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IN THE FEDERAL HIGH COURT OF NIGERIA
IN THE LAGOS JUDICIAL DIVISION
HOLDEN AT LAGOS
ON WEDNESDAY THE 24™ DAY OF JUNE 2026
: BEFORE HIS LORDSHIP
HONOURABLE JUSTICE ALEXANDER OLUSEYI OWOEYE

JUDGE
SUIT NO: FHC/L/CS/1798/2020
. BETWEEN: i S s T et R
MR. OBIOMA ANOSIKE =~~~ } PLAINTIFF
~ AND
2 [ ; .
1. NIGERIAN POLICE FORCE E
2. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE DEFENDANTS
3. ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE FEDERATION "
4. COMMISSIONER OF POLICE, . |
SPECIAL FRAUD UNIT (SFU) IKOYI

a1

OFFICER-IN-CHARGE (OC) LEGAL, SFU IKOYI

JUDGMENT
By an Originating Summons dated 11t of December 2020 and filed on the
15™ of December 2020 brought pursuant to Section 153(3) of the

' Administraﬁon df. Griminal Justice Act 2015; Section 44(1) of the 1999
Constitution of the Federal Re"p'ublic of N'igeria (as amended); Section 84
of the Sheriffs and Civil Process Act 2004; Order 3 Rule 9 of the Federal

~High Court (Civil Procedure) Rules 2019 and. under the inherent

jurisdiction of this Court, the Plaintiff seeks a determination of the
following questions:
i WHETHER upbn, proper inferpretation of

Section - 153(3)- of the Administration...of . .,

Criminal Justice Act 2015; and Section 44(1) of

the 1999 Constitution of the Federal Republic of | =
Nigeria (as, amended) the 1t-2nd gng 4th.sth NWAGWU C.N.N (.
- Defendants are not entitled to restore to the CS&RE&IE%&M gﬁg&‘%&
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Plaintiff, the Items (that include the sum of ,}:

N949,500.00 (Nine Hundred and -Forty-Nine %
.. Thousand, Five Hundred Naira Only), a = &<
- Samsung A5 mobile phone coloured white and Sy
envelopes. containing documents) which the 1% =
Defendant confiscated from the Plaintiff during c';
an execution of a search warrant given that no 'i':.'

Court proceedings or any further proceedings
or appeal is pending against the Plaintiff.

Consequent on determination of the above question the Plaintiff claimed

the following reliefs:

1. A DECLARATION that the 15t-2"¢ and 4th-5th
Defendants are bound to restore to the
Plaintiff the items (that include the sum of
N949,500.00 (nine hundred and forty-nine

- thousand, five hundred naira only), a
Samsung A5 mobile phone coloured white
and envelopes containing documents) which
the 1t Defendant seized and confiscated
from the Plaintiff during the execution of a
search warrant. L L

2. AN ORDER directing and compelling the
Defendants jointly or severally to pay to the
Plaintiff the said sum of ¥949,500.00 (nine
hundred and ' forty-nine thousand, five
hundred naira only)-as well as to deliver to
the Plaintiff the Samsung A5 mobile phone
coloured white and the envelopes containing

- documents. - > o : |

IN ALTERNATIVE TO (Where the said
Samsung A5 mobile phone coloured white is
unavailable): ' ;

3. AN ORDER directing and compelling the

Defendants jointly or severally to pay to the e G
Plaintiff the sum of N150,110.00 (One NWAGWU C.N.N (M
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Hundred and Fifty Thousand, One Hundred
and Ten Naira only, being the undiscounted
market value of the said Samsung A5 mobile
phone coloured white on the date
immediately preceding the filing of this Suit.

4. AN ORDER directing and compelling the
Defendants jointly or severally to pay to the
Plaintiff the sum of MN450,000.00 '(Four

~ Hundred and Fifty Thousand Naira Only) as
cost of actions in respect of legal
Practitioners’ fees which the Plaintiff
incurred in respect of the Suit.
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5. AN ORDER directing and “compelling the
Defendants jointly or severally to pay to the
Plaintiff the sum of N500,000.00 (Five
Hundred Thousand Naira Only) as general
damages. dhoita Ris
6. AN ORDER directing the Defendants jointly
or severally to pay to the Plaintiff interest at
the rate of 21% (twenty-one percent)
- monthly 'until the Judgment sum is fully
liguiatad j 2 e il bR L) R
- In support of this application, one Chinweuba Chukwu, litigation assistant

at SRJ Legal Practitioners deposed to a 40-paragraphs Affidavit on behalf
of the Plaintiff. Several documents are attached to it as Exhibit. A Written

Address was filed together with it.

Upon being served with fhe Or~iginati'ng Sﬁmmons, dne ASP Apochi Daniel
i deposed a 23-paragraphs Counter-Affidavit on behalf of the 1%, 7200, 4,
~and 5™ Defendants. Documents marked Exhibits PSFU A and PSFU B. A
Written Address-was filed together with it. | ‘

In response to the 1%, 2", 4™ and 5" Defendants’ Counter-Affidavit,

Chinweuba Chukwu deposed an 18-paragraph Further Affidavit on behalf

3

FHC.L.CS.1798.2020 | NWAGWU CN.N (MR,
c&ERT?FIED TRUE COPQQ

EF EXECUTIVE OFFICER (C.
- FEDERAL HIGH COURT

AT LTl



____preliminary objection in the interest of justice. =~

of the Plaintiff. Documents marked Exhibits PL, and PM are attached
thereto. e

One Egboja Elizabeth, Litigation Officer in the civil litigation department of
the Federal Ministry of Justice deposed a 5-paragraphs Counter-Affidavit
on behalf of the 3" Defendant. A Written Address was filed

contemporaneously with it. Document marked Exhibit AGF1 was attached
to it.

The 3" Defendant further filed a Notice of Preliminary Objection and
accompanied it with a Written Address.

This application was moved before this Court on the 25" of March 2025.
Learned Counse|, Osita Enwe, Esq., identified and adopted the processes
filed for the Plaintiff in urging this Court to grant the reliefs sought. He
went on to move the Court to deem the processes filed for the 1%, 29, 4t
and 5t Défendant as having been prOpérl'y filed.

~ In line with the provisions of Order 22 Rule 9 of the Federal High Court

(Civil Pro.cedure‘)“RuIes 20 19 the s ohe 4Eh, and 5% Defendants’ processes
are deemed adopted; '

Mrs. E.U. Ani identified and adopted the preliminary objection filed for the
31 Defendant in’ urging this ‘Court to dismiss this suit against the 31

* Defendant. She went on to identify and adopt the Counter Affidavit and
- Written Address filed for the 3 Defendant in urging this Court to dismiss
~ the suit against the 31 Defendant

Responding orally, Osita Enwe, Esq. submits that the 3 Defendant is a

- nominal party given the -constitutional role in the eventual judgment of

this Court. He urges this Court to dismiss and discountenance the
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