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ACTIONS - Commencement - Wrongful procedure - The claim not
being for debt or liquidated money demand - Disqualified the case
from being heard under the undefended list procedure (H1) Gambo
v. Ikechukwu p. 2869

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW - Commission of Inquiry - Function - Limit -
The Commission of Inquiry appointed under s. 2(1) with terms of
reference - Does not interfere with jurisdiction of High Court (H3)
Kabirikim v. Emefor p. 2907

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW - Governor - Powers of - Powers conferred
on Governor by Commission of Inquiry Law s. 2(1) is wide - Hence
to apply ejusdem generis rule to the section - Is to restrict the
Governor’s powers (H2) Kabirikim v. Emefor p. 2907

APPEALS - Election petition - Time limit - SC cannot invoke SC Act
s. 22 to save the appeal - As CA by effluxion of time lacks jurisdiction
- To adjudicate on the appeal (H2) CPC v. Yuguda p. 2859

APPEALS - Evidence - Evaluation - Issue as to whether party proved
his claim - Cannot be determined without evaluating evidence - Hence
CA rightly proceeded to evaluate the evidence and considered ex-
hibits tendered (H6) Kabirikim v. Emefor p. 2907

APPEALS - Facts - Review of - Basis - Facts to be reviewed by appel-
late court are those presented by parties at trial court - Otherwise
appeal is incompetent and the court has no jurisdiction (H5) PPA v
INEC p.  2941

APPEALS - Ground - Leave - Appellants do not require leave to
raise a ground - That the CA granted the injunction it did - When
issue of jurisdiction has not been settled - As this is a question of law
(H1) Soludo v. Osigbo p. 2983

APPEALS - Issue - Formulation by court - Appellant’s issue 1 and the
issue 2 formulated by Court of Appeal are the same - The court
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simply added some words to state the obvious (H5) Kabirikim v.
Emefor p. 2907

APPEALS - Preliminary objection - Basis - Under SC Rules 1999
preliminary objection is not restricted to grounds of law or facts - And
even if affidavit is struck out - Grounds for the objection is intact (H2)
PPA v INEC p. 2941

CONVICTION - Evidence - Best evidence - For purpose of convic-
tion is voluntary confession to the crime by accused - And a convic-
tion based on oral confession is proper in law (H6) Jua v. State p.
2873

COURTS - Discretion - Exercise of - Condition - Person seeking in-
dulgence of court must place before it - Sufficient materials in order
to assist court exercise its discretion in his favour (H2) Yar’adua v.
CPC p. 2989

COURTS - Judicial power - Entitlement to - For a person to be en-
titled to invoke judicial power - He must show that his personal inter-
est will be or has been adversely affected (H1) Yar’adua v. CPC p.
2989

COURTS - Justice - Upholding of - Court being an impartial arbitra-
tor - Must always consider both sides of a case before coming to a
conclusion - As to do otherwise will result in grave injustice (H4)
Kabirikim v. Emefor p. 2907

CRIMINAL PROCEDURE - Proof - Forensic evidence - Where ex-
hibits point unequivocally to guilt of accused - Forensic is not neces-
sary and accused can be convicted of the offence (H3) Jua v. State p.
2873

CROSS EXAMINATION - Objective - The main aim is to damage the
case of prosecution - And to make court believe that accused did not
commit the offence (H2) Jua v. State p. 2873
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ELECTION PETITIONS - Appeals - Filing - Time limit - Electoral Act
s. 143(1)(2) - Appeal shall be lodged within 21 days - From date of
delivery of judgment - Otherwise right or leave to appeal is lost (H4)
PPA v INEC p. 2941

ELECTION PETITIONS - Appeals - Time limit - At expiration of 60
days stated in Constitution 1999 s. 285(7) - Right of appeal either as
of right or with leave is lost - And court has no jurisdiction in the
matter (H3) PPA v INEC p. 2941

ELECTION PETITIONS - Gubernatorial - Final court - Constitution
1999 s. 246 deprives SC of jurisdiction - To deal with gubernatorial
election petition - As CA is the final court (H1) Sha’aban v. Sambo p.
2975

ELECTION PETITIONS - Jurisdiction - 1999 Constitution s. 285 -
FHC lacks jurisdiction to entertain appellant’s suit - As the matter clearly
belongs to Election Petition Tribunal (H1) ANPP v. Returning Officer
Abia State p. 2855

ELECTIONS - Nomination - Clarification of - INEC has legal and
moral duty to point out - That applicant was not a candidate at the
election it conducted (H1) PPA v INEC p. 2941

EVIDENCE - Proof - Evidence Act s. 149(a) - Import of - The subsec-
tion does not provide that particular witness must be called - Rather it
proposes that particular evidence should be called (H4) Jua v. State
p. 2873

JUDGMENTS - Validity - CA judgment is in breach of Constitution
1999 s. 285(8) - As a judgment must show clear resolution of all
issues - And end with ultimate verdict flowing from facts and law (H1)
CPC v. Yuguda p. 2859

MURDER - Conviction - Circumstantial evidence - Accused can be
convicted of murder - Where there is cogent and compelling circum-
stantial evidence - To the fact that he killed the victim (H1) Jua v. State
p. 2873
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MURDER - Conviction - Corpus delicti - Absence of - Corpus delicti
is not produced in all cases to secure conviction - As accused can be
convicted where there is evidence linking him with killing of deceased
(H5) Jua v. State p. 2873

ORDERS OF COURT - Election - Nomination - Status quo - CA
ought to have given an order - Which confines the parties to state of
things as it was before litigation started (H2) Soludo v. Osigbo p.
2983

PARTIES - Joinder of - Application for - Delay - Applicants seeking to
be joined in the suit between the two sets of respondents - Ought to
have promptly joined the action at trial court (H3) Yar’adua v. CPC
p. 2989

WORDS & PHRASES - Or - Interpretation of - By virtue of Interpre-
tation Act s. 18(3) - The word ‘or’ and ‘other’ shall in any enactment
- Be construed disjunctively and not as implying similarity (H1)
Kabirikim v. Emefor p. 2907

INDEX OF STATUTES & RULES

Commission of Inquiry Law Cap. 25 Laws of Northern Nigeria (ap-
plicable to Plateau State), s. 2(1) Kabirikim v. Emefor p. 2907

Constitution of Federal Republic of Nigeria 1999, ss. 233(1)(5),
243(a), 285(7) PPA v. INEC p. 2941, s. 285 CPC v. Yuguda p. 2859,
s. 285(1) ANPP v. Returning Officer Abia State p. 2855, s. 6(b)
Yar’adua v. CPC p. 2989, ss. 6(6)(a)(b), 246 (3) Sha’aban v. Sambo
p. 2975
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Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria 1979, ss. 6(6), 236
Kabirikim v. Emefor p. 2907

Court of Appeal Rules, O. 7 r. 6 PPA v. INEC p. 2941

Electoral Act 2010 (as amended), s. 143(1)(2) PPA v. INEC p. 2941

Evidence Act, ss. 138, 149(a)(d) Jua v. State p. 2873

Federal Capital Territory High Court Rules, O. 23 r. 1 Gambo v.
Ikechukwu p. 2869

Interpretation Act Cap 192 LFN 1990, s. 18(3) Kabirikim v. Emefor
p. 2907

Supreme Court Act, s. 22 CPC v. Yuguda p. 2859

Supreme Court Rules (as amended) 1999, O. 2 r. 28(1), (4), O. 8 r.
12(2) Yar’adua v. CPC p. 2989, O. 2 rr. 8, 28(1)(2)(3), O. 6 r. 2(1),
O. 7 r. 1(2)(e), 6, 7 PPA v. INEC p. 2941
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