection materials pursuant (o
the Order of this Honourable Co nies of the result Forms, as

well as the 1" Respondent’s Re iewing Portal (iREV) which 15
part of the electronic storage 6\ backend Server.

The Petittoners shall ED@ that from inception, the 1¥ Respondent
estnblished three ic technologies which mandated and

guarantesd a r.:n:% d transparent election, These technologies
were the Bim oter Accreditation System (BVAS), Electronic

Result Eﬂ“@) System and the INEC Resolts Viewing Portal
(IREV). This was pursuant to the powers conferred on the 1¢

Respondent to deploy technology in the conduct of elections which

included electronic transmission of resulis and recording of
accreditation. These were to ensure transparency and guarantee the

integrity of the electoral process and the election.

The BVAS was designed to capture and upload the number of
accredited voters and to Keep accurate record of the accreditation

process, including when successful and unsuccessful, so as to

confirm the number of aceredited votes and the results from the
polling units. Where the number of votes cast as depicted on the

Form EC8A exceeded the number of accredited voters captured in
the BVAS machines, over-voting occurs; thus, nullifying that
polling unit result,

The BVAS was equally designed and deployed by the |*®
Respondent 1o transmit the Polling Unit results o the AWS virtual

=1
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57

88,

serverand o web portal (1Rev) was established by the 1¥ Respondent
[0 receive the results of the election from the Polling Units. By this

PrOCESs, lﬂl"Wﬁ"g with the result of the election was Lo be detected
where the Ph:-’F-_l':tll resull deviated from the uploaded version. At the
stage of collation of results al the Registration Areas, the Polling

Unit results were 1o be directly transferred to that level of Collation
and were to be utilized in the Callation process,

Indeed, the Collation Officer or Retu
announce the result only after a v
the number of aceredited vot cd in the Collated result are
correct and consistent with r of accredited voters recorded

and transmitted directly ¢ Polling Unit, with the use of the
electronic technology e d by the 1® Respondent.

Officer shall collate and
on and confirmation that

Additionally, ation Officer must ascertain in the same

process that 1 ed results are comect and consistent with the
voles or msl:@ orded and transmitted directly from the Polling

Units, using the same technology. Thus, where there is a dispute in

the process as to what transpired at the Polling Units, the returning
or Collation officer shall resolve same with:

a. The original of the disputed collated result for each Polling
LInit where the election is disputed;

b. The smart card reader or other technology device used for the
accreditation of voters in each Polling Unit where the election

is disputed for the purpose of obiaining accreditation data
directly from the smart card reader or technology device:

¢.  Data of accreditation recorded and transmitted directly from
each Polling Unit where the election is disputed: and

d. The votes and result of the election recorded and transmitied
directly from each Polling Unit where the election is disputed.

\tﬁmlmmumw;
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s, As provided in the L R[‘ﬁp“"n‘lciﬂ's |'|'.|’_’E!:llh-l1.ll'llf'l, “an elechion resull
shall only be collated if the Collation Officer ascertaing that the
mumber of aceredited voters agree with the number recorded in the
BVAS and votes scored by Political Parties on the result sheet 15
cotrect and agrees with the resull electronically transmitted or

transferred directly from the Polling Unit as prescribed in these
Regulations and Guidelines.”

90. As part of the electronic msull@n[inn_ the 1" Respondent
deployed the Collation Sup Result Verification Systerm

(CSRVS) which is an Excel DN kept by the CSRVS officer and
instantly reflecting the up! results from the Forms ECE series,
Ultimately the EuHmi@ﬁ:er and the CSRVS will compare their
respective enlries @ eir agreement reflects the result of the

election. @

21, TheiREV %igned lo exhibit exactly the uploaded Polling Unit

results for th® public view and it is mandatory for the Presiding
officer to snap the image of the Form ECRA, using BVAS. which is
uploaded to the portal for public viewing,

22. On 25 February, 2023, during the election, the 1" Respondent did
not upload the Presidential election results from the polling unies as

required by law. The 1" Respondent only decided to upload the

results of the National Assembly elections from the same polling
units using the same BVAS that were used for conduct of the

Presidential election. The Petitioners shall rely on Vanguard online
newspaper of report March 4, 2023 and Thisday online newspaper
of 5" March 2023,

93, The effect of the foregoing is that contrary to the mundatory
requirement that all uploads shall proceed to the |* Respondent's

I'.'I'IIE!':.E”'LI geErver '[I]_['[l-u Eh I;h.il' Hii'rA.S. |hﬂ .I-“ H.-E‘-.'i-[ll:lﬂdﬂ'l_'l;[ Iljﬁ:i'l,'ﬂil d_ntn
into an unscheduled device.  Accordingly, three (3) muin portals,

e
by

CERTIFIED TRUE Lo
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93,

a7.

namely hitps://2 inecelectionresulls.ng,
hiips://inecelectionresylis.ng and |yips:fevr.inecniperinora/results

Were crealed.

The above three are INEC websites. As at 16:20pm on 19" March
2023, while the first two disclosed that resulis from 165,975 out of
176,846 Polling Units nationwide had been uploaded, the third
showed that 168,803 out of 178,846 Polling Units nationwide bad
been uploaded. The second website IREY recognised and

contemplated by law, while the ot not. The Petitioners shall
at the trial rely on the ﬂﬂmpu[ﬂéﬂuﬁ from the above websites.

risingly, the results of the National
d simultaneously on the same day and

time using the same S machines from the same polling units
were successfull ncled while those of the Presidential election

conducted we le 1o be uplouded and were, thus, consigned to
devices Hﬂl.Qﬂ templated by the Electoral Act 2022 and the

Regulations for the conduct of the election,

The Petitioners plead t
Assembly elections co

In view of the above, the Pettioners contend that the standard
collation procedures for collation of results, especially that of

comparing the electronic results and data directly transmitted with
the physical copies of the Forms ECEA before collation, were not
complied with in the Presidential election. The results were thus not
transmitted with the iREV as envisaged by law in such manner as to
guarantee the integrity of the election.

The 1* Respondent, via a written communication, sought to excuse
the manifest non-compliznce with the requirements of the Electoral

Act 2022 and the Regulations by claiming that there were glitches
in the electronic system which prevented it [the 1* Respondent)
from uploading the results of the Presidential election from the

polling units to the IREY portal on the day of the election. The said
written communication is hereby pleaded.

30
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98. The '["l:l_'llium;r:s shall contend that the alleged glitches in the
I:*I-:tlrn]m: system installed and managed by the |* Respondent were
! E:h'r:"r mvented by the 1" Respondent 1o credit unlawful votes to the
:1-'“' Respondent; and thereby, wipe oul the ¢lear advaniage which
“_“'Wd 4 the Petitioners following the lawful exercise of voling
nghis by the electorie,

99, The Petitioners ghall rely on the regalts obtained from the (REY
portal as well as other copies of t ECRA to establish that

substantial votes were unlawf dited to the 2* Respondent.
The Petitioners shall equall)X NY on numerous Press Statements

made by and credited to thg leddership of the 1* Respondent in an
attempt 1o explain the 5 which led to the crediting of massive

unlawful votes to \ ondent.

100, The Petiti %ﬁl[, at the trial, rely on all the Investigation,
Forensic, and other Reports and spread sheets referred
to/pleaded inthis Petition, which are hereby incorporated as part of
the Petition.

101. At the trial, the Petitioners shall rely on all 1* Respondent’s electoral
and all other necessary documents used for the conduct of the
Presidential election, including:

(a) INEC Nomination Form CFO01 of the 2™ Respondent

(b} All INEC Result Sheets - Form BECE Senes: ECSA, ECEB,
ECRC. ECAD and ECEE in both physical and electronic

COPIES,
(c) Certificate of Return of the 2™ Respondent

(d) Voters' Cards issued to individuals by the I Respondent
Farms EC1 A, Forms EC17, Forms EC25A, Forms £C25A (1),

(CERTIFIED TRUE 057 |
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Forms EC25B, Forms EC258 (1), Forms EC250
e EC25G Series Forms used in the conduet of the Election,
(1) Forms BC40S, EC40G (2), EC40), (EC40A
(2) Forms EC40H/ECA0H(1)-(3)

(h}  Forms EC40B, that is, all the Spgilt and Rejected Ballot Paper
used in all the polling units. I'%

(i) the Form EC40C, (the ;@m of unused Ballot Paper at the

polling units.) §

) atement of Unused Ballot Paper used al
(k)
(1) ballot papers used and thumb-printed and counted in all the

polling units.
(m) Ballot Papers recorded as spoilt at all the polling units.

(n) Ballot Papers recorded as unused at all the polling units.

(0} Cerified True Copy of all the Voters' registers in all the
polling units.

(p) Letter of Request to Chairman of INEC to request for Bimodal
Voters Accreditation System (BVAS) Repon

(q) Certified True Copy of the Bimodal Voters Accreditation
System (BVAS) Report.

s et | 1

CERTIFIED TRUE COZY
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Lr)

(5}

(1]

(1]

(v)
(w)
(%)
(¥)

(z)

E‘uﬂil'_n.'illc of complinnce with Scction 84 of the Evidence Act,
ZOTT issued by the 1st Respondent in respect of the Bimoxdal
Volers Acereditation System (BVAS) Report.

A Certified True Copy of a list of all INEC officers and ad hoc
staff used for the Election in all the polling units

Approved Guidelines and Regulations for the Conduct of the
Election, 2023

Circulars/Corrigendn/Ma Q/i.s..n.ur:d by INEC for the
conduct of the PresidergQNMection held on 23/02/2023

Polling Unit Mm@hmmisa_
N\

Summary r@ registered voters on o unit basis.

Euran'%E‘ PV Cs collected on a umit basis,
Security reports relating to the Election,

Video/Audio recordings/MVD/CD relating to the Election.

(aa) Election Observers’ or Observers’ Reports,

(bh) Newspaper/Television/Radio reports and news

{ec) Appointment Letter and Tags of agents

(dd) Expen report and analysis

(ee) Forensic and other reports by experts and non-experts

(1T)

Photographs and GSM and other phone outpuis

CERTIFIED TRUE COF! 13
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(ze} Computer-generated and eyberspace evidence.

(hh} Forensic and other repons by experts and non-experts

(ii) Receipts issued by INEC for certification of its documents
(530 Identity Cards of Wilnesses

(kk) Copies of certificates and curriculym vitae of the Petitioners’

analysts Q/

(II) All and any other dcr:urn;{@tlﬂ ant to the Petition
(mm) Data from INEC C Server.

(nn) Photographs @SM and other phone outputs

(Do) Enm;:lul:Q erated and cyberspace evidence,
(pp) Forensic and other reports by experts and non-experts
(gq) Receipts issued by INEC for certification of its documents

(rr) Identity Cards and Voters’ Cards of Wilnesses

(ss) Copies of certificates and curriculum vitae of the Petitioners’
analysis

(it) All and any other document(s) relevant to the Petiton

(uu) Data from INEC Central Server and iIREV Portal

(vv) Data from Amazon Web Servers (AWS) Cloud Platform

(ww) Presidential Election Notice of withdrawal of candidate

CERTIFIED TRUE COPY ;
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(2g) Computer-generated and cyberspace evidence,

thh) Forensic and other reports by experts and non-experts

(1) Receipis issued by INEC for certification of its documents
(i) Tdentity Cards of Witnesses

(kk) Copies of certificates and r:unir:%m vitae of the Petittoners’

analysts Q/

(1)  All and any other ducum(a ) relevant to the Petition

(mm) Data from INEC @ SETver.
N\

{nn) Fhm::ugmph@!ﬁm and other phone outputs
(00) Eﬂ-mpu@- enerated and cyberspace evidence.
(pp) Forensic and other reports by expens and non-experts

(gq) Receipts issued by INEC for certification of its documents

() Identity Cards and Voters” Cards of Witnesses

(ss) Copies of certificates and curriculum vitae of the Petitioners’
analysts

(1) All and any other document(s) relevant to the Petition
fuu) Data from INEC Central Server and iREV Portal
(vv) Data from Amazon Wb Servers (AWS) Cloud Platform

(ww) Presidential Election Notice of withdrawal of candidate

| CERTIFIED TRUE (0P ] &
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(xX) Senatorial E_Icrcﬁnn Motice of Withdrawal of candidate for
Borno Cential scnatorinl election,

(yy)} EC9, ECO9B, ECI1 and ECLIC Tfiled by the 2™ and 3

Respondents with the [ Respondent for the Presidential
Election.

(zz) Record of Proceedings, incl
Compromise Settlement of
Heritage Bank and CitiBap tlement Order of Claims to
Funds held by Heritage and CitiBank and Decree of
Forfeiture as to FundséheM by First Heritage Bank Orders of

ing the Stipulation and
5 to the Funds held by

Forfeiture and Te Settlement, in Case No: 93C4483,
between Unite s of America v. Funds in Account
263226700 v First Heritage Bank, in the name of

Bola Tinu Ors,

(aaa) Applicﬁﬂm for certified true copies of INEC electoral
documents, including letters dated 6™ March 2023, 14%
March 2023, 16™ March 2023 and 20™ March 2023.

(bbb) Press Statements by the 1 Respondent

(cce) Petitions and complaints by the Petitioners to the 1
Respondent.

102, PRAYERS:

The Petinoners, therefore, seek the lollowing Reliefs from this
Honourable Court:

l.  They first pray as follows:

. That it be determined that at the time of the Presidential
Election held on 25th February, 2023, the 2™ gpg 3o

Respondents were not qualified to contest the election.

l . 15
CERTIFIED TRUE CO%
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I That it be :J!I:l.crminur_l Uil all the votes recorded for the 2%
Rﬂ’-flﬂml{[cfnl N the election are wasted votes, owing to the non-
gqualific aon/disqualification of the 2™ and 3 Respondents.

i, That it be determined that on the basis of the remnining voles
(after discountenancing the votes credited to the 2™
Respondent) the 1* Petitioner scored n majority of the lawiul

voies cast at the election and h t less than 25% of the voles
cast in each of at least 2/3 of ates of the Federation, and
the Federal Capitnl Te ., Abuja and satisfied the

constitutional requiremgdND be declared the winner of the
25" February EDES@E ntial election.

2.  That it be determin

@I]‘ﬂ: 2™ Respondent having failed to score
one-quarter of

s cast at the Presidential election in the
ory, Abuja, was not entitled to be declared and
winner of the Presidentinl election held on 25®

IN THE ALTERNATIVE TO 2 ABOVE:

1. An Order cancelling the election and compelling the | Respondent
to conduct a fresh election at which the 2™, 3™ and 4™ Respondents

shall not participate.
IN THE ALTERNATIVE TO 1, 2 AND 3 ABOVE:

4. (i) That it may be determined that the 2™ Respondent was not

duly elected by a majority of the lawful votes cast in the election for
the office of the President of the Federal Republic of Nigerin held

on 25" February 2023; and therefore, the declomation and return of

the 2" Respondent as the winner of the Presidential election are
anlawful, unconstitutional and of no elfect whatsoever,

CERTIFIEL TRUE i
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(i) That it be determined that based on the valid votes cast at the
Presidential election of 25 February, 2023, the 1Y Petitioner scored
the highest number of voles cast at the election and not less than r:!ﬂ*:-
quarter of the votes cast al the election in esch of at leas! two-thirds
of all the States in the Federation and the Federal Capital Territory.
Abuja and ought to be declared and returned ns the winner of the

Presidentiol election.

of Return to the 1* Petitionet Guly elected President of the
Federal Republic of Higeﬁn_,Q

(iti) An Order directing the I“@ﬁm to issue the Certificate

iv) That it be determy t the Certificate of Return m'rﬂﬂg!}'
issued to the 2 Res at by the 1* Respondent is null and void

and be sel aside. Q/

N THEFURTHIQ TERNATIVE TO 1, 2,3 AND 4 ABOVE:

a

(i) ‘That the Presidential election conducted on 25th February,
2023 is void on the ground that the election was not conducted
substantially in accordance with the provisions of the Electoral Act
2022 and Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria 1999, as

amended.

(i) An Order cancelling the' Presidentinl Election conducted on
25th February 2023 and mandating the 15t Respandent to conduct a
frash election for the office of President, the Federal Republic of

Nigeria,
DATED THIS 20™ DA

AJEOUKWL,
AWA KALL, 5AN


https://digital-camscanner.onelink.me/P3GL/g26ffx3k

DR, ONYECHI TKPEAZL, SAN
LN, IKWUETO, SAN
CHIEF REN ANACHERE, SAN
SEBASTINE T. IHON, SAN
ARTHUR OBI-OKAFOR, SAN
IKECHUKWU EZECHUKWLU, SAN
1.5. OKUTEPA, SAN
DR. MRS. VALERIA AZINGE, SAN

EMEEA OKMOKQO,
ALEX EJESIEM

AUDU ANU N
PROF. Aﬂﬁa& AKI

EMENIKE UGO, ESQ.
CH] ORI, ESQ.
h.§ AWOLE, ESQ.

ASs EMERIBE, ES().

%ANIEL ELOMBA, ESQ.

Q]  VICTOR ODOEMENA. ESO.
CHIKE OKAFOR, ESQ.
EMEEA ONTEAKA, ES(Q).
MRS. CHINELD IKWLUETO, ESQ),
NGUEMD UJA, ESQ.
VINCENT OTTAOKPUKPU, ES0Q.
GIMNIKA EZEOKE, ES(,
CHINEDU EZEH, ESQ.

DR, OBRINNA ONYA, ESQ.
NNAMDI AWA-KALU, ESQ.
DAYD ASHONIBARE, ESQ.

IKECHUKWU EZECHUKWU, ESQ,
NGOZI I0Y MADUAFOR, ESOQ.
ABIOLA A. KOLAWOLE, ESOQ.

NKECHINYEREM OGBUEFL, ESQ.
CELESTINE EZEQOKEKE, ESQ.

STEPHEN LLZODIKE, ESQ.

CHUKWUEMEKA ACHUGBU, ESQ,

#_._—-rl—--

FEE‘HHEHTRHEEEET_‘

e — e
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F. N, OGBE, BESD,
NNENNA OKEREKE, ESO.
MICHAELSOMN L. HON, ES().
DAVID T, AGASHUA, ESO,
CHISOM JAJA-OKONEWO, ES0Q.
TOCHUKWU ANEKE, ES0.
THEANYICHUEWU ADIELE, ESQ.
PETER DAJANG, ES0Q.
ESTHER ANULI EZIGBO, ESQ.

JOSEFPH U. NWO (J.
[Fﬂitinntm’&lj
Whose a 5 At
Plot 10, MNock 1x
{Lﬂﬁéﬂ: af the left)
David treel, by Gwannpa

raco Cule

Off Wole Soyinka
ue, Gwarinpa, FCT, Abujo
Q 0B033122202

hvyvuzoukwn @ nigeranbar org

P ERS’ ADDRES R 5k :
NO, 3 GABES STREET

WUSE ZONE 2
ABUJA,

FOR SERVICE ON:

1. The 1* Respondent

INEC Headquarters
Plot 436 Zambezi Crescent

Maitama, Abuja.

19
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2, The 2™ Respondent
Al his Residence
No. 26 Bourdillon Road
Ikovi, Lagos,

3. The 3™ Respondent
Kashim Shettima Close
New GRA, Maiduguri

Bomo Stale, @Q/%

4. The 4™ Respondent &\
APC Natonal Headquarte @
Nao. 4{) Blantyre Street 6
Off Adetokunbo Ad @ rescent
Wuse 2, Abuja,

K

AL
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INTHE COURT OF APPEAL
HOLDEN AT ABUJA

INTHE MATTER OF THE ELECTION TO THE OFFICE OF THE

PRESIDENT OF THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF NIGERIA HELD
ON THE 25" DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2023,

PETITION MNO): 23

BETWEEN

S
@(z
. MR. PETER GREGORY OBKN PETITIONERS
2. LABOUR PARTY Q
>

A

AND

INDEPENDE E;DHAL ELECTORAL
COMMISSI
SENATOR BOLA AHMED TINUBU RESPONDENTS

SENATOR SHETTIMA KASHIM
ALL PROGRESSIVES CONGRESS

s

LIST OF WITNESSES THAT THE PETITIONERS' INTEND TO
CALL IN PROOF OF THE PETITION

i (ITX

3 CAQ

4. CCV

3. KGA
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b,

T

8.

9,

PTY
LLINN

Forensic/Expen Witnesses 1o be called by the Petitioners

Forensic/Ex perl Witnesses 1o be 5|||][:||:|.|:!|'|n|:d hj" the Court/Tribunal

10,  Wiilnesses on Subpocna @%

N
DATED TH F MARCH, 2023

DR. ZOUKWL, SAN (Signed)
AWA KALU, SAN
. ONYECHI TKPEAZU, SAN
P.LN. IKWUETO, SAN
CHIEF BEN ANACHERE, SAN
SEBASTINE T. HON, SAN
ARTHUR OBI-OKAFOR, SAN
IKECHUKWU EZECHUKWU, SAN
1.5. OKUTEPA, SAN
DE. MRS. VALERIA AZINGE, SAN
EMEKA OKPOKO, SAN
ALEX EJESIEME, SAN
AUDU ANUGA, SAN
PROF. AGBO J. MADAKI
EMENIKE MBANUGO, ESQ.
CHIKE A. OBl, ESQ., et al,
(Petitioners’ Counsel)

Whose address is at:
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Plot 10, Block 1X
(Last house of the lefl)

David Dodo Sireet, by Giwarinpn
aetraco Cale
O Wole Sovinka
Avenue, Gwarinpa, FCT, Abuja
RS 22202

FOR SERVICE ON: <(/%
. The I Respondent &\@

INEC Headquariers 0@

Plot 436 Zambez ﬂmsr:ﬂn\

Maitama, Abuja. Q/@
2, The 2™ Rﬂﬁpﬂﬂ&
Al his Residence

Mo, 26 Bourdillon Road
Ikovi, Logos,

1. The 3 Respondent
Knshim Shettima Close
New GRA, Maduguri
Bomo State,

4. The 4" Respondent
APC National Headquarters
No. 40 Blantyre Stroet
OFT Adetokunbo Ademola Crescent

Wuse 2, Abuji,
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INTHE COURT OF APPEAL
HOLDEN AT ABLJA

IN TﬁtE MATTER OF THE ELECTION TO THE OFFICE OF THE
PRESIDENT OF THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF NIGERIA HELD
ON THE 25™ DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2023.

PETITION NOx: f23

i N\
L IHDEFEHEEN@QHGML ELECTORAL

COMMISSI
2. SENATOR BOLA AHMED TINUBU RESPONDENTS
3. SENATOR SHETTIMA KASHIM
4.  ALL PROGRESSIVES CONGRESS

WRITTEN STATEMENT ON OATH OF TU

[, TU, male, adult, Nigerian citizen, Mushim, Politician, of Abuja, Nigeria,
do hereby make oath and state as follows:

l.  That I am a member of the Labour Party and | have the consent of
the Petitioners to make this Written Statement on Oath.

2. ‘That this Election Petition is presented by MR PETER GREGORY
OB, (hereinafter, where the context so admits, is referred (o a5 "“1he
1* Petitioner”) and LABOUR PARTY (hereinafter, where (e

context so admits, is referred 1o as “the 2™ Petitioner™ or g 5 iy

CERTIFIED TRUE (o) |
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Thﬂjf shall, where the context %0 admits, be jointly referred 1o a8
Petitioners,

The Pelition isin respect of the election for the Office of the Presiden!

of the Federal Republic of Nigeria which held on Saturday, the 25"

day ol February, 2023 across the Federal Republic of Nigena,
(hereinafter referred to as “the election™).

The 1™ Petitioner as a duly registered @4er had a right to vote and
indeed voted at the said election why€l j%ok place on 25" February
2023. &\

The 1 Petitioner was dul sored by the 2% Petitioner on whose
platform the 19 Petitio tested the election. I can identify the
1" Petitioner's nomigaWw documents filed with the 1% Respondent.

The 1® Petitiop€g~s¥cordingly, was a candidate at the election and
had a right to Oreturned as the duly elected candidate at the election.

The 2™ Petitioner is & duly registered political party under the laws of
the Federal Republic of Nigeria, and was the political party which
ﬂpnmumﬂ the 1¥ Petitioner as ils candidate to contest the election to
the office of President of the Federal Republic of Migeria, at the said

election.

The 2% Petitioner is a body corporate with perpetual succession and
in the sponsorship of the 1" Petitioner, and the conduct of the election

thereof, acted through its members duly appointed as agents at al

stages of the election, namely, at the Polling Units, the Ward
Collation Centres, the Local Government Collation Centres. the

Giate Collation Centres and at the ultimate Collation Center at the
Federal Level in Abuja.

In the conduct of the -Ell".:ﬂl.'iﬂfih. the Apgenils :iulj.: appointed by the
Petitioners p:rfnrm::l their assigned and statutorily designated rojes

{cﬁmiﬂﬁmwﬁﬁﬁﬁ]

1
.
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[0,

1.

13,

at the E]E'E[‘lﬂl‘ln These roles included observing and monitaring the
[.Irﬂi:l.'.'::!i of arrival of election materials where they were supplied by
the | HR{?EPﬂnﬂﬂﬂl- and leading (o and including the process of
accreditation, voting, counting of votes and announcement of the
resulls of the election, These Agents where the election proceeded in
due r-l.:l-rl'l'l. upon the ¥ Rﬂﬂpﬂndent's AEE"[H -I:|I_.I|]|-’ gn[:ringﬂm resulls

1y tI}E result sheets at the Polling Units, si gned and collected duplicate
copies of the result sheets,

In appropriate cases, these Agents
where they occurred and repo

Yich complaints 10 designated
officers of the 2™ Petitioner

I* Respondent.

The 1* and 2 Pﬂﬁﬁﬂ@ accordance with the prevailing law,
have the right to lo 15 Petition (o the count constitutionally
vested with the iction to receive and entertain Election
Petitions in ch e o the proceedings at and the outcome of the
electon to th ice of the President of the Federal Republic of
Nigeria. The right of the Petitioners stems from the participation of
the 1" Petitioner az candidate and the 2™ Petitioner as the
sponsoring political party.

The 1* Respondent, which is the Independent National Electoral
Commission (hereinafter referred to as INEC) is the Electoral body
created under the Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria
1900, as amended (hereinafter referred o as “the 1999
Constitution). The body is vested with powers and functions
assigned by the Constitution and the Electoral Act 2022, which
include the m‘gnnii".ﬂﬁﬂn and conduct of prescribed elections in the
territory known as the Federal Republic of Nigerin, including the
office of the President. It was in that capacity that the 1" Respondent
organized/conducted the election [or the office of the President of

the Federal Republic of Nigeria, the subject matter of this Petition_

In the discharge of 115 duties in the conduct of the election, the |#

[CERTIFIED TRUE COP! ;
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Respondent did so through iis regular and ad-hoc staff who
functioned at the designated venues and stages of the election as Pa !
Clerks, Assistam Presiding  Officers, Presiding Qfficers, ward
Collation Officers, Local Government Collation Officers, State
Collation  Officers, Electoral Officers, Resident  Electoral
Commissioners, the Chief Returning Officer of the Federation and
all other staff no matter how designated, acted as agents of the 17
Respondent at the election. %

4. That in respect to the [ﬁim@ f the Petition on non-
qualibication/disqualification, ,x‘ e that the 2™ Respondent,
although not duly sponsored wad hot gualified, contested along with

or the office of the President of the

Federal Republic of NyRQ¥, the subject matter of this Petition. The

said 2™ Respond s refurned by the 1" Respondent as the

winner of the sag tiomn.

the 1™ Petitioner and ol

15. The 3™ Rﬂipgdr:nl. although not duly sponsored and thus nof
qualified, was nominated by the 2 and/or 4" Respondent as the
Vice Presidential candidate of the 2™ Respondent; and consequently
contested on a joint ticket with the said 2™ Respondent and was
returned in the election hereby challenged as Vice-President of the

Federal Republic of Nigena.

16, The 4™ Respondent is a registered political party under the laws of
the Federal Republic of Nigeria which purportedly sponsored the 2
Respondent and thercfore participated ot the election, the subject

matter of this Petition.

I7. The Petitioners and the Respondents are therefore parties who
are intarested in this Petition and the outcome thereof.

IR At the q:{!ln[!]llﬂi.i}ﬂ af the Hth:ﬂUIE!fJ Ei'l:lfflﬂﬂ.. the collation of resulls
lucted uniil 1% day of March 2023 when the 1 Respondent
announced the resull of the election and declared the scores of the

[ CERTIFIED TRUE COPY
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candidates in the manper following, us contained in Form ECBE:

AT WAM BS OF CARDIDATES | OENGER T SOLITICAL VOTES
PARTY RECEIVED
B g5 — - L .
CHRISTOPHER HALE u
-_.'; | "‘]T“E'f_r-"-_ml'r_l'lﬁhﬁ'.’r-l.. = MALE AR TLEE =
EDWTIFI:F:{JHETELESTHH-[EH TMALE !—‘E_ Y B 1
|4 RACHTEWT GOMERT TMALE | T T
| 3 | SANIYARAGTYUSUF ~T HAiLE % R
6 | TINUEUBOLA AHRED _]'|,?uq,?u =
| F mlﬁ-l mﬂ.mﬂﬂ'ﬂﬁ T i APCLA ﬁ'hﬁﬁ.
CHUE WU
| OIET FRINCESS CHICHI
¥ | NNAMDI CHARLES OSITA ' -
10 | ADENUGA SUNDAYT
| | CHLLPW AFEMI
i | OBIPETER G
T T MUSA
15| ABIGLA CATTFU ROLAWOLE MALE PP I Tae4
It | ADEBAYO ADEWOLE | MALE S0P rwaer |
| | eeenezen
17 | ADO-IBRAHIM ABDUMALLR Malll [ YFP | b |
IH | NWANYANWU DANEL|] MALE | Z2LP 77,665 _I
DABERECHUEWLU 11— —

19. Based on the 1* Respondent's declaration as contained in Form EC
2E. the summary of the result disclosed the following:

‘EEH’.HEMREEI‘.HPT |
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| Toval number of registored vators [ 934690008 |
| B | Todal number off Aceredied voters ' T 25280616
L_':r_mnl III.J.:I-!I'IhL'l' ol valid Vol i_ E{Mﬁ"ﬂn .
__!D T-:!1ﬁ:|! mamber of ILﬁEctud oey— . _ujy;?ﬂ_!
E | Totnl number of voies cast ¥ - 24,965,218
F | Percentage tim out | 27 5%
|G | 1" Maximam votes . 5 3-:1'9#.?1-5_
- H | 2 Maximum votes = '-— "~ 6,984,520 |
| | Margin of Lead 1 1 310,206
I | Towml Number of PYC Collected ( %. 994,151
not held/cancelled) ECA0G1) @ -
K|REMARK K 1 -

Q

ch is being challenged in this Petition, the
and returned the 2* Respondent as the
winner of 1l identinl  election: and thereafter, 1ssued

Certificates urn to the 2™ and 3 Respondents. [ can identify
all Forms EC2A, EC8B, ECRC, ECBD and ECBE and all INEC

electoral documents.

20. From the above resul
¥ Respondent

21, On behalf of the Petitioners, 1 hereby state that the Grounds on
which the Petition is based are as follows:

(i) The 2™ Respondent was, at the time of the election, not
qualified to contest the clection.

(iiy The election of the 2™ Respondent was invalid by reason of
corrupl practices or non-compliance with the provisions of the

Electoral Act 2022.

(1i1) The 20! Respondent was not duly elected by majority of the
lawiul voles cast al ihe election,

22 1 state on behalf of the Petilioners thal a candidate for election to the

|EEETIFIEE TRHEEEF‘?| y
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olfice of President shall nominate another person as his associate [or
his running for the office of President, who is to occupy the office of
Vice-President. In this case, the 2% Respondent purportedly
nominated the 3 Respondent as the Vice-Presidential candidate.

23, [also state on behall of the Petitioners that on the 14" of July 2022,
the 3 Respondent, contrary Lo the provisions of the Electoral Act
2022, whilst still being a Senatorial candidaie for Borno Central
Constituency, knowingly allowed higaself to be nominated as the
Vice Presidential Candidate 1o the spondent on the platform
of the 4% Respondent and beca new Candidate for the office
of the Vice President on that 4 July 2022). I can identify Form

EC11A signed by the 3 Respondent and the officials of the 49
Respondent on that sum.b of July 2022,
N\

24, The 3™ Etﬁpﬂ@wm a candidate nominated by the 4
Respondent fi office of Senate in the Bomo Central Senatonal

Constituenc il 15 July, 2022 when he signed the Independent
National Fledtoral Commission Sepatorial Election Notice of
Withdrawal of Candidate purporting to withdraw from the contest
called Form EC11C. I can identify the following:

(i}  Affidavit and Personal Particulars (Form EC3Y) submitted by
the 3" Respondent for Borno Central Senatorial Constituency
ewoarn to on 14 June 2022 and received by the 1" Respondent

on 17 June 2022.

(i) Affidavit in support of Personal Particulars {Form EC9)
submitted by the 3™ Respondent for the office of the Vice-
Presidential Candidate for the Constituency of Nigera (the
Federal Republic of Nigeria) received by the 1* Respondent

an 15 July 2021

(iily MNotice ol withdrawal of Candidate (pursuant to section 33 of
the Electoral Act, 2022), Form ECI 1A dated 14 July 2022
signed by the 3¢ Respondent as the New Candidate (Vice

CERTIFIED TRUE COFY ?
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; TP " i
lﬂ-“"r!L!HHll} ol the All Progressives Congress and  also
comitiining the p

g sSSP picture of the 3 Respondent as New
Candidato,

(i) H"“’f“" of Withdrawal of Candidate (Pursuant to Section 33 of
the Electoral Act, 2022), Form ECIIC dated 15 July 2022
signed by the 3" Respondent as the withdrawing candidate of
the All Progressives Congress [or Borno Central Senatorial

":l.'ll'ltilill.“:l'l:l'.’}-' ind also comtaining the passport picture of the
3" Respondent, Qé

23, As at the time the 3 Resp purpontedly became a Vice-
Presidential Candidate, he still the nominated Senatorial
candidate of the 4™ Resp t for the Senatorial election for the

Borno Central Sﬂnnlnr@nmtituenﬂﬁ

¢ Petitionars that the entire Federation of

26. 1 siate on behalf
Nigeria shall has always been regarded as one Constituency
with respect t@l&ctiun to the office of President and Vice President:
and that besides the Constitvency for the office of President and
Vice-President, there are other Constituencies within the Federation,

including Senatonal Constituencies, each bemng distinct for the
purpose of elections into the respective offices.

27. 1 also state on behalf of the Petitioners that a candidate, in this case

the 3 Respondent, shall not knowingly allow himself 1o be
nominated in more than one Constituency.,

28. 1 further state on behall of the Petiioners that the purported
sponsorship of the 2™ and 3" Respondents by the 4" Respondent was
rendered invalid by reason of the 3* Respondent knowingly allowing himself
io be nominated as the Vice Presidential Candidate whilst he was sgl] 5
Senatorial Candlidate for the Bomo Central Constiency; and [ again state that
for thiz remson, the voles PLII:PDHE_'dl:F rl:l:Inn:lel:E for the om
Rc5pundgn[_ at the Euﬂlﬂﬂiﬂd Presidentinl election were/nmne wisted

votes and ought to be disregarded.

| tfﬂnﬁtmwam'?—r
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20, | further state on

behall of the Petitioners that the 2" Respondent
was also m the o

| e ol the election not qualified 1o contest for
clection o the office of President as he was fined the sum of
3400,000.00 (Four-Hundred and Sixty Thousand United States
Dollars) lor an offence involving dishonesty, namely narcotics
rallicking imposed by the United States District Court, Northern

District of 1llinois, Eastern Division, in Case No: 93C 4483
betwesn:

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA {(,% -

rlainklk@ I
v. ) .

FUNDS IN AC *ﬂ%\“ 263226700 HELD BY
FIRST HERITAGQ/ K, IN THE NAME OF

BOLA 'IIHUHUQ_

FUNDS IN MNCCOUNTS 39483134, 39483396,
4650279566, 00400220, 39936404, 39936383 HELD |
BY CITIBANK, N.A., IN THE NAME  OF BOLA
TINUBU OR COMPASS FINANCE AND

INVESTMENT CQO,

FUNDS IN ACCOUNTS 52050-89451952, 52050-
89451952, 52050-89451953 HELD BY CITIBANK,
INTERNATIONAL, IN THE NAME OF BOLA

TINUBLI,
Defendants

30, In the Decree of F"I::ill'rlﬂl,llrt1 Iudgﬂ John A. Hﬂil'lflhﬂl‘g In that sand
Case No: 93C 4483 ordered on October 4, 1993 on page 3 as

follows:

. i) that the funds i the amount of 3460.000 i
ﬂm}fﬁgﬂ'?ﬁ 200 held by First Heritage Bonk in the nome

SRl ' :
(TR E represent the  provecds of  narcoties

af Bola  Tinou A
CERTIFIED TRUE COPY .
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29, 1 further state on behinll of h Petitioners that the 2™ Respondent
e .ﬂlm i the time of the election ne gualified to contesl for
clection to the office of President as he was fined the sum of
S400,000.00 (Four-Hundred and Sixty Thousand United States
Dollars) for an offence involving dishonesty. namely narcotics
iratficking imposed by the United States District Court. Northert
District of 1llinois, Esstern Division, in Case No: 93C 4483
between:

LNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Q/%
Plnintirr®
Q
n N

FUNDS IN ACCO 322670 HELD BY
FIRST HERITAG K, IN THE NAME OF
BOLA TINUBU

FUNDS IN Qccnumﬂ 30483134, 30483396,
4650279566, 00400220, 39936404, 39936383 HELD
BY CITIBANK, N.A., IN THE NAME OF BOLA
TINUBU OR COMPASS FINANCE AND

INVESTMENT CO.,

FUNDS IN ACCOUNTS 52050-89451952, 52050-
§9451952, 52050-§9451953 HELD BY CITIBANK,

INTERNATIONAL, IN THE NAME OF BOLA

Defendants

3. Tn the Decree of Forfeiture, Judge John A. MNordberg in that said
e Now 93C 4483 ordered on October 4, 1993 on page 3 as
follows:

wrDERED thi the franels (n the amount of S460,000 iy

account 263226700 held by First Hertage Bank it the s

¢ Hola Tinubu represent the procecds of narcorcs
4
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rafficking or were involved iy financial transactions in

vielation of 18 U.5.C. $E1956 and 1957 qnud therefore these finds

are forfelted 1o the United Stater piirsuani 1o 21 U5.C. § 381 {a)6)
conel 18 ULS.C. 8982+ s (1 frerther

URDERED that First Heritage Bank shall issue oo check i
the amont of S460,000 pavable 1o Federal Reserve Bank of

Chicago and that these funds shall be disposed of according
fer fevwy it i further

ORDERD that the Court shall retgin furisdiction over this
action in order to impfement oy rie the terms of this

Decree af Forfeiture.” §
N\

3l. The ubove orders were 1 EH.& pursuant 1o paragraph 5 of the
“atipulations and Enm@u Settlement of Claims to the Funds
Nt |

held by Heritage Ba CitiBank™ filed by the parties, which
stiled as follows:

%

“5. Th pex further agree thar MO0.000 from the

defendarNicvennt held by Heritage bank in the name of Bola
Tineeha shall be forfeited by the United States and disposed
of according to law. The finds remaining in the account shall

he released 1o KO, Timudn, ™
12, | can identify certified copies of the following documents, namely:
a) Verificd Complaint for Forfeiture, submitted by Michael 1.

Shepard (United States Attorney) and signed by Marsha A
MeClellan (Assistant United States Attorney);

by Stipulations and Compromise St:l?lil:m:n! of Claims 1o the
Funds held by Heritage Bank and CitiBank; and

¢) Decree of Forfeiture as (o Funds held by First Heritage Bank,
signed by United States District Judge, John A, Nordberg,

1. 1 also state on behalf of the Petitioners that by reason of the sajd

E‘:EH“HEH TRUE COPY [0
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disqualilication of the 2™ 4 " Respondents, the voles purportedly
recorded for the 2% Respondent in the election werefre wasted and
um'-.LI_L:I: and that the 1™ Petitioner who from the correct result of the
clection obtained the highest number of lawful votes cast in the
election and met the constitutional requirements 1o be declarcd and
retumed os the winner ol the :!mtjnn' n-ugi'”' 1o he declared ns the
winner of the Presidential election held on the 25" February 2023.

34, With respect to noncompliance, | s
conferred on it by the 1999 Constit

the 1*" Respondent issued the «E
Conduct of Elections, 2022"Jh

ut pursuant to the powers
and the Electoral Act, 2022,
lations and Guidelines for the

eeinafter, called “the Regulations™)
and the Manual for Electi fficials 2023. | can identify the said

Regulations and Man hich are binding on the 1¥ Respondent
and its staff with th 1 to the conduct of all elections, including
the Presidential @qu being challenged in this Petition.

33. I also state ﬁnghnlf of the Petitioners that the 1* Respondent was,
in the course of the conduct of the Presidential election, mandatorily
required to prescribe and deploy technological devices for the

accreditation, verification, confirmation and authentication of voters
and their particulars as conmined in the 1% Respondent’s

Regulations.

36. For the purpose of complinnce with the above-stated mandatory

requirements, the 1% Respondent deployed, in the conduct of the 25
February 2023 Presidential election, the use of Bimodal Voter
Accreditation System (BVAS) for the purpose of sccreditation of
voters and made its use mandatory for the purpose of accreditation,
verification, confirmation and authentication of voters. I can identify
a Press Release issued by the 17 H.:sp{:ndelm and signed by Festus
Okoye, National Commissioner and Chairman, Information and
Voter Education for the 1% Respondent dated 11% November 2022,

wherein it was writlen infer cilra that:

M CERTIFIED TRUE LOZ | 2
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LY R

38,

19,

“The Commission has repeeatedfy
will transmit regulrs directly fro
witntessed in Ekit and Osine Staie
103 more COnEtimencies 1

reassitred Nigerfans thel of

m the polling units a5 we
Crovernarship elections and
; ; here aff-cvele GovernorshipdFCT
Area Councl elections and byv-elections were held since Atgust

2020, The results can stilf be viewed on the poral. The iRev is

onie of the innovations tritrodiiced Dy the Commission to ensire

the integrity and credibility of electyoy result in Nigeria. [t is
therefore inconceivable that the Mxion would i around

and underming its own innoy  The public iy advised to

ignore the reports. The B Vater Accreditation System
(BVAS) and iRev have conge 1 stay for veter accreditation and

Hﬁ!ﬂﬂﬂ’mg qul'?ﬂ"flﬂg ity in real-time in Nigeria.”

| also watched a tel a@n news about the assurances contained in a
Press Conferenc ed and addressed by the Chairman of the 1*
Respondent, akubu Mahmood, which was covered by the

Media. I can id®ntify a video recording of the said Press Conference,
a4 reported by some media houses in Nigeria,

I further state on behalf of the Petitioners that at the conclusion of
the election at each Polling Unit, the Presiding Officer was
mandatorily reguired to electronically transmit or transfer the result

of the Polling Unit directly to the collation system of the I®
Respondent. In addition, the Presiding Officer was also mandatorily
required to use the BVAS to upload a scanned copy of the Form
ECSA to the 1* Respondent’s Result Viewing Portal (iRev) in real
time.

Where the BV AS failed to function in any polling unit, a new BVAS
wis to be deployed to ensure that the accreditation process
conformed with the prescribed electoral process. However, where
the second BVAS also failed to function, the election in that polling
unit was to be cancelled and another election shall be wschedyled

within twenty four (24) hours. . |
I CERTIFIED TRUE COPY
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a0, 1y t_h': I'EDH"]"HL""”-- "r"l!l'm[.r. was 1o be in sccordance with the
Contimuous . Acereditation g Voling System (CAVS) and no
person was Lo be allowed (o vote at any Polling Unit other than the one
at which his o her name was disclosed on the Register of Voters.
The intending voler was then 1o present the Permanent Volers Card

(PVC) 1o the 1% Respondent's stalf who was 16 verily same using
BYVAS. Til'li’:' Petitioners plead that the necreditation process, inter
alia, comprised the followin ik

(17 Checking the Permanent Vo ard (PVC) of the voter:

(i1}  Positive identification Df’ﬁ;?\'nmr inthe BVAS:

(i) Authentication uftb@%ter by matching hisfher fingerprints or

face (facial rm@un} using the BYAS;
(iv) Positivel WJication of the voter in the Register of voters;

(v} Completion of Forms EC40H (1) — PWD Voter Information
and Statistics; and

(vi) Applying indelible ink to the cuticle of the finger of the voter
(where available).

1l. By the said process of accreditation, the voter was to present himself 1o
the Agent of the 1* Respondent who was to request the PVC of the

voler Where the voter had nong, he was not 10 be allowed 1o vote: but
if the voter had |:|||-|:.5:||.=_nli'.".l:| the said PVC, the Agent of the 1" Respondent

was (o proceed as follows:

(i) Call up the voler's data onthe BYAS by reading the bar code
on the back of the PYC :J-rrtmdllﬂ g the QR l:iJ-r.lt-:t;ums{ the name
of the voter in the Register of Volers or entening the last six

e Voter ldentification Number (VIN) of the voter

or seqrching the BYAS with the sumame of the

IM ¥ B

digits of
into the BVAS
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(18]

(v

voler;

Un appearance of the voters’ data on the BYAS, the APO |

WhHs [0 ElHWI.‘lEliﬂ lhﬂl e Fhﬂ!ﬂgmph fn “:lﬂ I“.Ir{: Wils thisl ﬂr

the voter andthal the Polling Unit details correspond with those
of the Polling Unit:

Request the voter to place his/her thumb or any other finger
(where possible) in the place @vldﬁ! on the BVAS lor
authentication or, if this fail h the face of the voter (o
the picture in the BVAS he device's facial recognition
facility; and

If the Ningerprint e of the voter matched, request the voter
to proceed to @L‘[

42, After complyj th the procedure above, the verified voter was (o
he further scXtinized before proceeding to the process of actual

voling. Where the BVAS for the polling unit failed to identify the
intending voter, that voter was not be allowed to vole.

ad,

(&)

(1]

(ii)

In order to ensure that voting did not proceed except as

pecifically prescribed, that is to say, with the use of the
Ihip"fi’?ﬂ:gﬂ in J{he svent of any malfunctioning of the BVAS for a

polling unit, the Agent of the 1* Respondent was to:

immediately inform the LUA and RA supervisors, the
qupuw;:lu? I'-"Imiil:li.ng Officer (SPO), the Electoral Officer

(ED), and the Election Monitoring and Support Centre
(EMSC) for replacement;

Suspend Accreditation and Voting until a new BVAS was
Li

made available;
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(i) File a report of the incident to the designated Official; and

(iv} Inform the voters and polling agents of the situation.

(b)  Where areplacement BVAS was not available by 2:30pm, the
Presiding Officer was 10-

(i) Inform the LGA and RA Supervisors, SPO, EO, and EMSC of

the situation: Q/%

(i) File a report of the in-r:id:nl\

A

(in}) Iﬂf?l'ﬂ'l the voters a lling agents that accreditation and
voting for the Polling Unil was to continue the
following day. @

(c) Wherea was replaced in the middle of an election, the

data of 1ed voters in the faulty BVAS was to be merged

with data in the replacement BVAS for purposes of
determining the number of verified voters.

4, After due accreditation and casting of voles by the duly sccredited
volers, the Presiding Officer was to count the votes at the Polling Uni
and enter the voles scored by each candidate 1n the Form prescribed
by the 1* Respondent known as Form EC8A, which Form was then
be signed and stamped by the Presiding Officer and counter signed
by the candidates or their Polling Agents where available at the

Polling Unit.

5 ThePeaidin g Officer was then [0 deliver copies of the result sheet 1o
the party agents who desired to collect such COpiCS a5 1,.||.-.-_-,_J| s the
Police Officer where available. Thereafter, the Polling Unit resuls
for all the Polling Units within a Registralion Area were to be
delivered 1o the Registration Area Collation Officer who was 1o
collate the results in the Form provided by the 1% Respondent, This
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Process “":“" 1o be repeated ul ol stages ol collation, whereby the
Ward Results were to be delivered 1o and collaed by the Local

Government Collation Officer, who was under duty to accelerale
came Lo the final EI}HEIEIHEHI::.-' Collation Officer,

4. 1 also state on behalf of the Pelitioners that, apart from the
importance of the BVAS in the capture of accreditation at a polling
unit in an election, the BVAS iz also mandatorily to be used in the
process of uploading the information o imputed into it by the
I* Respondents’ Presiding Officer a Polling Unit, who shall,
upon completion of voting and du@@ﬂing and announcement of

the result: &\

(1} Ellnnlrunicilllj-,r trans transfer the result of the Polling Unit
directly to the on system as prescribed by the ¢
Respondent; &

i) Use the E@ to upload a scanned copy of the Form EC8A to

the INEC Result Viewing Portal (iRev), as prescribed by the 1+
Respondent; and

(i) Take the BVAS and the original copy of each of the forms in
tamper-evident envelope to the Registration Area/Ward
Collation Officer, in the company of Security Agents, The
Polling Agents may accompany the Presiding Officer to the
Registration Area/Ward Collation Centre.

1. 1 also state on behalf of the Petitioners that as part of the
lechnological architecture for the conduct of the 2023 General

Elections, including the Presidential election, the 1" Respondent
utilized virtual servers on Amazon Web Services (AWS) for the
h‘:"-‘“-iﬂgfﬂlﬂ-mge of the 1" Respondent’s data, particularly resulrs
obtained and or generated from the 2023 General Elections.
Ncluding the election results of the Presidential Election held ap 25%

Fﬁhmarj,. 2023 on the Amazon Cloud Platform. The Fﬂliﬁﬂnﬂrﬂ My

IJ_EERTIFIED TRUE COFY =
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il

subpoena the relevant HHEIT or oflicer of Amazon to establish this
and related facts pleaded in this Petition,

| know as of fact _llml the Amazon Cloud Platform is the world's
most comprehensive and broadly adopted platform which enables
users such as large enterprises and government agencies like the 1*
Respondent to effectively and in real time manage data, in order to
lower costs, become more agile and effective. I can identify relevant

pages on the website of Amazon ‘i'@h can be accessed at
hittps:/faws. amazon.com.

| also state on behalf of the Pr:linﬁu\ecs that the 1* Respondent's data
captured and or generated dug®y the 2023 Presidential Election held

on 25" February 2023, on the AWS data warehouse using
cloud computing tec 5 accessible,

"%

In addition to Etgz@pnsitiﬂns in the foregoing paragraphs, 1 state on
behall of the tioners that the result of the Presidential Election

held on 25% February 2023 displaved/stored on the 1® Respondent’s
Result Viewing Portal (iRev) ought 1o be the same in all matenal
particulars with the result of the election stored in the Virtual Servers

on the AWS or the Amazon Cloud Platform.

The 1" Respondent created various levels of collation at the
Registration Areas, Local Government Areas, State Constituencies

and the Federal Constituency; and by that process, the results of any
election, including the one hereby challenged, were only to be
accepted for collation if the Collation Officer ascertained that the
number of aceredited voters corresponded with the number captured
inthe BVAS and where votes for the parties corresponded with the

result electronically transmitted directly from the Polling Units,

In the case of a dispute, the results electronically transmitted or
Iransferred directly from the lower levels and announced were to he
used 1o determine (he results at that level of the Collation process.

T T YT 1
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where no resull was directly transmitted in respect of a Polling Unit
or o level of collation, it would not possible 1o resolve that dispute.
In this case, the Petitioners' agents and agents of other political
parties walked away in protest from the National Collation Centre
when the Collation Officer blatantly refused to resolve their

disputations of the resulis being collated as mandatorily stipulated
by the Electoral Act, 2022, 1 can identify a video clip of the incident
a5 reported by some media houses. %

ti | further state on behalf of the Petiti %ﬁ that copies of the Forms

ECBA scanned and uploaded gh the BVAS to the 1"
Respondent’s Result Viewing ol (iRev) as mandated by the 1¥

Respondent, were to exactl ¢t all other results which originated
from the Polling Units. which were instantaneously uploaded
al the earliest nm% L to be the standard for assessing other
results subsequen anced by the 1¥ Respondent in the process
of Collation 1:3&3 the final segment, which was the declaration
of the result of the election.

¥ | also state on behalf of the Petitioners that in manifest violation of
the 1* Respondent’s Regulations and the Electoral Act, 2022, the

results of the Presidential Election held in the Polling Units were not

fully uploaded on the iRev as at the trme of the purported declaration
of the 2™ Respondent as the winner of the Presidential Election,
which gave room for manipulation of the said results by officials of

the 17 Respondent.

3, Eﬂ-l[lﬂ-tﬂ. the 1% Hﬂﬁpﬂndﬂnt conlinued with the leﬂ-ﬂlilllg of the

results of the Presidential Election held on 25 February 2023 up till
the time of filing this Petition and has continued [0 do so thereafier

in manifest violation of the provisions of the Electoral Act and the
1" Respondeni's Regulations,

5&. [:Ilul:'. 0 the manifast nnn—-l::-l:'}lmpliﬂ“‘-"'ﬂ h}r the 1% Rr.:spﬂnde nt with the
Electoral Act and specific requirements of the Regulations for the

CERTIFIED TRUE COPY | )
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3

|_'-|:"|‘|'|r|{'|.|.lli.-"| ol !!m Presidential election, by the said 1* Respondent
fuiling, refusing and neglecting to instantly transmit and upload the
result of that election electronically o the iRev from the BVAS, the

| Respondent violated the integrity and safety measures entrenched
for the conduct of the said election.

The Ist Respondent is obligated to compile and keep a Register of
Election Results known as the National Electronic Register of
Election Results (NERER) which shal a distinct database or
repositary of Polling Unit results, inclQRigt collated election results
of each election conducted by Respondent. The Result
Viewing Portal (iRev) is the im te access by the general public
1o the said electronic regis election results and is supposed to
disclose the electronic vessiN of the same resull sheets distributed
at the points of electio at the Collation Centres.

The Petitioners several applications through its campaign
organisation anNGolicitors for certified true copies of the election
documents and data relating to the Presidential election, but were
denied same by the 1* Respondent. 1 can identily the said letters
dated 6 March 2023, 14" March 2023, 16" March 2023 and 20™
March 2023, respectively.

Similarly, the 1* Respondent, acting through its officials has refused

1o comply with the Ex parte Orders for inspection made by this
Honourable Court. wherein the Petitioners were mandated (o inspect
and obtain certified copies etc of relevant election documents in the

custody of the 1% Respondent, in that:

L The 1* Respondent has denied having in its custody any Form
EC8A or Form ECBB in Rivers State

b.  In Bayelsa, the 1* Respondent only provided certified copies

of Forms ECBA in Four of the Eight Local Government Arexs

TERTIFIED TRUE COR )
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of that State, while it provided Forms EC8B in only Scven
Local Government Areas of the Stale,

c.  The IV Respondent only provided certified copies of Forms
EC8A, ECBB, ECEC and EC40G in Benue State while it

“-"'Eﬂt‘1'1l1'.'I"_’*":3'("-“3'3':i Lo provide certified copies of those Forms in
the remaining States,

. 1 again state on behalfl of the Putilinn%ﬂml the 1" Respandent

faled to record in the prescribed Fo quantity, serial numbers
and other particulars of result . ballot papers and other

sensitive electoral materials o& prescribed Forms ECZ3A,
ECZ3A(1), ECEB and ECBBI - Yhat is 1o say, Electoral Material

Receipts for LGA, Elec rial Distribution for RA, Electoral
Material E::ﬂipm@mgiﬁticﬁ und Polling Unit Material
Receipts/Distributi respect of the States where the 2™
Respondent pu v won, | further state that following the order
of Court for ? ion, they applied, through their Campaign
Organisation and Lawyers, for these Forms, but the 1" Respondent
refused to givelissue those forms and refused to allow the inspection
of the forms despite the order of Court,

. 1 also state on behalf of the Pelitioners that due two the I

Respondent's refusal and neglect to upload and transmit the result
of the election in the polling units to the TReV as required by law on
the day of the election, the 1" Respondent suppressed the actual
scores obtained by the Petitioners. The suppression of the 19
Petitioner’s scores which occurred in Eighteen Thousand and
Eighty-Eight (18.088) Polling Units was orchestrated by the 1
H:spnﬂdcm dEllh'El.‘Hlﬂf}r upiﬂnding unreadable and blurred Forms
ECBAs on the IReV: and thereby, suppressed the lawful scores
obtained by the Petitioners in the said Polling Units.

© Lean jdentify a Spread Sheet contuining the Polling Units Codes and

details of the aforesaid Ei
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Units, as well as the authentic results in the aforesaid Eighteen
rhousand and Eighty-Eight Polling Units. In addition. the
petitioners plead that in Benue State, the | Er:,spund-:n; also
mischievously uploaded blurred Forms ECSA allegedly for Polling

Units ir.l an nlt_::m}:‘ll Lo suppress the lawful resull of the election in
the Polling Unats, l‘_’h-:. l’-i:!:[it!ﬂnﬂr& shall also at trial rely on a Forensic
Report of the Presidential Election held in Polling Units in Benue

State.
S

at in Rivers State during

[ also state on behalf of the Petitio
the collation exercise at the E level, the 1¥ Respondent

mpounced the scores of the Et iNaers as 175,071 votes and the 2™

and 4™ Respondents as % 231,591 votes. However, by the
actunl scores obtained N polling units, the Petitioners’ lawiful
votes in Rivers Sta 205,110 votes, while the 2% and 4%
Respondents’ sco [ to be 84,108 votes.

| further state mghalmlf of the Petitioners that if the 1" Respondent
had, as it was mandated to do, utilised the scores recorded on the

Forms ECS8A as against the fictitious Forms uplonded on the IReV,
the Petitioners would have won Rivers State.

Similarly, in Benue State, the 1" Respondent whilst suppressing the
lawful votes obtained by the Petitioners, announced that the
Petitioners scores from the polling units in Benue State 15 308,372
voles, The 2™ and 49 Respondents’ score was falsely announced as
being 310,468 votes. However, the actual scores of the Petlioners
from the polling units in Benue State Wis 329,003 votes, while the

< and 4% Respondents’ scores Were 300,421 votes.

The Petitioners were also, by the unfawful announcement made by
tha ™ Rﬂﬁpnndﬂnl, dﬂnjﬂd 18 the winner af the E]EEILI'DI‘-I 11 E-IEI'IU.-B
State. [ can identify the forensic analysis cff the E!E'-Etlnl'l. for E_lt'.nrs
State and Benue State made pursuant to the inspection of the election

Mterials ps ordered by the Court.
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The 1" Respondent and its Officers/Agents whilst purportedly
acting under the cover of uploading the result of the Presidential

Election held on 25" February 2023 on the iRev, embarked and are
gtill embarking on massive misrepresentation and manipulation by

uploading lictitious resulls in Polling Units where there were no
elections as well as uploading incorrect results, The actual scores of
the Petitioners have been reduced, tampered with and [alsely

represented in the false election results uploaded in the iRev.

from the Polling Units

uant to the Inspection of the

election materials as ordered Hy\he Court, shall be shown in the

Forensic Report of the $ n result. | can also identify this
N\

The actual scores of the Petitioners

Forensic Report.

| again state on be the Petitioners that the scores oblained by
the Petitioncrs T unlawfully reduced and added by the 1"
Respondent to e scores of the 2™ Respondent. Further, the [
Respondent deliberately uploaded blurred result which were in

favour of the Petitioners on the iRev in a bid to conceal them.

0 T hereby pray on behalf of the Petitioners this Honourable court (o

© Vagain state on beha

deduct these unlawful scores added to the 2Znd Respondent and for
Ihose scores which were legitimately phtained by the Petitioners 1o

be credited to the Petitioners' scores. [ also state that when the scores
unlawfully added to the 2™ Respondent are deducted, the Petitioners

will have the highest number of votes in the election, as shown in
the Forensic Report pleaded above,

Il of the Petitioners that when the results of

Pollin | ¢ Local Governments, States are properly
Hbﬂlﬂtguduﬂl_]r::fltiﬂléd as required by the Electoral Act and the
Regulations and Guidelines for election, the fn'q::ruii results of the
tlection and the perceniages scored by the Fulmgu] F:lﬁu:.-a w‘|1| show
[hrag the Petitioners won the Presidentinl election of 25 February

[CERTIFIED TRUECOPY
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Vi,

15,

Th'if 1" Respondent and ity Officers/Agents whilst purportedly
acting under the cover of uploading the result of the Presidential
Election held on 25" February 2023 on the iRev, embarked and are

still embarking on massive misrepresentation and manipulation by
uploading fictitious results in Polling Units where there were no
elections as well as uploading incorrect results. The actual scores of
the Petitioners have been redoced, tampered with and falsely
represenied in the false election results uploaded in the iRev.

The actual scores of the Petitioners d from the Polling Units

and from the result of the electi uant to the Inspection of the
¢lection materials as ordered ¢ Court, shall be shown 1n the
Forensic Report of the elagtioh result. 1 can also identify this

Forensic Report,
W

I again state on h@ the Petitioners that the scores obtained by
the Petitioners unlawlully reduced and added by the 1¥

Respondent @®he scores of the 2 Respondent. Further, the 1"
Respondent d@liberately uploaded blurred result which were in
favour of the Petitioners on the iRev in a bid to conceal them.

I hereby pray on behalf of the Petitioners this Honourable court to

deduct these unlawful scores added 1o the 2nd Respondent and for
those scores which were legitimately obtained by the Petitioners to
he credited to the Petitioners” scores. [ also state that when the scores

unlawfully added to the 2*? Respondent are deducted, the Petitioners
will have the highest number of voles in the election, as shown in

the Forensic Report pleaded above.

[ again state on behalf of the Petitioners that when the results of
Polling Units, Wards, Local Governments, States are properly
tgbulated and calculated as required by the Electoral Act and the
Regulations and Guidelines for election, the overall results of the
election and the percentages scored by the Political Parties will show
that the Petitioners won the Presidential election of 25 February

e e S ——
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223, The Petitioners shall rely on Report of Inspection of the
ﬂJEFl““ll materials pursuant to the orders of this Honourable Court,
which orders were made (o enable the Petitioners institute and

maintain this petition, 1 can identify the orders made by this
Honourable Court.

72, lagain state on behalf of the Petitioners that from the correct Polling
Umt result transmitted electronically and supported by the
accreditation on the BVAS, the Petitigners won the election. The
Petitioners in proof of this, shall re the Inspection Reports as
well as Forensic/Expert analysis nt to the orders of the Court.

,}im‘mm that votes cast in a Polling
the total number of accredited voters
shall rely on the Forensic Reports of

owing that the votes cast in the Polling Units
tate, Ondo State, Taraba State, Osun State,

State. Bormmo State, Katsina State, Kwara State,

Kano State, @e
Gombe State, Yobe State and Niger State exceeded the number of
voters acceredited on the BVAS in those states.

73. | also state on behalf of t
Unit should not be mor
in the BVAS. The '
the election matern
in Ekiti State,

74, Further to the foregoing paragraphs, the I state that in the
computation and declaration of the result of the election, based on
the uploaded results, the votes recorded for the 2 Respondent did

not comply with the legitimate process for computation of the result
and disfavoured the Petitioners in the following states, namely:

RIVERS
LAGOS
TARABA
BENUE
ADAMAWA
MO
BAUCHI
BORNO

7
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9. KADUNA: mud
1. PLATEAL

1. OTHER STATES OF THE FEDERATION

75, Dagain state on behalf of the Petitioners that in declaring the result
of lh:_ clection, the 1" Respondemt violated its own Regulations
when it announced the resull of the elections despite the fact that at
the: time of the said announcement or declaration, the totality of the

Polling Unit results were yet to be fully scanned, uploaded and
transmuitied electronically as requi e Electoral Act.

76. The results and details rﬂcﬂ% Forms ECBA, ECEB, EC3C,
ECED and EC8E which fo basis of the declared result were

not the product of com with the provisions of the Electoral
Act 2022 and the spondent’s Regulations mandating the
process of accred; , voting, counting, recording of votes and
uploading to Respondent’s iRev Portal and the backend
virtual snn'-:@ led to ensure a uniform process,

77. 1 further state on behalf of the Petitioners that when the purported
scores recorded in the polling units where the above instances of

aver-voting occurred are deducted from the alleged votes obtained
by the 2™ Respondent and on which the 1" Respondent based the
hurried declaration of the 2™ Respondent as the winner ol the
election. the margin of the purported lead between the 2™
Respondent and the Petiioners will E":. far less than the number of
volers who ought to legitimately vole in those polling units, | can
identify Form EC40G(iii) issued by the 1 Respondent.

8. 1 also state that instances ol over-voling in the conduct of the
Presidential election held on 25™ February 2023 occurred in more
places thun stated on the Form EC30G(im). 1 can wdentify the Repont
of the BVAS Accreditation in the polling units, which Reporn is
lisied helow and which is i.ﬂli.‘ﬂrr.lll.lm[ﬁ'd as parl of the Petition ind

this Siglement on Oath,

p—— T el

CERTIFIED TRUECUR S
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'II'-I.IFI | stale on I'H.".]I:["-qjl."jl]i: :l:lr-"lllifl-ll.-l.'.'l':li that the nhove InslEnces |I|r [ia-
complinnee substantially affected the outcome of the election, in thal
il these instances did not ocewr in the conduet of the Presidential
election, the Petitioners would have emerged the winners of the said
election.

RO, With respect to corrupt practices, | hereby adopt all my depositions
in support of the Ground of non-compliance above.

81, In respect ol the Ground that the &P fespondent was not duly
elected by majority of lawful v{:l@ il the election, | state that in
an election to the Office of lhu/ﬁ(r:. ident of the Federal Republic of
Nigeria, the result shall tined by not just the counting of

the voles cast for each ¢ but shall be in compliance with the
provisions of Sections and 134 of the 1999 Constitution.

8. For the reason e Presidential election of 25" February, 2023
Was mnlea{ecl@ more than two (2} candidates, a candidate shall be
declared a winner only if he scores the highest number of votes cast
al the election; and he has not less than one-quaner of the votes cast
al the election in each of at least (wo-thirds of all the States in the
Federation and the Federal Capital Territory, Abuja, In this Petition,
the 27 Respondent, besides not scoring the majority of the lawful
voles cast al the election, did not obtain at least one quarter of the
votes cast in the Federal Capital Territory, Abuja and ought not
1o have heen declared and returned elected. The Petitioners hereby
specifically plead and rely on the result of the Presidential election

declared/announced for the Federal Capital Territory, Abuja by the
I* Respondent.

B3 1again state on behall of the Petitioners that in default of a candidgte
being duly elected, there shull be a second election between the
candidate who scored the highest number of votes at the injtinl
E.Fn::liun and one Among the Tliﬂfllliﬂiﬂg cundidates whio scored g
majority of the votes in the highest number of States. Where botl of

| CERTIFIED YRUE COP?
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83,

B,

them scored o majority of the voles in the highest number of Stales,

lhe candidnfe among them with the highest voles casl al the election
shall be the second candidaie m the runolT election.

| agnin state on behall of the Petitioners that the declared resull of
the election did not comply with the Electoral Act, 2022 and the 1"
Respondent's Regulations established for scrutinizing the result afl
the election at the Polling Units and the Collation Centres; hence,

upon a proper computation of the respdt of the election, it is the 1%
Petitioner who scored a majority o | voles cast at the election
and satisfied the Constitutionnl ments in that regard. 1 can
identify the Reports of electiof DOpiled from the inspection of the
election materials pursuaniNQ the Order of this Honourable Court.
Copies of the result F well as the 1 Respondent’s Result

Viewing Portal (iRE ich iz part of the electronic storage on the
backend Server.

| further stthg;:hﬂf of the Petitioners that from inception, the 1"
Respondent established three (3) basic technologies which
mandated and guaranteed a credible and transparent election, These
lechnologies were the Bimodal Voter Accreditation System
(BVAS), Electronic Result Collation System and the INEC Results
Viewing Portal (IREV). This was pursuant to the powers conferred
on the 1¥ Respondent to deploy technology in the conduct of
elections which included electromic transmission of results and
recording of accreditation. These were Lo ensure transparency and
guarantee the integrity of the electoral process and the election.

The BVAS was designed 1o capture and upload the number of
accrediled voters and to keep accurate record of the accreditation

process, including when successful and unsuccessful, so as to
confirm the number of accredited votes and the results from the
polling units, Where the number of votes cast as depicted on the
Form EC8A exceeded the number of accredited voters captured in

CERTIFIED TRUE
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the BVAS machines, over-voling occurs; thus, nullifving that
polling unil resulL

The BVAS wus equally designed and deployed by the "
Respondent to transmil the Polling Unit results 1o the AWS virtual
scrver and a web porlal (iRev) was established by the 1™ Respondenl
to receive the results of the election from the Polling Units. By this
process, tampering with the result of the election was to be detected
where the physical result deviated from the uploaded version. At the
stage of collation of results at the ration Areas, the Polling
Unit results were to be directly t to that level of Collation
and were to be utilized in the ;ﬂ 0N Process.

announce the result er a verification and confirmation that

Indeed, the Collation ﬂgﬁr Returning Officer shall collme and
the number of Hzl;g voters stated in the Collated result are

comect and consp with the number of accredited voters recorded
and transmi irectly from the Polling Unit, with the use of the

electronic techhology employed by the 1™ Respondent.

Additionally, the Collation Officer must ascertain in the same
process that the collated results are correct and consistent with the
votes ar results recorded and transmitted directly from the Polling

Units, using the same technology. Thus, where there is a dispute in

the process as to what transpired at the Polling Units, the returning
or Collation officer shall resolve same with:

8. The original of the disputed collated result for each Polling
Uinit where the election is disputed;

b.  The smart card reader or other technology device used for the
accreditation of voters in each Polling Unit where the election

is disputed for the purpose of obtaining accreditation data
directly from the smart card reader or technology device:

I
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¢.  Data of seereditation recorded and transmitted directly from
each Polling Unit where the election is disputed; and

d. The votes and result of the election recorded and transmitted
directly from each Polling Unit where the election is disputed,

0. As provided in the 1* Respondent's Regulation, “an election result

Yl

92,

Y3.

shall only be collated if the Collation Officer ascertains that the
number of accredited voters agree with~the number recorded in the
BYAS and votes scored by Puliljr:@i:s on the result sheet 13
correct and agrees with the mﬁ\ ctromically transmitted or
transferred directly from Eh:&] g Unit as prescribed in these
Regulations and Guidth:@

As part of the el result collation, the 1* Respondent
deploved the Co Support and Result Verification System
(CSRVS) whi Excel sheet kept by the CSRVS officer and

instantly refl the uploaded resulis from the Forms ECS series.
Ultimately the Collation Officer and the CSRVS will compare their

respective entrics and their agreement reflects the result of the
election.

The iREV was designed to exhibit exactly the uploaded Polling Unit
results for the public view and it is mandatory for the Presiding
officer to snap the image of the Form ECBA, using BVAS, which i3
uploaded to the portal for public viewing.

On 25 February, 2023, during the election, the 1% Respondent did
not upload the Presidential election results from the polling units as
required by law. The 1% Respondent only decided 1o upload the
results of the National Assembly elections from the same polling
units using the same BVAS that were used for conduct of the
Presidential clection. I can identify Vanguard online newspaper of
report March 4, 2023 and Thisday online newspaper of 5 March

2023,
CERTICIEA Yoo ]
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4. The elfect of the foregoing is that contrary (o the mandatory

7.

8.

requirement that all uploads shall proceed to the 1* Respondent's
backend server through the BVAS, the 1™ Respondent received data
into an unscheduled device.  Accordingly, three (3) main portals,
namely hitps:/f2 inecelectionresulls. ng.
https:finecelectionresulis.ng and hips:fevrinecniperin.ore/results
were created.

2023, while the first two disclos [ results from 165,975 out of
176,846 Polling Units nationtSQ® hud been uploaded, the third
showed that 168,803 out o 846 Polling Units nationwide had
been uploaded. The s chsite is the IREV recognised and
contemplated by law NNle the others are not, I can identify the
compuler print-ou the above websites.

The above three are INEC websile;j@ 16:20pm on 19" March

I again state anchulI‘ of the Petitioners that, surprisingly, the results
of the National Assembly elections conducted simultaneously on the
same day and time using the same BVAS machines from the same
polling units were successfully uploaded while those of the
Presidential election conducted were unable to be uploaded and
were, thus, consigned to devices not contemplated by the Electoral
Act 2022 and the Regulations for the conduct of the election.

In view of the above, I state on behalf of the Petitioners that the
standard collation procedures for collation of results, especially thai
of comparing the electromic reésults and data directly transmitted
with the physical copies of the Forms ECBA before collation, were
not complied with in the Presidential election. The results were thus
not transmitted with the iREV as envisaged by law in such manner
as to puarantee the integrity of the election,

The 1" Respondent, via a written communication, sought (0 excuse
the manifest non-compliance with the requirements of the Electoral

 CERTIFIED TRUE Cop;)
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Act 2022 and the Regulations by claiming that there were ghiches
in the elecironic system which prevented it [the 1" Respondent]
from uploading the results of the Presidential election from (he

polling units 1o the iIREV portal on the day of the election. 1 can
identify the said written communicalion.

3. 1 again state on behalf of the Petitioners that the alleged glitches in

the electronic system installed and managed by the 1™ Respondent
were a ploy invented by the 1™ Respo to credit unlawiul voles

to the 2" Respondent; and thereb out the clear advantage
which inured o the Petitioners wing the lawful exercise of
voung nghts by the electora &

J0. 1can identify and rely @r&sults cbtained from the IREV portal
as well as other c %*nl‘ the Forms ECBA to establish that
substantial votes éxunluwmlly credited to the 2" Respondent.
The PetitioneryyIT equally rely on numerous Press Statements

made by and crMited to the leadership of the 1" Respondent in an

attempt to explain the process which led to the crediting of massive
unlawful votes to the 2™ Respondent,

UL, I can identify all the Investigation, Forensic, Expert and other

Reports and spread sheets referred to/pleaded in this Petition, which
have been incorporated as part of the Petition.

2. I can idenmtify on all 1" Respondent's electoral and all other

necessary documents used for the conduct of the Presidential
election, incloding;

(a) INEC Nomination Form CF001 of the 2™ Respondent

(b)  All INEC Result Sheets - Form EC8 Series: EC8A, ECRB.
EC8C, ECED and ECSE in both physical and electronic

COpPIEs.
|, CERTIFIED TRUEEIJP"’J .
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()

()
(1)
(g)
(h)

(1)

)

(k)
(1)

Centificate of Return of the 2™ Respondent

Volers' Cards issued (o imdividuals by the 1Y Respondent
Forms ECLA, Forms EC1T, Forms EC25A, Forms EC25A (1),
Forms EC25B, FPorms 1EC258 (1), Forims EC231)

EC25G Series Forms nsed in the conduct of the Election.

Forms EC405, EC40G (2), LE4IDI@C-=1{}A

Forms ECA0H/EC40H 1)~ Q/

Forms EC408, that is, & Epnilt und Rejected Ballot Paper
used in ull the polli

the Form EEA% e statement of unused Ballot Paper at the
polling ur&%

Form EC40J, (the Statement of Unused Ballot Paper used at
the polling units. )

ECS0B, EC50C

ballot papers used and thumb-printed and counted in all the
polling units.

(m} Ballot Papers recorded as spoilt at all the polling units,

(n)

s}

(p)

Ballot Papers recorded as unused at all the polling units.

Certified True Copy of all the Voters' registers in all the
polling units,

Letier of Reguest (o Chairman of INEC to request for Bimodal
Volers Accreditation System (BYAS) Repon

ACDTICIEN TolE e o) i
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(q) Cerified True Copy of the Bimodal Volers Accreditation
System (BVAS) Report.

(1) Certificate of compliance with Section 84 of the Evidence Acl,
2011 issued by the Ist Respondent in respect of the Bimodal

Voters Accreditation System (BVAS) Report.

is) A Certified True Copy of a list of all INEC officers and ad hoc
staff used for the Election in all the polling units

(1) Approved Guidelines and RepQ@sbns for the Conduct of the

Election, 2023 ,Q

(u} Circulars/Corrigend
conduct of the '

(v} Polling Ul!'Qgﬁ:riaJs Checklist.

(w) Summary of total registered volers on a unil basis.
(x) Summary of PYCs collected on a unit basis.

(y) Security reports relating to the Election.

(z) Video/Audio recordings/DVD/CD relating to the Election.
(aa) Election Observers’ or Observers’ Reports,
(bb) Newspaper/Television/Radio reports and news

(ce) Appointment Letter and Tags of agents

(dd) Expert report and analysis

(ee) Forensic and other reponts by experts and non-experts

31
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(i Photographs and GSM and other phone OUIPUES

(eg) Computer-generaled and cyberspace evidence,

(hh) Forensic and other repors by expers and non-expers

(i} Receipts issued by INEC for certification of its documents

(i) ldentity Cards of Witnesses %

(kk) Copies of certificates and ::{@ um vitae of the Petitioners’

analysis @
ﬂ@n:nl{a} relevant to the Petition

(1) All and any other

(mm) Data from a@mual SETVer.

(nn) Phumgmp?s and GSM and other phone outpuls

(oo) Computer-generated and cyberspace evidence.

(pp) Forensic and other reports by experts and non-experts

(gq) Receipts issued by INEC for certification of its documents

(rr) Identity Cards of Witnesses

(ss) Copies of centificates and curnculum vitae of the Petitioners’
analysts

(1) All and any other document(s) relevant to the Petition

(uu) Data from INEC Ceniral Server and iREV Portal

[CERIE EDTNECEL) .
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(vv] Data from Amazon Web Servers (AWS) Cloud Platform
(ww] Presidential Election Notice of withdrawal of candidate

(xx] Senatorial Election Natice of Withdrawal of candidate for
Bormo Cential Senatorial election.

(yy) EC9, EC9B, ECl1 and EC11C filed by the 2™ and 3™
Respondents with the 1® R dent for the Presidential

Election. @

(zz) Record of chc:{iiugﬁx\ﬁuding the Stipulation and
Compromise Settle of Claims to the Funds held by
Heritage Bank an ank, Settlement Order of Claims to
Funds held by age Bank and CitiBank and Decree of
Forfeiture ng nds held by First Heritage Bank Orders of

erms of Settlement, in Case No: 2304483,

ited States of America v. Funds in Account

2 0 held by First Heritage Bank, in the name of

Bola Tinubu & Ors.

(ama) Applications for certified true copies of INEC electoral
documents, including letters dated 6% March 2023, 14®
March 2023, 16™ March 2023 and 20"™ March 2023.

(bbb) Press Statements by the 1" Respondent

(ccc) Petitions and complaints by the Petitioners o the 1*
Respondent.

103. On behalf of the Petitioners, I hereby:;

|. First pray as follows:
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i, That it be determined that at the time of the I"rn:rsidn:rui:rtlll
Election beld on 25th February, 2023, the 2:“‘ and 3
Respondents were nol gqualified 1o contest the ¢lection.

i That it be determined thot all the voles recorded for the 2™

Respondent in the election are wasted voles, owing to the non-
qualification/disqualification of the 2" and 3" Respondents.

iii. That it be determined that on Ihf:ﬁ:is of the remaining voles

(after discountenancing the s credited to the 2™
Respondent) the 1" Petit red n majority of the lawful
voles cast al the election n&ﬁﬁh d not less than 25% of the voles
cast in each of at least W3 of the States of the Federation, and

the Federal Cap{NNYerritory, Abuja and satisfied the
constilutional re ments (o be declared the winner of the
25" Februn Presidential election,

2, That it be ed that the 2" Respondent having failed to score
one-quarter of the voltes cast ot the Presidential election in the
Federal Capital Territory, Abuja, was not entitled to be declared and
retumed as the winner of the Presidentinl election held on 25

February 2023,

IN THE ALTERNATIVE TO 2 ABOVE:

3,  An Order cancelling the election and compelling the 1" Respondent
ta conduat a fresh election at which the 2™, 3" and 4™ Respondents

shall not participate.
[N THE ALTERNATIVETO I, 2 AND 3 ABOVE:

4. (i) That it may be determined that the 2™ Respondent was not
duly elected by o majority of the lawful votes cast in the election for

the office of the President of the Federal Republic of Nigeria held

EEERTIHEBTF.UEI‘.GPT 1 2
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on 25" February 2023; and therefore, the declaration and return of
the 2% Respandent as the winner of the Presidential election are
unlaw ful, unconstitutional and ol no elTect whalsoever.

(1) That it he determined that bosed on the valid voles cast at the
Presidential election of 25 February, 2023, the |¥ Petitioner scored
the highest number of votes cast it the election and not less than one-
quanter of the votes cast ol the election in each of at least two-thirds

of all the Stales in the Federation nndﬁc Federal Capital Territory,
Abuja and ought 1o be declared HQ/ urned as the winner of the

Presidential election, @
ﬁ\

(1) An Order directin Respondent to issue the Certificate

iv) That it g(l:m]iﬂﬂl that the Certificate of Return wrongly

1ssued to tlg Respondent by the 1% Respondent is null and void
and be set aside.

IN THE FURTHER ALTERNATIVE TO 1, 2, 3 AND 4 ABOVE:

3. (i) That the Presidential election conducted on 25th February,
2023 is void on the ground that the election was not conducted

substantially in accordance with the provisions of the Flectoral Act

2022 and Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria 1999, s
amended.

(1) An Order cancelling the' Presidential Election conducted on
25th February 2023 and mandating the 1st Respondent to conduct a
fresh election for the office of President, the Federal Republic of
Nigeria.

104. Anywhere in this Statement on Oath that electronic evidence or
documents are said to be generated from the computer or online and
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printed, | used my HP Computer with Intel® Pentium® CPU G2030
with 3.00GHZ processor and insta lled memory (RAM) 4.00GB and

printed same using my HP LaserJet Pro M404-M405 when:

(1) The documents were produced and printed by the said compulter
gadgets during a period over which the gadgets were used
regularly to store or process information for the purposes of my
political activities regularly carried over that period;

(B} Ower that period, there was regul upplied to the computer
gadgets in the ordinary course % activities information of
the kind contained in the d ts ar of the kind from which
the information so cnmﬂjnﬁﬁ\ dernived:

(¢) Throughout the mat part of that period, the gadgets were
operaling proper Il not, that in any respect in which they
Were not Operaig perly or were out of operation during that
part of that . this was not such as to affect the production
of the docog@ents or the accuracy of their contents; and

(d) The information contained in the documents was reproduced or
15 derived from information supplied to the computer aforesaid
in the ordinary course of those activities and printed same using
my HP LaserJet Pro M404-M405 when:

{(a) The documents were produced and printed by the said computer
gadgets during a period over which the gadgets were used
regularly to store or process information for the purposes of my
political activities regularly carmied over that period:

(b) Over that period, there was regularly supplied to the computer
gadgets in the ordinary course of those activities information of

the kind contained in the documents or of the kind from which
the information so contained was derived:

TR

"-.L_E.'EEL’/" 37



https://digital-camscanner.onelink.me/P3GL/g26ffx3k

1€} Thraghoot the material parl of thot peraxd. the gadguets Were
apermiing properfy o if aet that o ans respect i which thes
wire n opcrmime properly o were oul o opeTarTion A thidd
part of that peniowd, this was not such as 1o affect the prodig Eee
ol the documents or the accuracy of their contents; and

(d} The information contained in the documents has reproduced of
is derived from information supplied 1o the compuler in the
ardinary course of those activities.

]05. That | depose 1o this Wilness 51.1[.:«%%.1“ Oath in gode fnith and
in accordance with the Oaths .-’u;@ o =

A -

e

0@ T DPEPONENT
sWORN TO belore the ry of the Court of Appeal,
Abuja. this 2835 Q_ March, 2023

BEFORE ME:

COMMISSIONER FUR
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1B MATTER OF THE ELECT100 -+

i psdmtoialll o, ON
SIDENT OF THE FEDERAT s , :

ﬂﬁi HE 25 DAY OF mtuumﬂ'.!:gﬁ;l'”' PIICERIA HELD

PETITION NO- 123
!E-]'l,\-"EEH

S
MR. PETER GREGORY OB1 &/
i‘ | ABOUR PARTY &\@ PETITIONERS

oD \\\§

1 INDEPENDENT I‘@DNM ELECTORAL
L COMMISSION

1 SENATORB AHMED TINUBU  RESPONDENTS
SENATOR SHETTIMA KASHIM

| ALL PROGRESSIVES CONGRESS

Rl

WITNESS STATEMENT ON OATH OF ITX

LITX, Christian, Adult Male and Nigeria Citizen hereby make oath and
iate a5 follows that:

L Tam a Software En gineer, by which knowledge and training, I have
sufficient knowledge about design, development and maintenance

T TIIEE NN S

of software. The term “software” 15 a generic term used to refer to
applications, scripts and programmes thalt run on device

(hardware).

" Lam aware of the electronic device/gadget known as Bimodal Voter
Accreditation System (BVAS) introduced und deploved by the
|

"""III_'l:'II |
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ndependent National Electoral Commission (INEC) in the conduct
of the 2123 I::-|_"|_';|;_r|':_l|| Election.

L am aware that the BYAS is a hardware component which W53
software applications for jiy operations, Datn generatedfimputed in

the BVAS are stored in a server which may be either physical or

viriual,
I am aware that a virtual server s information or data
Irinsmitted from a hardware such as AS.

A virtual server is Jocated in th@m in an offshore Data Centre.

I am aware that Amazon Services (AWS) provides a cloud data
base which runs on a computing platform.

| am aware tha g(m.nmn Web Services (AWS) by 1ts Amazon
Cloud Platfor@ ™ the world's most comprehensive and broadly
adopted platfortn which enables users such as large enterprises and
government agencies Lo effectively and in real time manage data. in
order to lower costs, become more agile and effective.

| am aware that in preparation for the 2023 General Election, INEC
deployed and utilized virtual servers on the AWS for the hosting and

storage of 1s data, including data generated andfor imputed to the
BVAS in the conduct of the election.

From my knowledge of software engineering and operations, 1 am
aware that whilst the BVAS operates as a front end server for the

server (whether
warehousin g the

red from the front

purposes of data storage/management, the back end
physical or virtual) is the serverfapplication
database and to which information or data is dejye
end server.
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i

¥

13,

4,

3,

T —

| have n?ﬂd the I:'I:!-h:vu.lm Provisions of the Electoral Act 2022 and the
Regulations and Guidelines for the Conduct of Elections 2022,
relating 10 the use and deployment of technological device for the

manngement, slorage and iransmission of data obtained/generated
in a Polling Unit during the conduct of the election.

| am awsare that for an election in a Polling Unit, the Presiding
Officer was mandated to electronically transmit or transfer the result

of the Polling Unit, direct to the collation system as prescribed by

INEC. Q/%

The Presiding Officer was also y@ﬂd to use the BVAS to upload
4 scanned copy of the Polli it result sheet (known as Form

ECBA) to the INEC Rﬂsub ing Portal (TReV) as prescribed by

From my lm%&e of software engineering and computer

operations, theqV referred to above is a server and 15 accessible
to the public.

| am aware that the JReV is a websile with its web address as;
hitps:/fevr.inecnigerinorg. The IReV portal is part of the
technological architecture, developed/deployed by INEC for the
slorage, management, display and uploading of Polling Unit 1'[‘.5|_}|‘[5
to be accessed by the public in the 2023 General Elections, including
the Presidential election that held on the 25" Febroary, 2023.

ia imputeﬂfﬂurﬂl and/or transmitted from a front

I that da - ‘
AT AWATE ine/offline were also transmitted and

end server whilst operating on!

b,

stored 1o the back end server whether physical or virtual,

rmation or data generated/imputed in the

at l-h-ﬂ iﬂfﬂ' , i
I am aware th line or offline, were transmitted to the

BVAS whether operating of

[CERTIFIED TRUE L0



https://digital-camscanner.onelink.me/P3GL/g26ffx3k

INEC servers, including the virtual server hosted on the AWS Cloud
Platform,

I7. 1 make this statement in good faith, believing the content to be true

and correct, and in accordance with the Oaths Act 2004,

t-é PONENT

Sworn to at the Registry of Court of Appeal. Abuia
this iﬁ'"ljay of TN 2023 e % J

BEFAONME:

PRESIDENTIA
T
CANRMSSIONER FOR DATHS, 2223

et e

CERTIFIED (RUELGRY |
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IN THE COURT OF APPEAL
HOLDEN AT ABUJA

:,;‘i THE MATTER OF THE ELECTION TO THE OFFICE
F THE PRESIDENT OF THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF
NIGERIA HELD ON THE 25™ DAY OF FEBRUA RY,

2023,
F‘ETIT@*] WO iiiiiinennee 2023
BETWEEN @Q/
,\\

I MR. PETER GREGORAOD PETITIONERS
2.  LABOUR PARTY 0

AN N\

B

.  INDEPEND ATIONAL ELECTORAL

COMMI

2.  SENATOMBOLA AHMED TINUBU RESPONDENTS
3. SENATOR SHETTIMA KASHIM

4.  ALL PROGRESSIVES CONGRESS

WRITTEN STATEMENT ON OATH OF LUNN

I, LUNN, adult, male, Christian, legal practitioner, residing in Migeria,
do hereby make this written statement on eath and state as follows:

. That my name is LUNN. | am a legal practitioner duly called to the
Nigerian Bar and enrolled in the Supreme Court as Barrister and
Solicitor. 1 am a voter and | voted in the presidential election and

other elections conducted by the 1% Respondent in the general
election of 2023. | have copy of my PVC to show that | am a voter.

e iy i e W T

EEﬂTlHi‘:ﬁ‘éﬁﬂt
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3 ;
> Tl 1 know as o fact ihat the presidential election o elect the

i ?r..“m Federal Republic of Nigeria was held in Migena
on the 25 February 2023, 1 know the petitioners participated in

he f‘“ﬂld clections. 1 also know the 2 and 3% Respondents also
pariicipated in the said election,

"
]

Lknow as 3 fact that the Petitioners have filed a petition before this
I-Imnnwablc Coun challenging the election and return of the 2 "f“'j
" Respondents as the candidates returned as President and Vice

President of the Federal Republic of l%mu respectively.

4. 1 state and | know as a Fact that | and 3™ Respondents were

> tht time of the election n D ified to contest the election as
President and Vice Presi r&f the Federal Republic of Nigeria

respectively,
»

andidate for the office of President, in this
t shull name another person as his assoclate
for his runn; r the office of President, who is to occupy the
office of Wge-President. In this case the 2™ Respondent named the
37 Respondent as the Vice-Presidentinl candidate,

3. | know as a fact
case the 2“ R

6. That | know as a fact that by the mandatory provisions of the
Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria and the Electoral

Act 2022, the 3 Respondent shall be deemed to have been duly
elected to the office of Vice-President if the candidate for the office
of President who designated him as such associate, is duly elected
as President in accordance with the provisions of the Constitution
of the Federal Republic of Migeria,

7 1 know as that on the 14" of July 2022, the 3™ Respondent whilst
¢1ill being a Senatorial candidate for Bormo Central Eunsljt-.m:y.

knowingly allowed himself 10 be nominated as the Vice-

Presidential candidate to the 2% Respondent on the platform of the
4" Respondent and became the new candidate for the office of the
Vice President on that date, Uit is 14% July 2022,

“l-' -

CERTIFILS Tidh
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B Thot T kvow s s fact that the 17 smd 3 Patitiomers thromah cne of

“.“1“ enroed senior commael applied foe certified e copies of
hm.:.l.l.' | A duly signed by the 3 Respondent and the mgents of
the 4™ Respondent on that same 14% of July 2022

FEmow ae o fact that ihe 3 Re spemndent wat g candwdate oot
by the 3% Respondent for the office of Senate i the: Bomo Centinl
Senatorial Constituency remained so until 15 July, 2022 when he

“1gned the Independent National Flectoral Commission Senatorial
Election Notice of Withdrawal of Candidate, purporting o
withdraw from the contest

10 1 know and state that the 3™ Res 1 was a Senatonal candicdite
lor Bomeo Central Constitu at 14™ February 2022, when he
knowingly allowed hi be nominated az Vice Presudential
Candidate for the I""wmﬁm on the Platform of the 4™

Respondent, @\

L1, 1 have the follp W documents to tender, namely;

i ﬂﬂidng and Personal Particulars (Form ECY) submatted by
the 3" Respondent for Bomo Central Senatonal Constituency
sworn 1o on 14% June 2022 and received by the 1Y Respondent
on 17 June 2022

b, Affdavit i suppornt of Personal Pariculars (Form ECY)
submitied by the 3™ Respondent for the office of the Vice-

Presadentinl Candidate for the Constituency of Nigera (the
Federal Republic of Ngenu) received by the 1¥ Respondent
on 15 July 2022,

¢ Notce of Withdrawal of Candidate {pursuant 1 section 33 of
the Electorsl Act, 2022), Form ECLIA dated 14 July 2022
signied by the 3% Respondent as the “New Cundidate { Vice
Presidentiol) of the Al Progressives Congoess and also
contmning the passport pecture of the 3 Respondent us “New
Candadate.”

[CERTIFIED TRUE COi |
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d. Notice of Withdrawal of Candidate {Pursuant to Section 33 of

he Electoral Act, 2022) Form ECIIC dated 15 July 2022
signed by the 3¢ Respondent as the withdrawing candidate of
the All Progressives Congress for Bomo Central Senatorial
E,““Em““““.'r*n Bomo State and also containing the passport
picture of the 3" Respondent.

IL Tt is my evidence that as at the time the 3 Respondent was
norminated a Vice-Presidential Candidate in this election in dispute,

he was still the nominated Senat candidate of the 4™
Respondent for the Senatorial el Tor the Borno Central
Senatorial Constituency,

N\

13. 1 know ns a fact that ,}g Federation of Nigeria is one
Constituency for the o President and Vice President. | also
know as a fact that Q¥es the Constituency for the office of
President, there r Constituencies within the Federation,
including Sen Constituencies, each being distinct for the

purpose of :Q 5 into the respective offices.

4. That I know as a fact that a candidate for an election in Nigeria,
such as the 3™ Respondent, is not allowed to knowingly allow
himseif fo be nominated inmore than one Constituency as was done
by the 3™ Respondent in this petition.

15. It is my evidence that the purported sponsorship of the 2* and 3™
Respondents by the 4™ Respondent was rendered invalid by reason of
the 3* Respondent knowingly allowing himself 1o be nominated as the Vice-
Presidential Candidate whale he was still a Senatorial Candidate for Bomo
Central Constitucncy.

16. 1 know as a fact the that the voles purportedly recorded for the 2
Respondent are wasted votes and ought to be disregarded,

17. 1know as a fact that the 2™ Respondent was also at the time of the
election, not qualified to contest for the election 1o the office of
President, as the 2°° Respondent was fined the sum of $460,000.00
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(Four-Humdred gpg S Thousand nite
1."fTI..’H:=-l? mvolving dishonesis
impased by the United Siates i

Iinois, Eastern Divicion In: '
ston. m: United States of America v, Funds
in Account 263226700 held by First Heritage Rank, in the

name ol Bola Tillllill_l:; Funds in Accommi V4R W WMIRIE
4630279566, (M 22100, S 30404, 39936383 held h_'p-li_‘ ity Rank,
N.A., in the name of Roln Tinubu or Compass Finance and

Investment Company; Funds in Account 52050-80431952,
S2050-89451952, 52050-89451953 held by City Bank

International, in the name of Bola_Tinubu on 4th Octoher,

il States Yallar ) Frar an
namely  narcotics  trafficking,
trict Courl, Narthern District of

1993, 1 shall rely on the k 2 Y )Proceedings, Terms ol
Seltlement and Orders of u{\I;-_ siling shove stated
;E“‘h &\

|8, That | know that by @uﬂings referred to in the preceding
ondent was fined by court of compelent

aragraph 17, the 274 fine _
Fu:isdin:tinn for @tnm& of trafficking in narcolics.

id disqualification of the

: W as é; that by reason of the s -

> ;ﬁ" ﬂ{;}d 3™ [espondents the voles purp-mﬂ_il}f rccuniﬂl for the 2
Respondent in the alection are wasted and invalid.

Th M rentiously

. written statement on oath '|I4:Illl,'i-::'l-l:l'|l1-|.rl.1 y

" 1 Hﬁdﬂgﬁihﬂiﬁil::mc contents to be true and in sccordance
in g

with the Oaths Acl.

Sworn Lo at the Registry of the

1 . Abuja
2 e Rinai202

Belore me:
Ny .0 pRESIOEVTIAL ELELC roN
--El;"-'.l-. ﬁ PETITION ZOURT

2023

Commissioner for (3

PR N =l

CERTIF i-‘ELB"! koo
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N THE COURT OF Apprea .
HOLDEN AT ABLIA

NTHEMATTER OF THE ELECTION TO THE OFFICE OF THF
mESIDENT OF THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF NIGERIA HFILD
oy THE 25™ DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2023. :

PETTITION NO: 123
HET"I.\"EEH %
1. MR. PETER GREGORY OBI & PETITIONERS
2 LABOUR PARTY &\
AND 0@
. INDEPENDENT \HAL ELECTORAL

COMMISSION

SENATOR B %AHMEEJ TINUBU RESPONDENTS
SENATOR SHETTIMA KASHIM

ALL PROGRESSIVES CONGRESS

=5

I

FETITIONERS® LIST OF DOCUMENTS TO BE RELIED ON AT
THE HEARING OF THE PETITION

=
e —

INEC Nomination Form CFO01 of the 2™ Respondent:

All INEE Rt:l_.ult Sheets - Form ECE Series: J"_'.EEJ"-'J-., ECSs H-. FEIH{.‘, ECED
“nd ECBE in both physical and electronic copies;

“entificate of Return of the 2 Respondent;

Votegy, Cirds issued 1o individuals by the 15 Respondent;

L

= : — ~ |
i I'I'I.:tk['rn..HHL.- LAbR LA
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i,
b
[
5.
i,
.

11,

1L

13

14,

15,

7.
I8,

19,

The Nomination Form of the 1" Petitioner:

Forms ECLA, Forms EC17, Farms BC25A, Forms £C25A (1):
Forms EC23B, Forms EC25B (1), Forms EC25D;

EC25G Senes Forms used in the conduct of the Election;
Forms EC405, EC406 (2), EC40), EC40A:

Forms ECAUH/BCAOH(1)-(3); <(/%

Forms EC40B — that is, all the Spdﬁ{\nd Rejected Ballot Paper used in

all the polling units; @
Form{s) EC40C, (the Emﬁl of Unused allot Paper at the polling

unis); @
Form(s) EC401, {Qg;l:mmt of Unused Ballot Paper used at the polling
uris);

Forms(s) EC50B, EC50C;

Ballot papers used and thumb-printed and counied in all the polling units;

Ballot Papers recorded as spailt at all the polling units;

Ballot Papers recorded as anused at all the polling units;

Certified True Copy of all the Voters' Registers in all the polling units;

L'l:l'lﬂr{g} of Request 10 Chairmun of INEC-to request-for-Bimodal -V oters-
Accreditation System {E""'r-""*E:' [Repor
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3.

34,

|

15,
|

j, Cerlilicate ol Compliance with Seetion 84 of the Evidence Act, 2011

pasned .hy. the 1" Respondent i respect of the Bimesdal Voters
Accreditation System (BVAS) Report:

A Certihed Tl'““ Copy of a list of all INEC officers and ad hoc stafT used
for the Election in all the polling units:

Approved Guidelines and Regulations for the Conduct of the Election,
2023;

Regulations and Guidelines for the Co of Elections, 2022:

The Manual for Election ﬂfﬁ:laryfq .-

Emulmmnrrig:ndnﬂdunu@m by INEC [or the conduct of the
Presidential Election held @ 2202 3:

. Polling Unit Maﬁ@ﬁfmmmis}:

Summary of total régistercd voters on a amit basis,
Summary of PVCs collected on a unit basis;

Security reports relating o the Election;

. Video/Audio recordings/DVD/CD relating to the Election;

Election Observers' or Observers’ Reports;

Newspaper/Television/Radio/Medin reports, news, press stalements and
press releases to the Medin;

.Al]l]-ﬂ-l“!_l'nﬂnt lLetler -I'I“I.I Tﬂgﬂ al Pl“'l_'r' ﬂuﬂﬂlﬂ il WJ"[|!|_|:'_"_I.._|I.':

Forensic Reports, Bxper Report and Spreadsheets from investigutions
conducted by the Petitioners pursuant o the Order(s) of Coupy:

[CERTIFIEDTRUE L. ,
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. Forensic and other repons by experts ang nOn-cxpers:

17. Photographs and GSM and oflier

K phone owiputs, ineluding sult
of the election in question: [? lcling of the resulls

38, Computer-generated and cyberspace evidence:

10, Receiptsfacknowledgment letters issued by INEC for certification of its
documents:

). ldentity Cards and Voters Card of ﬁ@m:

| N\
1. Copies of certificates and Cu&fl&m Vitne of the Petitioners” analysts;
:L. Data from INEC Cen‘ral @I‘
43. Data from INEC C @Eﬂﬁm‘ and IReV Portal:

4. Data from pum% Web Servers (AWS) Cloud Platform:
43, Presidential Election Notice of Withdrawal of Candidate(s):

6. Senatorial Election Notice of Withdmwal of Candidate(s) lvr Borno
Cential Senatorial election;

1. Forms EC9, EC9B, EC11 and EC11C filed by I:hl:_ 2* and 3" Respondents
with the 1™ Respondent for the Presidential Election;

B R Proceedings, including the Stipulation and Compromise
Eﬁf:;:ﬁf af Claims !l-':-r the _F'I.I_Z!'II:.I.H- held by Hl-.'-l'it_ﬂgl: Bank and CitiBank.
Settlement Order of Claims 10 Funds held by Heritage EI:I.EIF.: and CitiBank
ind-Decree of Forfeilure 85 to-Funds-held h-f’f ﬁ“’" H“"”'E" Bunk Orders
of Forfeiture and Terms of Settlement, in Case No: 93C4483, betwesr

cica v, Funds in Aceount 263226700 held by Fips
United States of Ame of Bola Tinubu & Oy

CERTIFIED TRUECOFT | 4
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applications for cerlified wue e
inchading letiers dated 6™
and 20" March 2023;

F'IH of INEC electornl documents,
March 2023, 14% Marcl, 2023, 16™ March 2023

Press Statements by the 1" Respondent-

. Petitions and complaints by the Petitioners 1o the |" Respondent; and

. Any other documents that will be required by the Petitioners to prove the

Petition. %
DATED THIS 20" DAZ ﬁ \RCH, 2023

”'\\\,_ . Y

DR. LIVY TR\ ! IKWU, SAN (Signed;
YA KALU, SAN
YECHI IKPEAZU, SAN
PLLN. IKWUETO, SAN
CHIEF BEN ANACHEBE, SAN
SEBASTINE T. HON, SAN
ARTHUR OBI-OKAFOR, SAN
[KECHUKWU EZECHUKWU, SAN
1.5. OKUTEPA, SAN
DR. MRS. VALERIA AZINGE, SAN
FMEKA OKPOKO, SAN
ALEX EJESIEME, SAN
AUDU ANUGA, SAN
PROF. AGBO J. MADAKI

—— EMENIKE MBANUGO, ESQ.

CHIKE A. OBI, E5Q., et al.
(Petitioners’ Cou nsel)

Whose address b5
plot 10, Block 1X
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I{Lmil house of the left)
David Dodo Street, by Gwarinpa

sSetraco Gate
Off Wole Soyinka
Avenue, Gwarinpa, FCT, Abuja
DBRO33122202
FOR SERVICE ON:
(, The 1¥ Respondent Q/%
INEC Headquarters @
Plot 436 Zambezi Crescent A

Maitama, Abuja. 0@
1 The 2" Respondent @
Athis Residence &)

No. 26 Bourdillon {?ﬁr
kovi, Lagos.

L The 3™ Respondent
Kashim Shettima Close
New GRA, Maidugun
Bomo State.

i The 4" Respondent
APC National Headguarters
No. 40) Blantyre Street
_Off Adetokunbo Ademola Crescent
Wuse 2, Abuja.
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