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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FEDERAL CAPITAL TERRITORY + P
' IN THE ABUJA JUDICIAL DISTRICT ~ #° (&{7a"0s S
HOLDEN AT ABUJA &£° & .
SUIT NO: CV/171/2024 R Y
MOTION NO: M N[ & )20
BETWEEN: '
DR. DATTI BABA AHMED .....oovovoueueuesnnnnenenencnns PLAINTIFF
AND
APPLIED IMPACT SOLUTIONS LTD ....covvnenencnn DEFENDANT

MOTION ON NOTICE
BROUGHT PURSUANT TO THE INHERENT JURISDICTION OF THIS
‘ HONOURABLE COURT

TAKE NOTICE that this Honourable Court will be moved on the ... day of
i 2026, at the hour of 9:00 a.m. or so soon thereafter as Counsel may be

heard on -behalf of the Plaintiff/Applicant praying this Honourable Court for the
following Orders:

i
I. AN ORDERgranting leave to the Plaintiff/Applicant to reopen the
eéxamination-in-chief of the Plaintiff's sole witness. %

2

AN ORDER setting aside the adoption of the Witness Statement on Oath dated /¢
20th March 2025. v

3. AN ORDER permitting the Plaintiff's sole witness, Blessing Etamesor, to
adopt the Amended Witness Statement on Oath dated the 11" June 2025 and
filed 16th June 2025. &

4. AN ORDER deeming all exhibits previously tendered, admitted and marked as ) J,ﬁ‘
Exhibit DA and DA1 through the Plaintiff's sole witness, as properly adopted G
.and remaining part of the record of this Honourable Court upon the adoption of @X
the Amended Witness Statement on Oath dated 11th June 2025 and filed 16"

June 2025.

5. And for such further or other order(s) as this Honourable Court may deem fit to
make in the circumstances.

GROUNDS FOR THE APPLICATION

1. The Plaintiff's sole witness commenced her evidence-in-chief before this
Honourable Court. » 1
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2,

In the course of the exanmination-ln-chlof, (he Witnoys Stnlcmcnt on Oath dated
20t March 2025 was Inadvertently adopted instead of the Amended Witness

. Statement on Oath dated 11% June 2025 end fled I6th Jupe 2025, which

sccompnnies the Amended Plaint alrendy bafore the Court,

The inadvertent adoption of the carlier Witness Stategoent on Onth was a
genuine mistake of counsel arising from the existence of several amended
processes in the Count's file, '

Present. counse! was not the counsel previously handling this matter and ooly
assumed conducet of the case after it commenced de navo.

The mistake was discovered upon a subsequent review of the Court's file.
The Defendant has not comnmenced cross-examination' of the Plaintifi’s witness.

Granting this application will occasion no prejudice to the Defendant, who will

- fetain the full opportunity to cross-examine the witness on the Amended

Witness Statement on Oath.

It is in the Interest of substantial justice that the Plaintiff be permitted to adopt
the’Amended Witness Statement on Qath already filed bttfore this Honourable

"Court.

.. Dated this 6th day of July, 2026

- —

{,
Dr. Dayo G. Ashon}ba?e, Esq (Notary Public)
Ene Ashonibare, Esq
v~ Simiat Suleiman, Esq
‘ 1O Ibrattim, Esq
Plaintiff's Counsel
Levite Solicitors & Arbitrators
Block 15D Salis Court, Efire lleogun Street
{Around Airport Junction) Gwarimpi
FCT-Abyja
08033661414
08100485744
levitesolicitors@gmail.com
hello@levitesolicitors.com

FOR SERVICE ON:
The Defendant/Respondent | @



¢/o Habila Turshak, Esqg.
Habila Turshak & Co.

No. 6 Gabes Strcet,

Wuse Zone 2; Abuja.
habilagarba@gmail.com
habilaturshak{@nigetianbar.ng
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BETWEEN
DR‘ DAT‘II I:hBA Alm{ED PAdAPevItaaddben spthddapedguaedl PLA!MIFF'

AND

APPLIED IMPACT SOLUTIONS LTD woccianserernarenn DETFENDANT

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF¥ MOTION

1, Ikechulwu Comfort, Fomale, Christion, Nigerian Ctizen apd Liligation Secretary in
{fie Jaw_firm of Levile Solicitors & Arbitrators, Block 15D, Salis Court, Qwarimipa,
Abuja, do hereby make path and state as follows:

1

L.

i

That T am the Litigation Secretary in (he low firm representing the
PlaintifffApplicant in tlis suit.

That by virtue of my position, I am conversant with ;he facts of this case and
have the authority of my employers to depose to this affidavit.

h

That this suit was commenced by the Plainti{ff/Applicant against the
Defendant/Respondent, and pleadings have since been amended.

That the Plaintiff's sole witness, Blessing Etamesor, testified before this

‘Honourable Court and adopted 2 Witness Statement on Oath dated 20th March

2025.

| Tha the witness h&s not y& heen crossexamined by the
Defendant/Respondent,

0 That' Simiat Suleiman, Esq., lead counsel in this m:;ltter, informed me in our
office on the 6th day of July, 2026, and I verily believe him, as follows:

That the matter was reassipned to the present counsef after it was ordered to

commence d& novo,



i,

iil.

iv.

vii.

viil,

iX.

That she was not the counsel previously handling the matter beforc it

. commenced de novo.

1"“
That in preparing for the Plaintift's evidence, counscl relied on the processes

contained in the court's file.

That there were scveral amended processcs in the court's file, which
inadvertently led counsel to have the wiiness adopt the earlier Witness
Statement on Qulh dated 20th March 2025 instead of the Amended Witness
Statement on Oath dated 11" June 20235 and filed 16th June 2025, which
accompanies the Amendcd Plaint already filed before this Honourable Court.

_That the adoption of the earlier Witness Statement on Oath was a genuine and

* inadvertent mistake of counsel.

That the mistake was only discovered upon a subsequent review of the court's
lile after the proceedings of the last adjourned date.

That the Amended Witness Statement on Oath dated 11" June 2025 and filed
16th June 2025 is already properly {iled before this Honourable Court.The
said Amended plaint is hereby attached and marked Exhibit A,

»

That the documents previously tendered, admitted and marked as Exhibil DA
and DAL in evidence through the Plaintiff's wilness are the same documents

_referred to in both the Witness Statement on Qath dated 20th March 2025 and
" the Amended Witness Statement on Qath dated 11% June 2025 and filed 16th

June 2025, und no new documentary evidence is sought to be introduced by

* this application.

That the Delendant/Respondent has not commenced cross-examination of the
Plaintiff's witness and will suffer no prejudice if this:application is granted.

That granting this application will enable the Plaintiff's witness adopt the
correct Witness Siatement on Oath and assist the Court in determining the
real issues in controversy.



"xi.  That it is in the interest of justice to grant this applicatiop, as the mistake
« complained of arose solely from counsel's inadvertence and ought not to be
visited on the Plaintifl/Applicant,

7. That I.depose to this affidavit in good faith and in accordance with the Oaths
M

Act. .
=N

DEPONENT
This @éﬁy(onuly, 2026.

SWORN to at-the Registry of the
High Court of the FCT, Abuja.
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FEDERAL CAPITAL TERRITORY o
IN THE ABUJA JUDICIAL DIVISION !

HOLDEN AT ABUJA

. ' SUIT NO: CV/i71/2024

BETWEEN: ‘
DR. DATTI BABA-AHMED /’*‘»

Plat 686, Jabi Airport Road Bypass,
Cadastral Zone,
Abuja AND

AND
APPLIED-IMPACT SOLUTIONS LTD:

House 6,
No. 3 Water Park Road, ' ; ,
Kado, FCT Abuja .

The Registrar
Chief Magistrate Court

Abuja
AT THE SUIT OF THE PLAINTIEF, THIS PLAINT IS TAKING OUT WITH " |
THE FOLLOWING Defendant situate at House §, No. 3 ‘Water Park Road, Kadeg, -
FCT Abuja within the Jurisdiction of this Honorab! !

e court,
1. The Plaintiff is the Landlord and the owner of the 3 Bedroom Duplex with'
~  Boys quarters known as House 6, No. 3 Water Park Road, Kado, FCT Abyja’ -
-’v currently occupied by the Defendant, _ -
2. The Defendant was a yearly tenant of the plaintiff's afore stated property for
' a certain term paying the agreed rental value of N 3,500,000.00 (three Million
five hundred thousand naira only) per anmum.

3. That the Defendant's Tenancy has been determined by effluxion of time since
the 31% day of March 2022

That since the 1st Day of April, 2022 the defendant has been a tenant at will,
That despite several interface and interaction with the Managing Director of
the Defendant by the Plaintiff, His brother Umar Baba-Ahmed and Staff that

ol o
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the said property is needed for personal and urgent use by the . 1t
Defendant has refused-to vacate possession of the Property.

6. That-due-to-the failure of the-Befendant-te vacate possession, the Fi
served the- Defendant with seven (7) days Notice of Cw-
Intention to Recover Possession dated the 23" day of June 2023 and s. . -
on-the same-date. FlreNoticeisherein-pleaded and will be refied on 0~
trial

7. Atthe determination of the Notice of Owner's Intention to Recover Possi s ..
the defendant still refuse to vacate possession.

8. The Plaintiff has been seriously disadvantaged by the Defendant stay.s s
the Demised property and his failure 1o leave after the expirat'on . . .
tenancy and all the amicable discussions by the Plaintiff, His browe
Baba-Ahmed and Staff,

9. The Plaintiff avers that the defendant has no defence to its claims a6 1 .
in doubt any more that unless the intervention of this Honourabl, Cou..
mvoked, the Plaintiff would continue to suffer hardship, depnvauur, . .
hands of the Defendant.

16.The Plaintiff further avers that if not for the refusal by the Defendant ¢ v

_ possession, there would not.have been any.xeason for the Plamud L, .
redress in Court through employing the services of a legal practitione: 1
these expenscs incurred. The part payment receipt of Legal Fees s w

- pleaded and would be relied upon during the.trial of this sui.

11.That unless this Honorable Court intervenes, the Defendani is detern |
remain in dcCupafion of the demise apartment in which the Plainii new. .
urgent personaluse, = 7 -

WHEREOF THE PLAINTIFFCLAIMS AS FOLLOWS:

2. An ordef of this Honorablé Court ejecting-the Defendant Irom 6 . ¢
Prenuses located at House 6; No. 3 Water Park Road, Kado, FCT surd « v »
vacant possession-te-the Plaintiff Forthwith.

b. Mesne profit 0f N292, 000.00 (Two Hundred and Ninety Two Thousia
only per month running from the 1st day of September, 2022 ...,
possession is Delivered up by the Defendant to the Plaintiff or anut. Juua
is delivered. - — -~ - —

¢. The cost N1, 000,000.00 (one million naira} only being cost of lepea, Iy
thig Suit, ]

d. 10% monthly interest on the Judgmeni sum from the dae of judginen.

- - iinalliquidation of the.catirejudgment.sum,. . --

¢. And any other order(s) as this Honorable court may deem fit to k. , .
circumstance of this-case, — -

2] vlic T 1w v oty o F



DATED THIS..\\.....DAY OF .\~ .. 2025,

The address for service, phone numbers and email addresses of the panies 1.

Maintiff: - - - cal - ~

Plot 686, Jabi Airport Road Bypass
Cadastral Zone

Abuja

08050402554
Heticlrievitesolicitors.com ™ )

Defendaat:

House 6,

No. 3 Water Park Road
Kado, FCT Abuja
08113834780

The Plaint-was Taken out by Dayo G. Astionibare, Esq Counsel to the € i

Flat 4, Sahs Court, Efire lleogun Street, (Around Jabi Anrport Junction} U wi. .
[FCT-Abuja -

------------

- Dayo G. Ashonibare, Iisq. .0 Ac .
o e i ;Fﬁh' e ninnaea e RUE. Okwor, .
‘_y} ’”‘*9@., Simiat Suleuaar,

aﬁ b
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5 arp acowi sananmarty | J.O ol

o' oot 5’ (Praintit’s Cére ™

"‘I'-%‘%»& AN 4“ j%f" Levite Solicitars & rus. -
- - e ek B €~ . - Flat 4, Suus o

Efire Sieogun

TAround Jabi Airport _.1 .
. — Gwii .,
L - B,

_ _ . 08037350,
levitesolicitors@etns. .
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JYOR SERVICE ON

Defendant: -
HABILA TURSHAK ESQ.-

HABELA TURSHAK & CO. )
Defendant Counsel

Clo tapjilengs, Esq,

No. 6 Gabes Wuse Zone 2, Abuja .
Jatnil.an ba@email com

D abuda (18 ag@nigerisbarng
(8039214025/08030872193. -
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'IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FEDERAL CAPYIAL TERK{' M ..
INTHE ABUJA JUDICIAL DYVISION
HOLDEN AT ABUJA

- . SUIT NG: Cv/i i,

P

BETWELN - - A T

DR. DATTI BABA-AHMED - PLALN s
AND e ﬂ_'_ o
APPLIED-EMPACT SOLUTIONS LD~ DEFER,

PlaintifP’s List of wituéss - - =

2 Blessing Ei Emmesor ) T
3 Wmess*tﬁat,mdﬁc.sm)po:exmed,_- -

- s wea

Dated thls\\n...day of-.. —-—2025

Dayo G. Ashouibare, Yisq
o e —— R.E. Olcwnee :
- Simiat Suieieae .y
- - ) S.E Wo.ar,, -
- - ] : 1O . b,
(Plaintiff’s G «
Levite Solicitors & Arky ¢
Flat4 Ja. -«
- _ L e LEfire fleog. t? ‘
o = ] (Around Jubs Airpoi. 3
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HABILA TURSHAKTESQ. ~
HABILA TURSHAK $€O--
Defendant Coungel

Cloapfilengs,Bsd; — .

CEONT T -

No.ﬁGabesWuseZ(mmtﬁf‘;_- N
! pbits s@snailoom. — - - < - - -
~ rabllmorsiakideimeriabsrng.  -_ . - . - _
080392 140625/08030872193.
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FEDERAL CAPITAL TERRITORY
IN THE ABUJA JUDICIAL DIVISION

HOLDEN AT ABUJA
4% SUIT NO: CV/172/2024
BETWEﬁN:
DR. DATTI BABA-AHMED PLAINTIFF
AND
APPLIED-IMPACT SOLUTIONS LTD. DEFENDANT

d

. WITNESS STATEMENT ON OATH »

I Blessing Etamesor, Female, Nigeria citizen of Plot 686, Jabi Airport Road Bypass.
Cadastral Zone, Abuja, do hereby make oath and States as follows:

1. That I am the Plaintiff lawyer and desk officer in charge of all the plaintifi's

properties including the property where the defendant is occupying

That by virtue of my position, I am familiar with the facts in this suit

- That facts deposed herein are facts within my personal knowledge and thosc

that I became aware of as a result of my position as the Plaintiff's lawyer and
desk staff

4. That ] am aware that the defendant is occupying the plaintiff's property at
House 6, No:3 Water Park Road, Kado FCT Abuja,

5. 3. That the Defendant took tenancy of the said property at an anmal ront of
two million, five hundred thousand naira.

6. That the Plaintiff is tho Landlord and the ownerofthe 3 Bedroom Duplex with.
Boys quarters known as House 6, No, 3 Water Park Road, Kado, FCT Abuja
currently occupied by the Defendant.

7. Thatthe yearly reat wes later increase by the landlord to N 3,500,000.00 (three
Million five lmndred thousand naira onty) per annum and the defendant was
duly informed of this increasement.

W

ZliLevite Soliclfors & Arbitrators



8. That the Defendant’s Tenancy has bcendctermmed—by effluxion of umer
the 31% day of March, 2022, ‘That since the Ist Day ol Apnl, *u73
defendant has been a tenant at will.

9. That despiteseveral interface and interaction with the Managing |t
the Defendant by the Plaintiff, His brother Umar Baba-Ahmed and iy’
the said property is-needed for personal and urgent use by the P, |
Defendant has refused to vacate possession of the Property.

10.That due to the failure of the Delendant to vacate possessica, the

" served the Defendasit with—seven (7) days Nofice of Owner's Inien.t

" Recover Posséssion datsd the 23 day of June 2023 and served oo ¢ 10
date. The Notice is herein pleaded and will be relied on during rria.

11.At the determmation of the Netice of Owner's Intention te Recovet Posas.:
the defendantstill refuse to vacate possession.

= ~12. The-Plaintiff lras been seriotisly disadvantaged by the Defendant stay -
the Demised property :mid=tis_failure-to leave afier the expiratioy ‘
~ tenancy amdaifthe-amicable discussions_by the Plaintiff, His brothe, § ..
Baba-Ahmed and Staff. -

13.The defendant has no defence to the Plaintiff's claims and it 18 av = W,
any more-thatuniesstheintervention of this Honourable Courl is 1nvi, <
Plamtiff would contifiue to suffer hardship, deprivation in the hancs 3
Defendant, T

14.That if not for the refusal by the Defendant to vacatc possession, there v

. not have been any-rcason for the Phaintiff to seek redress m Conn M ..
employmg-the—semcesof alegal practitionerthereby thesc cxpenaes 1
The part payment receipt of Legal Fees is hereby pleaded aua wu:
relied upomr during the trial of this suit, i

15.That unléss this Honorable Court intervenes, the Defendant 15 dewcts 11,
remain in occupation of the 3emlse apartment in which the Plamu. {1y, -,
urgent personabuse,

16.That 1 humbly pray-this Honorable Court to grant my claims anc ,
against the Defendant-in this Plaint-as follows:

a. Anorder of this Henorable Court gjecting the-Defendant frons Jie .
Premises located at House 6, No. 3 Water Park Road, Kag. °
. Granting vacant possession to the Plaintiff Forthwith.
¢ e b. Mesne Drofit of N297; 000.00 {Two Hundred and Nivety we "o
naﬁ‘&)"n‘lg per month rurnifig Trom the (st day of September, 2077
final possession-is-Delivered-up by the Defendant to the Plair 1
Judgimént is delivered.

PN - e — e -
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¢. The costN000,000.00~(one millionrizira) only being cost of Ly,
- afd this Svit” — - C
d. 10% monthly inferest on the Judgment sum from the date of JUGEILL
thie final liquidationzof the entire judgnient sum. -
¢. And any other order(s) as this Honorable court may deem 1T w ik
- the circumstance of'this case - - -
17, That-+Make thisStatement om-Gath-Conscientionsly in good Faith el
its Content to bé-irue-and correct in-accordance-with the Oath Acr, #uiy

. ~wr = 2 =" DEPONENT
. Sworn to af the Tegistry of the Districf Cotgt of FCT.
Dated the \1 Dag?of NS, 2005 -
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lN THE DISTRICT COIIRTOF .THE FEDERAL, CAP]TAL TURRITOK Y

—IN THE ABUFA JUDICIAL DIVISION

¥ - _—

~ . vHOLDENAT ABUJA
- - = - oo . SUIT NG: CV/1722., .
"BETWEEN: _ T i |
" DR, DATTI B;li;{-ATTMED il e PLAINT,
AND ——
APPLIED IMFACT SOEUTIONS LTD— e e DEFEN S A

PLAINTIFE’S LIST ¢ OF DOCUMLN TS

1. Notice to Tenant of owmer's intention to recover possession,
2. Receipt of legalfec -

Dated this ..z ‘day_ofdgmzozs_———— -
— - - - Dayu G. Ashonibare, Esq. Llin /¢ -
l = = o AR R.LE. Gkwort,
i = - = Simial Sulewpan, -
_ - - - S ) ) S Wolure, o
L. T _ ' A.B, tllamcsar
- . T - {Piaintif"s COU "
- ~ Levite Solicitors & A nt
’ R ST, T ¢ Flat 4, Salls

Efire leophr 1

(Around Jabi Airport su..: ..
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Defendani: — -

HABILA TURSHAK, ESQ . -

HABILA TURSHAK & CO- - - -
Defendant Counsel - s —
C/otapjiLengsEyq, - =
Mo-6 Gabeg Wlmﬁ[onef-‘fbu]zr—-““ ==
babillag gba@gmail.com= = - - - -

Iabilaturshak@nigeriabapny
08039214025?08030872193 . "
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FEDERAL CAPITAL TERRITORY
IN THE ABUJA JUDICIAL DISTRICT
HOLDEN AT

BETWEEN:

P W
DR. DATTI BABA AHMIA‘;‘ WKL e on

2 5 0 ‘ ,-‘9.'{?§ venw
MO
a'g‘:i“"i‘,

AND \ et O J e
APPLIED IMPACT SOLUMNONS LTD ....70 oo DEFENDANT

WRITTEN ADDRESS IN SUPPORT OF THE MOTION ON NOTICE

1.0. INTRODUCTION

1.1.  Your Worship, this application respectfully invites this Honourable
Court to exercise its inherent and discretionary jurisdiction in the interest of
substantial justice by permitting the Plaintiff/Applicant to reopen the
examination-in-chief of his sole witness for the limited purpose of

~ withdrawing the adoption of the Witness Statement on Oath dated 20th
March 2025 and adopting the Amended Witness Statement on Oath dated
11™ June 2025 and filed 16th June 2025, which is already properly before
this-Honourable Court.

1.2.  The inadvertent adoption of the earlier Witness Statement on Oath was
occasioned solely by the mistake of counsel. The matter had been assigned
to the present counsel after it was ordered to commence de novo, and owing
to the existence of several amended processes in. the Court's file, counsel
mistakenly led the witness to adopt the earlier Witness Statement on Oath
instead of the Amended Witness Statement accompanying the Amended
Plaint.

1.3.  The error was discovered upon a subsequent review of the Court's file.
Significantly, the Defendant/Respondent has not commenced cross-
examination of the Plaintiff's witness. The application is therefore made

" promptly, in good faith and without any inténtion to overreach the
Defendant or delay the proceedings.

2.0. ISSUE FOR DETERMINATION

Whether this Honourable Court ought, in the exercise of its inherent
Jjurisdiction and in the interest of substantial justice, to grant leave to
‘the PlaintiffiApplicant to reopen the examination-in-chief of his sole
witness.

3.0. ARGUMENT




3.1. T is settled law that every courl posscsses the inherent jurisdiction Lo
regulate its own proccedings and to make such orders as are necessary {0
prevent injustice and ensure that substaniial justice is done betwcen the
parties, While (he general rule is that a witness cannot be recalled once
discharged, it is a firmly established principle of law that a witncss may be
recalled in exceptional cases and wherc it scrves the interest of justice. This
Honourable Court possesses the judicial discretion to grant such an
application based on the unique circumstances of the casc. See fwoha v
Okoroike (1996) 2 NWLR (PT 429) PG 231; Tiwani Ltd v C.T.M.B Lid
(1997) 8 NWLR (PT 515) 140.

3.2: The circumstances of the present application clearly warrant the exercise
~  of that discretion. The Amcnded Witness Statement on Oath sought to be
adopted was duly filed before this Honourable Court. The only crror was
that, due to counsel's inadvertence occasioned by the several amended
processes contained in the Court's file, the witncss adopted the carlier
Witness Statement on Oath dated 20th March 2023,

3.3. The application therefore does not seek to introduce fresh evidence or
alter the Plaintiff's casc, Rather, it mercly seeks to regularize the
proceedings by allowing the witness adopt the correct deposition already
forming part of the Court's record. The law is [irmly settled that the mistake
or inadvertenge of counsel should not, without more, be visitcd upon an
innocent litigant where such mistake can be corrected without occasioning
injustice to the opposing party.

34. Furthermore, the Defendant/Respondent has, not commenced cross-
examination of the Plaintiff's witness. Consequenily, no prejudice
whatsoever will be occasioned to the Defendant if this application is
granted, as the Defendant will still enjoy the full opportunity to cross-

* examine the witness on the Amended Witness Statcme{Lt on Cath.

3.5, The Supreme Courl in Omoregbe v. Lawani (1980) 3—4 SC 108 and
Willoughby v. IMB Lid, the appellale courts emphasized that courts exist to
do substantial justice and should not elcvate technicalities above the merits
of a dispute where the error complained of can be remedied without
prejudice to the adverse party.

3.6.  In the locus classicus of Okpe v. Fan Milk & Anor (2017) 2 NWLR (Pt.
1549) 370, the apex courl pontificated that justice is a “three-way traffic”
— involving justice to the Claimant, the Detendant, and the Court itself. To
deny the Plaintiff the opportunity to adopt the amended Witness Statement

* ‘on Oath, that is ccatral to his grievance would be 4 curtailment of his right
to conduct his case to the best of his ability. The concept of justice being a
tripartite traffic involves justice to all the parties before the court and the

. court itself. All the parties before the court must be availed ample and
sufficient time and space to ventilate their grievances and conduct their
cases to the best of their abilitics.
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3,7, Similarly, in Usiversity of Benln v, K.T. Otganisation Lid {2007) 14
_ NWLR (Pt. 1035) 441, the Supreme Court realliimed (hat the paraimount
. constderation In the exercine of judiclal diseretion 1y whether granting the
application will serve the Interest of jusilcs while ensuring that no posty
sufters any injustice.

38, Your Worshlp, this application does rot seck fo reapen the Plaintis

" cage for the purpose of introducing fresh documientary evidence. All the
documents already tendered and admitted are identical to those referred to
in the Amended Witness Statement on Onth. The application metcly seeks
to regularize the record by substituting the inadvertently adopted deposition
with the correct amended deposition already before the Court,
Consequently, the Defendant will suffer ne prejudice whatsoever,

3.9: Tho Plaintiff' has acted prompily upon discovering the emor, the
nmended deposition is already before the Court, and the Defendant's right to
¢ross-examination remoains complotely intact. Accordingly, the balance of

- justlce overwhelmingly favours the grant of this application.

40 CONCLUSION

In view of the foregoing, wo respectfully urge this Flonourable Court to sxercise its
discretion judiclally and judiciously by granting this application in the interest of
substantinl justice.

Dr. Dayo G. Ashonibare, Bsq (Notary Public)

Ene Ashonibare, Esg

. \— Simiat Suleiman, Fsq
1.0 Torahim, Esq

Plaintit/Applicant's Counsel

Levite Soicitors & Abitrators

Block 15D Salis Cougt, Efire Heogun Street
(Around Airport Junction) Gwarimpa
FCT-Abuja

08033661414

08100485744

levitesolicitors@gmail.com
hello@levitesolicitors,com

FOR SERVICE ON!

The DefendantRespondens



¢/o Habila Turshak, Esq.
Habila Turshak & Co.

No. 6 Gabes Street,

Wuse Zone 2, Abuja.
habilagarba@gmail.com
habilaturshak@nigerianbar
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