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REPUBLIC OF MALAWI 
JUDICIARY 
IN THE HIGH COURT OF MALAWI  
LILONGWE DISTRICT REGISTRY 
ELECTION CASE No. 10 OF 2025 
 
BETWEEN: 
 
CATHERINE GOLLEN MAJAMANDA	 	 	 APPLICANT
      					AND 
EDWARD CHILEKA BANDA  	 	                             1ST RESPONDENT
MALAWI ELECTORAL COMMISSION                          2ND RESPONDENT 
	
 
CASE SUMMARY   
 
PARTIES:		           CATHERINE GOLLEN MAJAMANDA v EDWARD CHILEKA BANDA & MALAWI ELECTORAL COMMISSION 
    PRESIDING JUDGE: 	      HON. JUSTICE K. BANDA
    DELIVERED ON:  	          23rd September 2025 
 
I. BRIEF FACTS: On 23 September 2025, at about 15:30 hours, the Court received a without-notice (ex parte) application for an interlocutory injunction from Catherine Gollen Majamanda, a parliamentary aspirant for Lilongwe Mapuyu South Constituency, relating to the recently held elections whose final results had not yet been announced. The application sought to restrain the Malawi Electoral Commission from releasing the parliamentary results or recognizing the first respondent as the winner, citing alleged irregularities from multiple polling stations.

II. LEGAL ISSUE: Whether the Court should grant an interlocutory injunction on an ex parte basis in an election-related matter, and whether the application was brought under the correct procedural rules.

III. THE FINDING: The Court found that:
· The application was brought under the wrong procedural rule — specifically, Order 10 Rule 27, which applies generally to civil matters, not electoral disputes.
· In electoral matters, Order 19 Rule 19 is the appropriate rule, which requires applications for interim injunctions to be made inter partes (with notice to the opposing party) and heard before a judge.
· Since the application was made ex parte, it contravened the mandatory procedural requirements for election-related injunctions.
· The applicant’s counsel failed to follow the proper procedure.

IV. ORDER: The application was dismissed for being procedurally improper.


DISCLAIMER - NB: The High Court of Malawi and the Honourable Judge are not bound by this explanatory note, which is provided by the Office of the Chief Registrar to facilitate public understanding of this case and to assist the media in reporting on it.  Readers are encouraged to read the judgment/ ruling of the court.
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