Thin s the final judgment in this SuUl whereln the Small clasm Defore the court, dated and Rled on
the 18" September, 2024 Is for

A An order directing the defendants lo refund e Clamani. he sum of N700. 000 whch &

the
HM#MNWEMMMHM#H““B

gonoral dumages
¢ ﬁ“Mthnth“dmmmw-u

In proof of thelr case, Me Clamant caled two winesses and e defendant sso calied bwo
witnessss and a total of fourteen (14) exhibis and one (D wers tendersd in evidence



irdormod him on the amount Thal SNOUKS Coma with as per Nspoction fee for he prOposed iand
that intended 10 purchased beang the sum of N, 000 00 whh e ¥ Defendant mfered 1o a4
loguabes for land inspoction and | pad e sed sum 10 the Defendants on e nspechon day

pafore the partes eMbanked on FEpecon

muwwwnm#mwnmmwm
vwﬂﬂdw-“mnhihmulﬂ. D00 00 par plotl and
00,000 DO for 2 plots of kand which | ped for

Tha meoipt of payment of his printed statement of Nes account from his Dark and ihe recept
insed 10 him by e Defandards n scknowledgement of hes peyment and cwnenshp for he
W:ﬂ;ﬂnwmum-mnmrnuu
Defendants upon his payment of N700, 000 00 for the purported 2 piots of and &
e above Tho Defandarts purportedly ssscuted @ Deed of Corveyed for T I plots of end
fwvour sigrwd by e pitios and sams wal «iinessed sso

somalime 0 September 2021, he veled s tand sold o hm
mmmummmmum“
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fencing of the said 2 plots of land 30k1 16 him by the Defandants -
wﬂm:gmu the sum of N4, 000, 00 per bag and N320.

¢} Half bag of Jinches nad at the sum of N6, 000 00, and
) Half bag of Binding wire at he cost of N12. 00000
Al totaling the aum of N428, 000 00

That he rely also on the invoice receip! issued to him * for cost | ncumed on payment for supply
of 1 tip of Sharp Sand of Double Azok at the sum of N70, 000 00
mmrmmtﬂimhmmmuﬁummumutwd
14 Sand ol the sum of N8D,C00 00
mmmmnmwmhmm“nnnmwu
purchatied of 135 pmces of Board at the pace of N1, 000 00 per boaed and N13S 000,00 for
135 pecas of board thit he purchased lor fencing of Nis afoeesast property sokt

That he went info his 2 purported plots of knd with his workers' whom he has advanced
Payment subject to ngreed fee as fokowings. -

@) Bush cleanng upon which he agreed with the werkers at the sum of

N150, 000.00 to clewr the 2 plots of lend and he sdvanced he sum of N100, 000 00 to reman
the balance of N50, 000 00 which Orssckien introduced ham to e Defendants 1o inform hen of

which 18 on ground and advanced par payment 10 e workens hat went 1o the site wif) hamn with
an intention 1o speed up his work.

That he headed 1o the advice of Mr Daringlon Okubo Onmoksen to him ot S Defendants for
possible setliomant 1o avor) binodshed on the Wnd with hostie young men that came i stop hes
work and him from developing his land

That he waited and he had sardes of mestings wih 1o Defendants 1o have the matier seitied and
umwwmmmmmumnmhmm
acknowledged that all he matenais wen sl gl 10 5de ol 1D Bw moment

Thast to his greatest T want 10 his iand after few doys and he could Not Yece any of ha
mwm‘mmnummmmmmnh
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been done 10 either get him In possassion of ha land paid for or 10 have hen Miocats 1D N0
land &8s promised B i

Testifying further the Claimant testified that he can no longer irce the whersabout of the Jid
Defendant who has disappeared nto thin & nor is !he Jrd Defendant phone number gong
trvough il date and afl effort | made 10 have lo matter amecably resohe win the Defendars
ever since 2021 has proved aborbve, that (his s because, the Defendants shows no concam n
lo matter, axcept giving him an smpty promise; while he kept spending money which niended 10
use in developing his land just to recover L

That al effort he made to have o matter seitied with to Defendants

who promise him to saltie with the native and 10 have him take possesson of the purported 2
plots of land o he will have him relocate to ancther land proved abortive That he engaged he
sarvices of the Law Fium of Noubueze Linus & Co n 2022 o ofcialy wris 1 173~
Defendants in demand for him to be granted possassion of hs land Or relocated 10 another land
of proportional value with 10 purported land sald to him as often promised by the Defendarts

That he paid o law fiern o sum of N100, 000,00 (o withe a Pre-Action MNotice o e Defendantis)

Thai upon to 1st Defendant recoverng from his iness, he reneged and refused 10 effec ther
promises till date which left lum with no option thsn 10 INstruct 10 above law B 1o Dsttute s
Acton in count aganat the Defendants as his st hope al agreed professional fee of NSOO. 000
00 That he shall rely on ko receipt of part payment of sum of N350. 000 00 whch he advanced
to e said law firm remaning 1o balance sum of N150, 000

That ho (s antitied to the cost of N1,006,000. 00 aganst (0 Defendants as general damages for
Injuries that | suffered caused by the Defendanis action in he Sbowe transaciion and n e sut
and hal he |s claiming the total sum of N4, 800, 000 DO (Fowr Mikon, S hundred thousand
Nawra) only s pocket axpanses and cost in this sut aganst he Deferxdants.

To CWL identifios the Rocerpt of peymant o Neubwess snd CO duted 27 of Septamber, 2023 14%
November, 2023 and |4* Auguat 2024 recavpt from C 1 Logmnos duaed 165721 1 9821 197721 and
17/%/21 Pre Action Motice letter flom Ndwbuwae L And Co dsted 18/1 1722 210023 and Pevment
receipt from the defendant and ststomunt of socount weee sl sdmined i evidonce snd markad as

company and
that Mo 2 defendant is & CEO of the 1* defendunt and also & sgnatory of the 1* deferdant
account in the presence of the CW2 That howaver, ha dd not stele i fact 1 Mes evidence n

mhmhlﬂn:tWJ“HMMmhhdmilum
nlatnd defondant -mumcm.ulummm
That Exhibit L issued to him by the 3™ defendant, toars the company name of e 1% deferdant
That Exhiblt L is nol emanating from the CAC.
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That he doss not have any resoluions of the 1¥ Defendant to sell the land to hm

That it is nol true hat the 2 defendant denied knowledge of fhe transaction That & & not rue

ihat the 2™ defendant is nol kable for any of his clarms because he is @ CEO of the ™

defendant and also a signatory to the account of the 1% defendant

After to eviderce of CW1, o matter was adioumaed for 1o evidence of CW2.one Dagrion

Qikubo wmmum-muumunwmumn-nmuuw

mmuuwo.mmmummmum-unnm
ransaction caused Dy nabilly of the Defendants fo delver

incuding landed propertos.
Tmmw,hmmmr-mhhﬂmmmdm-hwm.
mmmmm.mmwmm

126 and 127, City
W.MM1QEQHHMMMMWMW
RV/40872021111/PL16 and bounded by Survey Pilar Nos SC/RIQEEZ. SC/BMI8E3, sC/
BK2062A SC/ BKAGE3A, SC/BL 1738 and SC/BL 1739 dated 28° June, 2021 made and propared
by Surveyor Emma- Wele JC of No 158 Rumuegirkomiwole Hoao, Port Hacount. Rivers
State, the subject matter of the falled transaction between Me Claimant and ihe Cefendants

That he remembered that the Claimant called him sometime late 2021 and tokd him of b
that | curently faced on his land by some group of young men, who umed hostie o

challenges

the Claimant while trying to develop his land

That he knows that 1o 3rd Defendant have disappeared in I the thin air and hs celiphone
numbar no longer avadable sach tme 1 s been called ever since he got wand of thes probiem on

the land
That | know to Clisiman! incurmed cost because to Claimant informed him thal matenals which ha

has purchased and conveyed o sike intended (0 be used in fencing his 2 plots of land are

; =



' aready at to site with his workers, whom he had made advanced payment of Mes workmansho
MIthmwﬂwhmm#
naving 1o matter resolve immediately without dslay of any kind and he knows aiso thal B

resolve amicably of to have to Claimant relocated as they affen promised fum
In conclusion. the CW2 statos that he knows hal the lasnay fas suflered 03368 GAMIoes
and have incumed cost in matter of fased ransaction and 10 prosecute th sul agans! B

Defendants
WWWMMdmﬂhmm,ﬂnhmdﬂ

nbjection, $aMe wire 1endered In evicence and marked as Exhibit N.

muwuw-Mmmmmmmmmmu
cwmwwmmwmmuz‘w“u-mwn
wmwmuzﬂMummmu-ﬁunnm
mmmphﬂlﬂlumm-mnﬂnﬂﬂhimﬂu
MD. who i the son and Nis ftaiher are both signalones to e account

That the 2 defendant is the signatory of the 1* delendant siso her CED

That he does not have documant rom e CAC 1o prove ihese but he has document amBodyng

these in the office.
mnrmmmmuumumnnumnm—m

ot it
mema#vuuurw:m.mmurmmuw

nmh“wpﬂ-mmuwu“hwu

anothr lang That the 2 def's wif was present when he made ihe promise
That the 2™ defendant is bl fo the clams of he Clamant because he does he sgrng and

he is part of the company.
rmmumumuummuwmmurm-u
Mobgﬂmﬂh?"m
mwmmmumwmuwdnrm-u
1% defendani bud he nas seen the CAC gocument

ﬂmh“ﬂhﬁﬂuﬂmm*lﬂm-ﬂmlmﬂh
mzmmmuuuuw-w to hem Dy the CW2
our son -



nad ot seen the 3™ defendant. that the Claimant, shouks go and lock for him

That at the 2nd time, only the Ciaimant came back to their home and repeated hs demand for
his 2 plot land in the absence of his Spouse and he repeated and maintaned Gd NOE know SDOUE
such transaction, and he was not part of

such transaction, That he was not part of any resckuion of any company aulnonZing M son 1
sefl to land 1o he defendant and that the Claxmant further redorted that he would not siow N
fand to go Iike that, he had bought 1o 2 plot land and me and my spouse would give m N land
and e I$ 8 trouble maker, and has & lawyer as 3 spouse and he Clamant angrily kel

That ho has not seen the 3nd defandant and not heard from hm

That another time_ the cimmant in company with s wysr came back

Theit home in e absence of his spouse, His Ewyer Bsked Nm to Colec! & AoCUMENE Som im
and keep It for his spouss but he refused o collect it because he tid ot know ts Nature. and he
m&muﬂunrmnmmmlumn
mmawncw.mﬁﬂm-mwmnmuu
2mﬂw.mum-u-muuumnw.mum
angrey rejectad hs condonil offer

That he i not the owner of the CEO of the 1* defencant and was not pan of any resciution of
the company aunoizing the sae of the and o the Clamant That he & not seare of any
axpanses on the land Tmm-nﬂumlnr“*ﬂbnmﬁuw

against m

During to Cross-sxamination of he 151 defendant, the DW1 on the 21" October, 2024, he sisted
that he does not have such Company calied City Pima Propartes Limiiod, the 1% defendant
and thal Ne doss nol know anything aboul the 1* defendant Thal fe 7 defendant is his
biological son That he has never in the decon of he 1* defencant That he does
not know the relabionahip of the 1* defendant to the 3 Defendant. That he s not & sgnatary 10
the account of the 1% defendant and he does not know anything about 1
That the 3" defendant is not living with hem and he does not know hes whaere about That he saw
the 3" defandant st aound 2022
That when the Claimant visted nim, he never promaed 10 speak wilh the natives and io reech
out for pescefud setlement, 50 that he can reciaim he land That he only lokd the Clasmant o
walt for ihe Wd detendant to retum home and f the T defendant confirms he transacton. he
will give the Claimant . one plot of land at another beation, #t (PO in place of s 2 plots of land
although he has some outstandng batance on the lnd That on e fecept of T wier he
ntver askod for ime 10 speak with Ihé natives and t0 seliio amcatly with e defendant Tha
he was inviled by the police and he loid the polce what happenod and ey Never called Mem
again. That he has operation and thal is not teling the Court les
mr::umlmummmmmnmnmun—w
s
That he is not aware that the Claimant have ncurmed cost Decauss he oid not have any
transaction with the Clasmant That he is not sware of sy company resckution 1o sell Me Bnd o



sus sult, that her husband, the 2™ defendant informed her, that the clamant and CW2 had been
1o their home, and the claimant informed them that he had bought 2 plot land for N700,000 00
only @ N350,000.00 only per plot al Cly View Layout, Ohia Omarika, PO, Swerre Local
Govemment Area, from our son - the 3™ defendant, using the name of the Tst defendant But
some group of persons, claiming to be its cwnars, denied him possesson of the iand

That he replied to ihe ciaimant to go and look for 10 3rd defendant because he was not aware of
that transaction, he was not part of the sale of land transacBion, he was not part of any resolson
of any company authonzing 1o 3rd defondant to sl 10 land 1o the ciaimant, and 0 had not saen
o 3rd defendant

That to claimant retorted that he had paid to N700.000.00 for fo 2 piot and nio 1o s
defendants account, therefore. he shouid give him hs fand. That the 2™ defendant asked he
Ctaimant for the 3™ defendant 10 retum from wherever, he has run to and for hem to ask hem
about 10 transaction and f he confirms . he would give o the clmant Ivs one pict land & a
diferent location at 1PO in place of his 2 plot land, though he has some oulstianding balance o
pay for the land. That the Clammant angrily rejectad his conditional offier

That the 2nd defandant retorted that snce ihe ciimant /ected his condtional offer of one
plot of his land, of which price was over N1,000,000.00 only per plot. he should siop dstutng
him and wait for 1o 3rd defendant That the Claimants wyer gave ham a document, which is
now axhibit " in this sut and Claimant and hs lawyer loft.

On appheation and in the absence of any objection, the letter trom Poryx Hosplal was samited
in avidence as Exhitd O

xamining theDW2 and the matter was agjoumed for fnal addreses

On the next date adiouned for judgement, the Cimmanis came o
application, The fiest application & for @ mobon exparte Osted and
October 2024 far e order of Court mandating he Unted Bank Of Afnca Pic to produce CTC
as 10 the account as 1o the name of the drectors of the 1¥ defendant who are signatones of
the 15! defendant as 1o the transaction and ko enable e Clamant lo cross-axamine e DW2 n
the interest of Justice and an Order mancating the UBA v give 1o the appicants af ofher
document used 1o open the 1* defendants account detals iInchuding copres of CAC document

I her ruling, the Court heid that parbes have pined 6ses and have cosed Mer Case and Mo
i no application from the Claimants counsel 1o reopen thew case and 50 # i not possibie at ha
time 1o grant the moton Expane bDefore the Court as paries have closed hew case and e
matier I8 for adoption of fnial address.

Al this paint. the Claimant appies that the order foreciosng him from cross.examinrg e DW2
ahould be rescinded and hat he Claimant shoukd be aliowed 10 cross-examine the CW2

in granting this application, the Court notd that ths is the 50 dey since a3 aganst the 60
days stipulated 10 conclude heanng under e Small Claims Court Practics HOWOv s
in ihe appiicabion, cost of 16,000 Nawa was awarded against the Clamant 10 cater for
the tranaporation of the DWZ2back 1o the Court for cross-examination and he matter was
wdjoumed 10 the 30* October, 2024 for cross-axamination of CW2

On the 3™ day of Oclober, 2024, the OW2 was cross axamined in chel and stated that & &
cormec! that himsel and the 2™ defendant have some plots of land af PO

' 9 .



pﬂ"'m“'ﬂhcmﬂ-wmuuwum That & is ue
pa he G approached him and compiained about the ransaction with her son

fhat after several weeks. thay offered the Clamant one piot and he refused the sac one piol
Thal she does nol know where her 5on ia. That she saw fhim st o years of mors 3go.

That he has communcated with his sen for 2 years and more and they e sko aware. R wes
mmz?jm.

Yos has a home at NO 7 Living Gospel Mission, Borokint, Port Harcoun. Thst hier rame
is Mrs Evelyn Silas Unyane and 081380945650 i her phone number The Cisemant counse!

applies to show the PW1 the CAC document. )
The Clasmant appies to tender the CAC document 8 an ID before the court and n he absence

dwebmmmmnm-mn
mmmummwu-mnmmnuumw

nddress
hm,ummmmmmummumnu-n
mmwmmmnrﬂw.m

mn#m.m'hmmnmmumwnl
mwmmmmummm-ﬂ.uwnm-ﬂ

because the Clurmants case s that the muh“umdul'm
that pont and that secondy e

and the document sought 10 be tendered doas it PrOve I
wuﬂrumtu!'munnhﬂﬂu“hwnun
Count should deciing jurisdichion and sinke out the sut

hmmhmmmnmmﬂhmm-mn“u
Iir;mwmhcnmmit-ﬂnmucnnuﬂ-l-ﬁh“
a link botawen hHe wmnurmmumwuu

londered porrays as a dructor of he compiny
On the mmﬁ-mwunmﬂumnunmm
incorporated ] Mmmwnmmm
and Ihe 2™ defendant bewg the drector of the 1* delerdant according 0 M document sougnt
process ihe 1% deferciant i deamed (o Nave Doen

sarvod
mmﬂwnm-wp

Furthermore, he 2 defendant and the Clemant's counsel adopted haw respective fndl
addresses bofore the Count and the matter was adioumed for Judgment

mw.lﬂmhmumdﬂﬂnnmdhwm | nave
notad to essance of e ciokn and the defence and have aiso taken cognzance of the SWonCa
of the claimant and to Getendant and thue witnesses befon 1o court

mmmmmhmnwmmmuum
hiave talod 10 prove e folowing assertons. Thal e 2 defendant is the CEO and owner of
ihe 1¥ gefondant and thal the 7 defenuant prommed o hm he land or relocate hvm 0
gnother lwnd, The Clasmant submits Ihat there is np privty contract botween the Clasmant and
the 2% doferidant and that the 2% defendant s not vicadously kable as e W also no
NWWMHHNHMQ

w



wmmmmm-mmnummumuwwu
cisimant 8nd the defendants and that the 2 and 3™ defendant were acting n accordanca with
ne provisions of CAMA 2000 are officers of the 1* defendant and her Aler Ego and so %

sstopped from denying kabisty

ISSUE FOR DETERMINATOON:

Whether The Claimant Has Proved bis Case Yo entitie him To The Foliowing erdert.

A An onder directing he defendants fo refund She Cisimant, the sum of N700, 200 wheh &
the prico

B mmm“mbmumnm#mm“

An order dicting the defendants to pay the Clamant. the sum of N1.095 500 00 as cost

C
thmmmwwunmnmm—mmnr
WBMHHHMHIHHHHFMNﬂIw
io the 1% defendant's account The CW1 and i CW2 s @ wilness, assered that Ty ]
gatoncn e Corporae Afls Conmisen Soarmars, VTR doaument
defendant i CED of the 1% defendant, but hat they both sighted the said CAC
m.wwmunmuwn.nmmM1.1 whach showed
mmrwrmmm-aw-ﬁurmum
uuuuwmwmnammwumwmmd-
dmtmﬂhmﬁh“ﬂhﬁuwnm
rmrwmmwuncwmummmnz‘
munmumunt'mw,::zguuuc::.:
the Claimant nive a more tact by Exhibd P, defendant
phphi s wwmnmdum-hwnm

4% dofencants are drectons of the 1%
mcmumnmnrmwurmmunm.-n
principal officers of he 1% defendant

The Claimant tenderad a CTC document, CAC 1 1, & glance at the saxd Exivbit P clearly shows
that the 2% and 3 defendants and the DW2 are directors and the Altar oo of the 1% defendant

Exhibil N I8 ihe deed of conveyance executed by the 1st defendant. Exhie L before he Court &
a recoipt for (he purchise sum on the letier head of the 1st defendant and Exhibst M shows the

franster of N700,000 to the 1* defendant’s sccount
Iluﬂlmhm&m{hﬂtﬂmﬂmﬂm Land M Nang O hal
ihe Claimant have successiully proven before this Court that the 2™ and 3™ defendant s
directors of the 1Y defordant and jontly and severally kabie wih the 1% defendant io the clasm
bafore the Court

Furtharmone, it is also important to note that he 3™ defendant never appeared in M Malter o

dofond the claim against him despite being served with the processes of this Court Before the
court adjoumed the matter for hearing and heard the matter, the court alays satisfied Rself

thal:
The procesaes have been duly served on all the defendants

1
2 That the lime before the date of senvice and the dete of hesnng was sufficient for the ¥

defundant to hiave appeared had they intended 1o 6o 10
10 Q.



mmuww’:':;hmmnnm“w
i defendant and so will be deemed by this court 88
?“““mmmum:ym Prease refe 10 e

mmmnmmuwwmum The
. 88 CW1 had stated in his evidsnce on oath and had Remized al the INCOMVEERcES
and hardships, he suffersd which were not denied by e defendants i svidenca

IT 1§ THUS ADJUDGED that the 1% and 37 cefendants 1 pay lo he Clamant NT0O0, 000
{Soven Mundred Thousand Naws) only as to fefund for Ihe ongnal purchase prce of 1o and
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AND IT IS ORDERED that the defendanis o fo Claimants, the cumulative sum of N3,
/ me‘“memg’* o
a) The sum of N700, 000 (Seven Hundred Thousand) Nairs which represents rehand
i i mm_ mﬂmmghﬂ““ —_—
sum ,00C,000(Two Milion Naira ) 85 o
c) Tnmalmmummmnmisnw ra) for cost of Igaten

court, ©
AND IT IS FURTHER ORDERED fhat the defendanis do pay 1o the Regisirar of s s
mmmmmmmmmmmm
immediate effect

waTant of WaITants may
Tmm-ﬂhdlw-rrﬂn“ﬂmml
mmmmrdumumummmnhww
with further costs
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