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01. Introduction.  

We start by first appreciating the Almighty God, The Most 

Merciful and Most benevolent Creator for giving us this day to 

utilize for this noble venture of paper presentation on the very 

topical issue. That done, we do also register our sincere gratitude 

to the oven fresh, brand new Administrator of National Judicial 

Institute (NJI), His Lordship, Hon. Justice Salisu Garba Abdulahi, 

as well as the Directors and other hard and smart working 

members of staff of the Institute for assigning us to lead in this 

discussion. It is a rare privilege which we are not, by any means, 

taking for granted at all. We are sincerely grateful. In the same 

vein, we appreciate and thank our Chief Judge, Hon. Justice, A. R. 

Ozoemena and our President, (CCA, Enugu) Hon, Justice G. C. 

 
* Formerly, Associate Professor/Dean, Faculty of Law Ebonyi State University, Abakaliki, Ebonyi State, Nigeria. 
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Nnamani, FCIArb, for granting us the leave to respond 

affirmatively to the opportunity as granted by NJI. 
 

To the Honourable Justices, Judges and Kadis so eminently seated 

for this discussion, I can only add also that I am humbled by this 

uncommon privilege of standing before you to make this 

presentation. I plead for your understanding, patience and support 

as the proceedings go on; so that my obvious inadequacies can be 

pardoned and absorbed with compassion. I plead that you 

participate actively in the discussion so as to fill in the gaps and 

bring about a robust session that will impact positively on the 

entire judicial system of this country and truly promote judicial 

excellence in the administration of justice which is the theme of 

this year’s conference. 

 

02. The Importance and Scope of the Topic Under Discussion.  

a. Preliminary Clarifications 

By the term, jurisdictional issues in the application of 

Customary Law in Nigeria, the topic could be understood to 

mean that there are lots of controversies on the application of 

customary law in all the courts in the country. But that is not 

in consonance with the reality on ground. It is not in all the 

courts that jurisdiction is a problem or controversial in 

relation to customary law. 

There is no doubt that customary law is one of the major 

sources of law applicable in Nigerian Courts1. 

 
1 See, O. N. Ogbu, Modern Nigerian Legal System (Enugu, CIDJAP Press, 2000) 51.  Other sources of Nigerian Law 
include English Law, Nigerian Legislation, Nigerian case law, Islamic Law and International Law. 
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In practice, various court legislations have consistently 

provided that local customs and traditional practices can be 

identified by proof, censored and applied to cases brought 

before the courts, especially in cases involving Nigerian 

citizens. 

Even in the Evidence Act, 20112, it is provided that customs 

once proved, shall be enforced, provided that it is not 

contrary to public policy and not repugnant to natural justice, 

equity and good conscience. 

It is also obvious that under certain conditions and 

circumstances, appeals have and could be done on questions 

of customary law up to the Supreme Court, the Apex Court in 

Nigeria. 

Indeed, various laws that have established courts in this 

country make it compulsory that disputes between Nigerian 

citizens must be necessarily settled on the basis and platform 

of Customary law. A clear example is the High Court Law of 

Enugu State3. It provides inter alia, thus: “The court shall 

observe and enforce the observance of customary law”4. 

The law goes further in section 17 (2) to state clearly that, 

“such customary law shall be deemed applicable in any civil 

cause or matter where the parties thereto are: 

a. persons of Nigerian descent, 

b. persons of Nigerian descent and persons who are not of 

Nigerian descent and if it appears to the court that 

 
2  Evidence Act, 2011, s. 18 (3) 
3 Cap 92, Revised Laws of Enugu State, 2004. 
4 Ibid, s. 17 (1). 
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substantial justice would be done to either party by a 

strict adherence to the rule of any law or laws other 

than customary law. 

It is on the basis of this High Court (establishement) law in 

Enugu State, also replicated in many other High Court 

(establishment) laws across the country that the bulk of cases 

handled by the various High Courts in Nigeria are dealt with 

on the basis of established customs and traditions which are 

proved to be valid and enforceable.  Such cases usually 

progress up to the Court of Appeal and the Supreme Court. 

The point of emphasis here is that it is not in the power of 

courts to apply customary law per se that there are issues of 

concern or controversies.  Where we have issues fervently 

begging for attention and resolution is in the scope of the 

jurisdiction of the Customary Court of Appeal at the Federal 

Capital Territory, Abuja and in the various States of the 

Federation; which have the primary duty to handle appeals 

from customary courts within their territorial boundaries. 

It is also obvious that although other courts in the hierarchy 

of Courts in Nigeria apply customary law to the cases before 

them as proved to be applicable, the bulk of cases handled on 

the basis of Customary Law, are at the Customary and Area 

Courts, mostly located in the rural areas.  They are otherwise 

referred to as the grass root courts.  Appeals from such courts 

proceed to Customary Courts of Appeal where they are 

established or to Magistrate’s and High Courts where 

Customary Courts of Appeal are not established. 
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By the express provisions of the Constitution of the Federal 

Republic of Nigeria, 1999 as amended as well as the Court of 

Appeal Act, issues have arisen which tend to constrain the  

free flow of the jurisdiction of the Customary Court of 

Appeal in handling appeals from courts subordinate to it.  For 

instance, by the way some of those constitutional and 

statutory provisions have been interpreted by the court of 

Appeal and the Supreme Court, the Customary Court of 

Appeal has become, inadventently, the court of last recourse 

in relation to appeals from Customary and Area Courts.   

This and other legal concerns are what I intend to highlight 

more elaborately in the remaning parts of this paper.  

However, before we move fully into that sphere, I humbly 

consider it apposite to throw more light on the history and the 

global nature of Customary Law as a concept. 

02. (b) Customary Law Jurisprudence: 

The advent of Customary Law Jurisprudence in Nigeria is as 

old as the commencement of modern system of government, 

through British colonialism in the territory presently referrred 

to as Nigeria.  It is a notorious fact that Great Britain began 

its formal governmental colonization of Nigeria in 1861.  It 

started with the treaty of 1861 by which the then King of 

Lagos, Oba Dosunmu, ceded Lagos to Britain and thus 

granted the Queen of England, full souvereign powers over 

the port and Island of Lagos. 

Other major parts of Nigeria were equally ceded to the Queen 

of England or her representatives in order to legitimize and 
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justify the premafacie foreign interference in local affairs 

which colonialism, strictly so called, amounted to. 

As asserted by Elizabeth Isiehei, “colonization, through out 

the world has always been an essentially violent 

phenomenon.  It was imposed by violence and 

maintained, by its potential capacity for violence”5. 

Nevertheless, it was by the instrumentality of bilateral 

treaties, similar to the one signed by the Oba of Lagos as 

alluded to above that the various hitherto independent parts 

of the territories which later merged to become the modern 

Nigeria ceded their respective indepence to British Colonial 

Powers. 

The power to sign the treaties by the various local and 

communal authorites derived from Customary Law made 

legitimate by the various local customs and practices which 

first conferred governenmental powers on the said local and 

communal authorities. 

In relation to the 1861 treaty between Lagos and the Queen 

of England, it was on the basis of that treaty that the British 

government symbolically hoisted the British flag, the Union 

Jack, to herald the epochal commencement of a long period 

of colonial government in Nigeria.  It progressed to the later 

years of the 20th century. 

That treaty of 1861 and other similar treaties which brought 

about modern modes of administration through colonialism 

had a fusion of the Customary Laws of the various Nigerian 

 

5 Elizabeth Isichei, A History of Igbo People (London, Macmillian, 1976) – 119. 
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Communities as well as the Common Law of England as the 

basis for their legal validity.  

Viewed from the International Law perspectives, treaties are 

recognized as “Jus Cogens” in International Customary Law 

as legitimate modes of international transactions which could 

give rise to rights and duties, liabilities and obligations. 

The 1969 and 1986 vienna coventions on the law of treaty 

have finally and formally stamped legitimacy on international 

treaties between independent states, provided they do not 

conflict with other fundamental Jus Cogens6.  All these are 

aspects of customary law jurisprudence, albeit, international 

law jurisprudence. 

Back to Nigeria.  Upon the establishment of effective 

colonial administtration in and for Nigeria, through the 

earlier mentioned treaties, certain statutes were enacted by 

Her majesty’s parliament in the United Kingdom to dictate 

the legal system to be operated in Nigeria, as well as its 

permitted components. 

Professor Osita Nnamani Ogbu put the matter more lucidely 

in the following words: 

By virtue of Nigerian experience as one time 

colonial territory under British rule, English 

Law forms a large portion of Nigerian Law.  

These Laws included those enancted directly 

by the crown or her agents in Nigeria as a 

colonial territory, some of which were retained 

 
6 Jus Cogens (or ius Cogens) is a latin phrase which means “Compelling Law”.  It designates norms from which no 
derogation is permitted by way of particular agreements. 
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after Nigerias Independence.  The second 

category is the English Law received through 

the instrumentality of our own local 

legislations after Independence7. 

It is from this conceptual reality that the cources of Nigerian 

Law have been listed as follows: 

1. English Law. 

(a) English enactments extended to 

Nigeria before her Independence. 

 (b) Received English Law 

(i) The Common Law 

(ii) The doctrines of Equity  

(iii) Statutes of general application 

in force in England on the 1st 

day of January, 1900. 

(iv) Statutes and subsidiary 

legislation on specified matters. 
 

2. Nigerian Legislation. 

3. Nigerian Case Law. 

4. Nigerian Customary Law/Islamic Law 

5. International Law8. 

Nigerian Customary Law/Islamic Law is underlined as above 

to demontrate that it has always been a lagitimate source of 

our domestic law.  In practice, various legislatious have 

consistently provided that local customs and traditional 

practices should be identified, proved and applied to cases 
 

7 O. N. Ogbu, Modern Nigerian Legal System (Enugu, CIDJAP Press, 2007) 51. 
8 Ibidi, 49 – 50. 
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brought before our courts; especially in cases involving 

Nigerian citizens.  A good example, as already hinted above, 

is the Evidence Act, 2011, section 18 (3) thereof.  It provides 

inter-alia that customs, once proved, shall be enforced, 

provided that it is not contrary to public policy and not 

repugnant to natural justice, equity and good conscience. 

It is also true that “Chieftaincy Matters are unarguably 

matters of customary law”9.  As already hinted above, it is 

from the customs and traditions of a given community or 

people in Nigeria that their traditional rulers emerge.  

Chieftaincy Matters are therefore essentially questions of 

customary law. 

In Bukoyo vs. Adeyemo10, the Supreme Court stated it 

clearly as follows: 

By the provision of section 3 (3) of the Chiefs 

(Appointment and Deposition) Law, cap C, 

Laws of Kwara State, 2006, in the case of any 

dispute, the Governor, after due inquiry and 

consultation with persons concerned in the 

selection, has the final say as to whether the 

appointment of any Chief has been made in 

accordance with customary law and practice. 

Ideally therefore, Chieftancy disputes ought to be within the 

exclusive original jurisdictions of Customary/Area Courts as 

well as the Customary Court of Appeal, mutatis mutandis.  

 
9 Per Hon. Justice G. C. Nnamani, President, Customary Court of Appeal, Enugu State, in his book, Customary Law In 
Nigeria, (Enugu, Chenglo Press, 2020) P.326. 
10 [2017] 1 NWLR (Pt 1546) 173 at 195. 
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But that is not the case presently.  We shall return to this 

later. 

From the foregoing analysis, we have endeavoured to show 

that customary law plays a pivotal role in the attainment of 

substantial justice in and by Nigerian Courts.  The Customary 

and Area Courts which handle the bulk of cases of the greater 

population of Nigerians at the grass roots and whose 

proceedings proceed further to the Customary Court of 

Appeal are the ones that apply customary law most 

fundamentally.  It is therefore of utmost necesity that the 

Customary Courts of Appeal should have their jurisdictions 

to hear appeals from the courts lower to them well spelt out 

and also the jurisdictions of the Court of Appeal which 

recives appeals from them (Customary Court of Appeal) well 

and unambiguosly spelt out.  Regretably, there are lingering 

controversises in that area of our domestic law.  This point 

naturally brings us to the next and decisive segment of this 

paper. 

 

03. Controversies Trailing the Appellate Jurisdiction of 

Customary Court of Appeal In Nigeria – Progress 

Report. 
 

The question of the nature and extent of appellate jurisdiction of 

the Customary Court of Appeal in Nigeria is very controversial.  It 

throws up a lot of vagueness and intrigues, hence very confusing.  

The opportunity presented by this medium is therefore considered 

apt to dissect the issue and lay all the relevant cards bare for a 

proper understanding of the various dimensions of the matter and 

ultimately draw some consequential conclusions that would have 



11 
 

the effect of putting the records straight and illuminating the 

audience accordingly. 

There lies the whole essence of this segment of this paper.  If we 

are able to remove all the confusing intrigues adversely associated 

with the intended jurisdictional dimensions of the Customary Court 

of Appeal, we will achieve the desired understanding of the 

relevance and utility of the court.  This, in turn, will have the 

hallowed effect of placing the court in its proper perspective for 

better results. 

To achieve the afore-stated purposes, the segment is further 

divided into the following sub issues: 

(a) The Constitutional Creation of the Jurisdiction of the 

Customary Court of Appeal. 

(b) The Nature of Jurisdictions Conferred on the Court. 

(c) The Power of the State Legislature to Expand the Jurisdiction 

of the Customary Court of Appeal. 

(d) The Customary Court of Appeal as a Final Court in Certain 

Matters. 

(e) The new paradigm shift of the Supreme Court on the matter. 

(f) The Additional Impetus of Ozoemena v. Nwokoro 

 

03     (a) The Constitutional Creation of the Jurisdiction of the 

Customary Court of Appeal. 

 The two different sections by which the Constitution of the 

Federal Republic of Nigeria, 1999 (as amended) effected the 

creation of Customary Court of Appeal in Nigeria are 
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sections 267 and 282.  Whereas section 267 relates to the 

Customary Court of Appeal of the Federal Capital Territory 

(FCT); section 282 is on the constitutional nature of the 

jurisdiction of the Customary Court of Appeal of a State. 

According to section 267, the Customary Court of Appeal of 

the Federal Capital Territory, Abuja, shall, in addition to such 

other jurisdiction as may be conferred upon it by an Act of 

the National Assembly, exercise such appellate and 

supervisory jurisdiction in civil proceedings involving 

questions of customary law.11 

For the states, the constitution provides: 

A Customary Court of Appeal of a 

State shall exercise appellate and 

supervisory jurisdiction in civil 

proceedings involving questions of 

customary law.12 

For the purpose of this section, a 

Customary Court of Appeal of a 

State shall exercise such jurisdiction 

and decide such questions as may be 

prescribed by the House of 

Assembly of the State for which it is 

established.13 

As rightly observed by a distinguished jurist and writer, “the 

only distinction between the two” (CCA of FCT and that of 

 
11 See, the Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigerian (as amended) s. 267. 
12 Ibid, s.  282 (1) 
13 Ibidi, s. 282 (2) 
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a state) “is in the donor authority that crowns them with 

jurisdiction”14 Whereas the National Assembly is 

empowered to make laws that confer jurisdiction on the 

Customary Court of Appeal of the FCT, the State House of 

Assembly holds a similar Power in respect of a State 

Customary Court of Appeal. 

It was on the basis of the foregoing provisions that the Court 

of Appeal had the opportunity in Customary Court of 

Appeal, Edo State vs. Aguele15 to hold Interalia, that the 

jurisdiction of the Customary Court of Appeal is derived 

from section 282 of the 1999 Constitution. 

Relying strictly on the two subsections of section 282, the 

court, per Bulkachuwa (JCA as she then was)16, further held 

thus: 

From the above, the Customary 

Court of Appeal has jurisdiction in 

an appeal that comes before it on 

question of customary law only or 

on such question as may be 

prescribed by the House of 

Assembly of the State in which the 

Customary Court of Appeal is 

established.  There is no law to my 

knowledge by the House of 

Assembly of Bendel State conferring 

jurisdiction on the Customary Court 

 
14 Obande Ogbuinya (now JCA), Understanding the Concept of Jurisdiction in Nigerian Legal System (Enugu, Snaap 
Press, 2008) 270. 
15 [2006] 12 NWLR (Pt 995) 545 at 562 
16 Now, The President of Court of Appeal (Rtd) 
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of Appeal, Edo State to decide 

matters on such other questions 

than customary law.  It follows 

therefore that the court can only 

decide on such matters of customary 

law that comes before it on appeal 

from the various customary courts 

in the state. 

Commenting on the matter, given this position of the Court 

of Appeal, Obande Ogbuniya, J (as he then was, now JCA), 

in his book17 observed that, “where the legislature of a state 

assigns no further jurisdiction to a Customary Court of 

Appeal as decreed or preserved by subsection (2) of 

section 282, it appears it will be floating or roaming 

within the confines of subsection (1) of section 282 

bordering on customary law”. 

 

03     (b) The Nature of the Jurisdiction Conferred on the Customary 

Court of Appeal. 

From the text of the constitutional provisions and the judicial 

interpretation highlighted above, the primary area of 

jurisdiction of the Customary Court of Appeal is appeal on 

issues of customary law.  It is for this reason that most 

lawyers go with the erroneous notion that once the appeal or 

ground of appeal does not raise issues of customary law 

perse, the Customary Court of Appeal does not have 

jurisdiction to hear the case. 

 
17 Ogbuinya. op. cit, 275 
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In reality, authorities have crystallized that a Customary 

Court of Appeal in a state needs not be limited to appeals on 

customary law issues alone.  For instance, in Uwazuronye vs. 

Governor of Imo State (2005) 1 NWLR (pt. 906) 19 at 32, 

the Court of Appeal held valid and constitutional, section 79 

of Edict No. 6 of 1989 of Imo State which conferred 

additional jurisdiction (on prerogative writ proceedings) 

then as prescribed by section 247 (1) of the former (1979) 

constitution (now section 282 (1) of the 1999 constitution) on 

the Customary Court of Appeal of Imo State.  The State 

House of Assembly derived the said power from subsection 2 

of section 247 of the 1979 Constitution (now subsection 2 of 

section 282 of 1999 constitution). 

In this case, the Court of Appeal simply recognized as valid, 

the proactive legislative action of the Imo State Legislature in 

taking advantage of subsection (2) of section 247 of the 1979 

constitution (now section 282) to expand the jurisdiction of 

the State Customary Court of Appeal.  This is what the Edo 

(then Bendel) State House of Assembly could not do and for 

which the same Court of Appeal handed down a contrary 

decision in Customary Court of Appeal of Edo State vs. 

Aguele (Supra).  In other words, if the Edo State Legislature 

had formerly expanded the jurisdiction of the State 

Customary Court of Appeal beyond the narrow confines of 

section 282 (1) of the 1999 constitution as subsection (2) 

authorized it to so do, the Court of Appeal would not have 

derobed the State Customary Court of Appeal of jurisdiction 

in matters not strictly within the purview of customary law 

issues as it did in that case. 
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03     (c) The Power of State Legislature To Expand The Jurisdiction 

of CCA 

A typical example of how to take full benefit of the window 

of opportunity created by section 282 (2) of the constitution 

to expand the subject-matter jurisdiction of the Customary 

Court of Appeal is the case of Enugu State.  Perhaps, guided 

by the contrasting experiences of Imo and Edo States as 

illustrated by the two cases highlighted above, the Enugu 

State House of Assembly enacted the Customary Court of 

Appeal Law, No. 7 of 2005 as amended.  A section of the 

law18 confers on the court,19 its general jurisdiction thus: “the 

Court shall have jurisdiction to the exclusion of any other 

court to hear and determine appeals from the customary 

courts of the state” 

From the letters of this section of the said law which derives 

validity from section 282 (2) of the constitution, it is obvious 

that the point of emphasis for the jurisdiction of the 

Customary Court of Appeal in Enugu State is more on the 

court from which an appeal can come than the issues on 

which appeal is filed; like the grounds of appeal or issues for 

determination in the appeal. 

Another obvious implication of the Enugu State Law on the 

Customary Court of Appeal is that it has invariably expanded 

the subject-matter jurisdiction of the State Customary Court 

of Appeal beyond only customary law issues as primarily 

envisaged by section 282 (1) of the constitution.  By it, the 

said court is spared the despicable experience of what Hon. 

 
18Customary Court of Appeal Law, 2005, s. 8. 
19Referring to the Customary Court of Appeal, Enugu State. 
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Justice Obande Ogbunya20 described as “floating or 

roaming within the confines of subsection (1) of section 

282 …” of the constitution. 

By the effect of the said Law of the Enugu State Legislature, 

the competence of the State Customary Court of Appeal is 

extended (by additional jurisdiction) to the point of hearing 

all appeals, or better still, all grounds of appeal (especially on 

civil matters) from customary courts of the state. 

Even more specific and detailed in this regard is section 9 (1) 

of the said (Customary Court of Appeal) Law which provides 

thus: 

The Customary Court of Appeal may, 

from time to time, make any order 

necessary for determining the real 

question in controversy in the appeal, and 

may direct the court below to inquire into 

and certify its findings on any question 

which the Customary Court of Appeal 

thinks fit to determine before final 

judgment in the appeal and may make  an 

interim order or grant any injunction 

which the court below is authorized to 

make or grant and may direct any 

necessary inquiries or accounts to be 

made or taken and generally shall have 

full jurisdiction over the whole 

proceedings as if the proceedings had 

been instituted in the Customary Court of 
 

20 Now JCA. 
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Appeal as court of first instance and may 

rehear the case in whole or in part or may 

remit it to the court below for the purpose 

of such re-hearing or may give such other 

directions as to the manner in which the 

court below shall deal with the case in 

accordance with the powers of that court. 

From the foregoing, we can safely submit that sections 8 and 

9 of the Customary Court of Appeal Law of Enugu State 

have the effect of substantially elongating the appellate 

jurisdiction of the said court beyond the limit of issues of 

customary law on matters handled by customary courts in the 

state.  This elongation, we humbly submit, is in consonance 

with the powers conferred on the House of Assembly of the 

State in that regard by subsection (2) of Section 282 of the 

1999 Constitution. 

Another area where the state legislature can easily hang on to 

further expand the jurisdiction of the State Customary Court 

of Appeal is on the supervision of trial court directly under 

the Customary Court of Appeal.  In donating power to the 

court, section 282 (1) also includes for the court, supervisory 

jurisdiction in civil proceedings involving questions of 

customary law.  It is submitted therefore, that a state 

legislature can equally further legislate to give effect to the 

modalities for the application and utilization of the said 

power which the afore cited section of the constitution 

expressed only in the outline. 

Again, the relevant legal framework in Enugu State presents 

a good template for illustration.  Order 22, Rule 1 (1) (a) of 
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the Customary Court of Appeal Rules, 2019 of the State 

recognizes and enforces the court’s supervisory jurisdiction 

over customary court proceedings as confered by the 

constitution21.  The said Order22 provides thus: 

In exercise (of) of the supervisory 

jurisdiction of the court pursuant to 

section 282 of the Constitution of the 

Federal Republic of Nigeria (as 

amended), any application within the 

court’s jurisdiction and powers for: (a) an 

order of mandamus, prohibition or 

certioriari … shall be made by way of an 

application for judicial review in 

accordance with the provisions of this 

order. 

In respect of the Customary Court of Appeal of 

the Federal Capital Territory, the National 

Assembly, pursuant to the enabling window 

(allowed by section 267 of the Constitution to 

creat additional jurisdiction for the court) boldly 

enacted the Customary Court of Appeal of the 

Federal Capital Territory, Abuja (Jurisdiction on 

Chieftancy Matters) Act No. 5 of 2011.  The Act 

provides as follows: 

1. Subject to section 267 of the 

Constitution, the Customary Court 

 
21 The Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria, 1999 (as amended) s. 282 (1). 
22 The Customary Court of Appeal Rules of Enugu State, 2019, or 22 R 1 (1) (a). 
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of Appeal of the Federal Capital 

Territory, Abuja, shall: 

(a) Exercise appellate and 

supervisory jurisdiction in 

proceedings where the subject 

matter of the claim is on, or 

relates to customary law; and 

(b) Have exclusive original 

jurisdiction in the Federal 

Capital Territory, Abuja to 

hear and determine dispute on 

or relating to Chieftaincy 

Matters. 

2. Section 12 of the Chiefs 

(Appointment and Deposition) 

(Federal Capital Territory) Act is 

repealed. 

The afore quoted Act of the National Assembly is 

very exemplary in the desired need to 

systematically expand the frontiers of the 

Custromary/Area Courts as well as the Customary 

Court of Appeal in the quest to accelerate and 

promote the unhindered application of customary 

law in those courts which are the fimiliar and 

traditional abodes of customary law. 

The various state legislatures are therefore 

enjoined to emulate this wonderful legislative step 

taken by the National Assembly and replacate the 

law in their various states, especially where the 



21 
 

Customary Court of Appeal are already 

established.  This, they can do with necessary 

modifications to suit their peculiar circumstances.  

For instance, in Enugu State, the process is now 

ongoing to creat Grade A Customary Courts 

which will have the original jurisdiction to hear 

Chieftaincy disputes as courts of first instance.  

Thereafter, appeals will lie from there exclusively 

to the Customary Court of Appeal. 
  

03     (d) The Customary Court of Appeal As a Final Court in Certain 

Matters. 

The Customary Court of Appeal, whether of a state or of the 

Federal Capital Territory, is a superior court of record with 

constitutionally entrenched powers, obligations and 

privileges.  It is one of the courts specifically listed in the 

constitution23 as superior courts of records.  The constitution 

clearly states: 

The courts to which this section 

relates, established by this 

constitution for the Federation and 

for the States, specified in subsection 

5 (a) to (i) of this section shall be the 

only superior courts of record in 

Nigeria; and save as otherwise 

prescribed or by the House of 

Assembly of a state, each court shall 

 
23The Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria 1999 (as amended) s. 282 (1). 
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have all the powers of a superior 

court of record.24 

Earlier in section 6 (1) and (2), the same constitution, 

formally vested on the listed courts, judicial powers of the 

federation and of the states, mutatis mutandis. On the 

other hand, by the hierarchical organogram of courts under 

the Nigerian Legal System, the Customary Court of Appeal is 

of equal status with the High Court of a State or Federal High 

Court, as well as National Industrial Court and Sharia Court 

of Appeal.   

Writing brilliantly on this point, a learned author, Prof. Osita 

Nnamani Ogbu, stated very rightly as follows: 

At the apex of the court structure in 

Nigeria today is the Supreme Court 

to which appeals lie from the 

decisions of the Court of Appeal.  

Immediately below the Supreme 

Court is the Court of Appeal.  A stop 

below the Court of Appeal stand the 

Federal High Court, the High 

Courts of States and the Federal 

Capital Territory, Abuja, the Sharia 

Court of Appeal and, the Customary 

Court of Appeal …25 

In terms of prominence and status, the Customary Court of 

Appeal is equal with the High Court of a state, Federal High 

 
24 Ibid, s. 6 (3). 
25 O.N. Ogbu, op. cit, 222. 
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Court, High Court of the Federal Capital Territory, National 

Industrial Court.  Aside from the fact that section 6 (3) of the 

Constitution says so by listing them as superior courts of 

record with constitutional flavor, the Customary Court of 

Appeal Law of Enugu State, in order to clear any lingering 

doubts on that point, makes unequivocal statement of law in 

that regard.  According section 5 of the said law, 

The salaries, allowances and other 

perquisites of a Judge of the 

Customary Court of Appeal shall be 

paid out of the consolidated Revenue 

Fund and shall be the same as those 

payable to a Judge of the High 

Court so however that the President 

of the Customary Court of Appeal 

shall be paid such salaries, 

allowances and other perquisites as 

are payable to the Chief Judge of the 

State.26 

Another legal reality that points to the equality of the 

Customary Court of Appeal with the High Court and other 

superior courts of records listed in the constitution is that, 

like the High Court, appeals lies from the Customary Court 

of Appeal to the Court of Appeal and subsequently to the 

Supreme Court.  However, the terms by which the 

constitution confers right of appeal from the Customary 

Court of Appeal to the Court of Appeal leaves a yawning 

 
26 Customary Court of Appeal Law 2005, s. 6 (2) is more unequivocal as it states that, “for the avoidance of doubt, 
a Judge of the Court shall be equal to a Judge of the High Court of the State”  
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lacuna  which has inadvertently left certain issues and 

questions capable of arising from decisions of Customary 

Courts of Appeal incapable of being ventilated up to the 

Court of Appeal. 

According to the Constitution;27 

An appeal shall lie from decisions of a 

Customary Court of Appeal as of right in 

any civil proceedings before the 

Customary Court of Appeal with respect 

to any question of customary law and 

such other matters as may be prescribed 

by an Act of the National Assembly 

The inevitable effects of this constitutional provision are: 

(i) Appeals cannot lie to the Court of Appeal from 

decisions of Customary Courts of Appeal in Nigeria, 

save on points of customary law issues. 

 

(ii) Even If a given state or federal28 legislature has 

increased the jurisdiction of the relevant Customary 

Court of Appeal beyond mere issues of Customary 

Law, appeals on those additional issues that reflect on 

the decisions of the said court cannot lie to the Court of 

Appeal. 

 

(iii) As rightly observed by Justice Obande Ogbuniya, “the 

House of Assembly that will give the said additional 

 
27 Customary Court of Appeal Law 2005, s. 6 (2). 
28 In relation to Customary Court of Appeal of the Federal Capital Territory, Abuja. 



25 
 

jurisdiction to the Customary Court of Appeal, 

premised on subsection (2) of section 282, has no 

vires to make laws that will tend to confer 

jurisdiction on the Court of Appeal.  This can only 

be tenable for the Customary Court of Appeal of the 

Federal Capital Territory, Abuja which draws its 

additional jurisdiction from the National Assembly 

that can make laws for the Court of Appeal”29  

 

(iv) The overall effect of this despicable scenario is that for 

all those issues outside questions of customary law, 

like, issues on general/common law principles, issues of 

trial procedure and evidence, etc; which a Customary 

Court of Appeal of a State may decide upon, and in 

respect of which appeals cannot lie to the Court of 

Appeal, the Customary Court of Appeal has become a 

court of last appeal occupying, for those matters, a 

position equivalent to that of the Supreme Court on 

matters litigated up to it. 

 

(v) This is so because, since the Customary Court of 

Appeal is of equal status with the High Court, appeals 

do not lie from the former to the latter even on those 

issues other than issues of customary law; which issues 

cannot be subject of appeal to the Court of Appeal, and 

obviously not to be subsequently appealed upon to the 

Supreme Court. 

 
29 Obande Ogbuniya, op. cit. 280. 
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On the aggregate, the crux of the matter shortly before now 

was that an appeal could only lie from the Customary Court 

of Appeal to the Court of Appeal, if and only if, it related to a 

question of customary law and no more.  This state of affairs 

as handed down by the Supreme Court (of Nigeria) dates 

back to the interpretation of an equivalent section in the 1979 

Constitution.30 

Interpreting the said section in the case of Golok vs, Aiyal 

Pawn31, the Supreme Court, per Uwais JSC (as he then was) 

held inter alia thus: 

There is as yet no any other matter which 

has been prescribed by either an Act of 

the National Assembly or a Decree.  It is 

clear from the provisions of subsection (1) 

of section 224 of the 1979 Constitution 

that there is only one right of appeal to 

the Court of Appeal.  That right pertains 

to a complaint or ground of appeal which 

raises a question of customary law alone.  

It does not accommodate any complaint 

or ground of appeal which does not raise 

a question of customary law. 

The frustration suffered by litigants as a result of the position 

of the law on this issue is best illustrated by the case of Iyanu 

vs. Aigbiremwen32.  There, the appellant sued the respondent 

in Oredo Area Customary Court, Benin for a declaration of 

 
30 The Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria, 1979, s. 224 (1) in Parimaterial with Constitution of the 
Federal Republic of Nigeria 1999 (as amended) s. 245 (1). 
31 [1990] 3 NWLR (Pt 139) 411. 
32 [1992] 2 NWLR (Pt 222) 233 
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customary right of occupancy over a piece or parcel of land, 

damages for trespass and injunction.  The case ended in his 

favour, consequent upon which the respondent appealed to 

the Customary Court of Appeal which allowed the appeal. 

The original plaintiff then appealed to the Court of Appeal.  

The Court of Appeal, in giving effect to section 225 (1) of the 

1979 Constitution (now section 245 (1) of the 1999 

Constitution) found that the appellant’s two grounds of 

appeal failed to raise question of customary law and yielded 

to the respondent’s preliminary objection to the effect that the 

appeal was incompetent.  The Court of Appeal examined 

section 224 (1) (now s. 245 (1)) of the Constitution, viz-a-viz 

section 49 of the Customary Court of Appeal Edict No. 16 of 

1984 (as amended) of Bendel State.  It found section 49 of 

the Edict void for being inconsistent with and ultra vires  

section 224 (1) of the 1979 Constitution. 

The following determinative part of the judgment of 

Ogwudare JCA33 says it all.  He posited thus: 

After a careful consideration of these 

grounds, I have come to the conclusion 

that none of them raises any question of 

customary law …  These complaints do 

not put in issue what the customary law 

on a particular point ought to be, which, 

to my mind, is the purport of section 224 

(1).  It follows therefore that plaintiff’s 

appeal to this court is incompetent and 

must be struck out. 
 

33 As he then was 
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In a similar vein, the case of Tiza vs. Begha34 which began 

from Sankara grade one Area Court, Benue State eventually 

failed against the respondent in the Supreme Court on the 

ground that none of his grounds of appeal raised any issue of 

customary law as envisaged by section 224 (1) (now s. 245) 

of the Constitution. 

The Supreme Court had really been strict and rigid on the 

point – that only appeals that boarder on issues and questions 

of customary law can lie from the Customary Court of 

Appeal to Court of Appeal and further to the Supreme Court.  

This position, no doubts, gave effect to series of despicable 

gaps in the legal system that are crying for remedial 

measures.  

03     (e) The new paradigm shift of the Supreme Court on the matter. 

When the decision of the court of Appeal in CCA, Edo v. 

Aguele was further tested at the Supreme Court, it was a 

golden opportunity for the apex court of the land to take 

another hard look on the whole controversy.  Thus, in CCA, 

Edo State v. Aguele35  the Supreme Court began a 

revolutionary shift from narrow to liberal interpretation of the 

constitutionally entrenched jurisdiction of the Customary 

Court of Appeal in Nigeria. 

To that end, the following clear policy statements emerged 

from its decision in Aguele’s case (supra): 

 
34 [2005] 15 NWLR (Pt 949) 616 
35 [2018] 3 NWLR (Pt 1607) 369 
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(1). That the jurisdiction of the Customary Court of Appeal 

in a state36 derive from two different but equally 

legitimate sources, namely, direct from the Constitution, 

section 282 (1) thereof.  And this is strictly on questions 

of customary Law, perse.  The other source is from the 

legislative laws of the House of Assembly of the 

concerned State.  This is as donated by section 282 (2) 

of the Constitution.  Under this platform, it is legitimate 

for the House of Assembly of a state to increase the 

jurisdiction of the State’s Customary Court of Appeal 

over and above mere questions of Customary Law.  

This much was unequivocally stated by the Supreme 

Court as disclosed in the lead judgment of his Lordship, 

Mary – Peter Odili, JSC in the said Aguele’s case thus: 

“the Customary Court of Appeal can competently 

exercise appellate/supervisory jurisdiction over 

decisions of Customary Courts, either under section 

282 (1) or section 282 (2) of the 1999 Constitution”. 

By this pronouncement, sections 8 and 9 of the 

Customary Court of Appeal Law of Enugu State 200537  

already analysed above received the implied 

authorization and confirmation of the Supreme Court. 

(2). That a State High Court is of coordinate jurisdiction 

with a customary court of Appeal of a state and that 

none is superior or inferior to the other. 

According to M.D. Mohammed JSC, in his concurring 

judgment in the case, “a community reading of 

 
36 And also in the Federal Capital Territory (FCT), vide section 267 of the constitution. 
37 Which expanded the jurisdiction of the court in Enugu State beyond mere questions of customary Law. 
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sections 240, 241 and 245 of the 1999 Constitution38 

as amended shows clearly that the High Court and 

the Customary Court of Appeal, which decision the 

former sought to review, are courts of co – ordinate 

jurisdiction and that the Court of Appeal, to the 

exclusion of any other court, hears and determines 

appeals from the two”.39  

(3). That ground or issue of fair hearing is a ground or issue 

of customary law and thus within the first line of 

jurisdiction conferred on the Customary Court of 

Appeal in section 282 (1) of the Constitution. 

This holding was a revolutionary decision as it had 

hitherto been generally presumed that the issue of fair 

hearing is limited to common law or statutory 

provisions.  It was this issue of fair hearing that sparked 

off the litigation in the said Aguele’s case from the 

Customary Court Ubuaja, Edo State to the Customary 

Court of Appeal Edo State, to High Court Edo State, to 

Court of Appeal and finally to the Supreme Court.  At 

the Supreme Court, as reported (supra) his Lordship, 

Ejembi Eko JSC, in his concurring judgment, settled 

that point as follows: 

The lower court (court of Appeal), 

like the trial court (High Court, Edo 

State) fell into the error of isolating 

the mandatory procedural rules of 

 
38 Which provides for the appellate jurisdiction of the Court of Appeal to cover appeals from the High Court, 
Customary Court of Appeal and such other courts as enumerated in the cited sections. 
39 Per M.D. Mohammed, JSC at p 395 of the Report.. 
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fair hearing or fair trial contained in 

section 36 (1) of the 1999 

Constitution from civil proceedings 

at the Customary court involving 

questions of customary Law.  The 

customary court is a court of record 

established by statute.  It is 

imperative, by virtue of section 36 

(1) of the 1999 Constitution, that the 

Customary Court, established by 

Law is to observe and make 

affordable to all parties in every 

proceedings the right to fair hearing. 

It is a right the Customary Court 

cannot deprive any party in any 

proceedings before it.40  

To make the point more unequivocal, his Lordship further 

clarified thus: 

Fair hearing, whether in the context 

of customary natural justice 

principles or under the express 

provisions of section 36 (1) of the 

Constitution is inseverable from any 

proceedings before the Customary 

Court.  It is now dictated and driven 

by section 36 (1) of the constitution.  

It is also inherent in every 

customary law or proceedings 

 
40 See page 407 of the Report. 
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before every Customary Court.  Any 

rule of customary law that 

repudiates the principles of fair 

hearing is invalid for being 

repugnant to natural justice, equity 

and good conscience.  I dare say that 

rules of fair hearing, either as rules 

of natural justice or rules 

incorporated into section 36 (1) of 

the Constitution, are now integrated 

into customary law principles.41 

Summarized, the Supreme Court, in its decision in 

Aguele’s case (supra) has formally recognized that a 

Customary Court of Appeal can have its jurisdiction 

expanded beyond mere questions of customary law; 

that the said court is of coordinate jurisdiction with the 

High Court and that fair hearing is an issue of 

customary law for which a Customary Court of Appeal 

has jurisdiction with or without any expansion of its 

jurisdiction by a law made by the House of Assembly 

of the State.  This a progress report. 

03     (f) The Additional Impetus of Ozoemena v. Nwokoro42 

After its decision in Aguele’s case (supra), the litigants in 

search of substantial justice through the customary court 

system were still left with a great measure of frustration.  The 

Customary Court of Appeal still remained the last court of 

Appeal in matters other than questions of customary law.  

 
41 Per, Ejembi Eko, JSC at page 407 of the Report. 
42 [2018] 17 NWLR (Pt 1648) 203. 
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Such other matters like on evaluation of evidence, procedural 

issues, interpretation of judgments of courts subordinate to it, 

etc, could be handled by the Customary Court of Appeal but 

could not be further litigated up to the court of Appeal and 

beyond. 

As already hinted above, as recent as 2016, the court of 

Appeal, Enugu Division, in Onam v. Nnamchi43, following 

earlier decisions in that regard44, reiterated as follows: 

This Court is constitutionally empowered 

to receive and determine appeals arising 

from decisions of the Customary Court of 

Appeal, such as the court below, vide 

section 245 (1) of the 1999 Constitution of 

the Federal Republic of Nigeria, as 

amended … The intendment of the … 

Constitutional mandate is not difficult to 

comprehend.  What it means is that this 

court has the jurisdiction to entertain and 

determine civil appeals which arise from 

the decisions of a Customary Court of 

Appeal and that such appeals must be 

predicated on question of customary law.  

Furthermore, apart from that 

constitutional mandate explained above, 

this court can also entertain appeals 

arising from the decisions of the 

Customary Court of Appeal on such 

 
43 [2016] LPELR, 42121 
44 Tiza v. Begha [2005] 15 NWLR (Pt 949) 616; Iyamu v. Aigbiremwen [1992] 2 NWLR (Pt 222) 233, etc. 
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matters as may be prescribed by an Act of 

the National Assembly mandating this 

court to entertain appeals from decisions 

of a Customary Court of Appeal on any 

other matter, apart from questions of 

customary law …45 

This is the lacuna which the Supreme Court has ingeniously 

tried to close up in Ozoemena v. Nwokoro (supra).  Its 

judgment in the case turned out very complimentary to the 

decision in Aguele’s case (supra) as it provided further and 

more liberal interpretation of relevant constitutional 

provisions tangential to the jurisdiction of the Customary 

Court of Appeal as well as the jurisdiction of Court of Appeal 

on appeals from the former. 

In the said judgment46, the apex court47 held interlia, that, the 

Constitution does not intend the absurdity of denying any 

right of appeal, or the right to appeal, to the Court of Appeal, 

of any party aggrieved with the decision of the Customary 

Court of Appeal, on any question, including matters of 

procedure, other than questions of customary law.  Very 

unequivocally, the apex court, per Ejembi Eko, JSC, stated it 

as follows: 

It is clear from the provisions highlighted, 

particularly section 240 thereof, that any 

party aggrieved with the decisions of the 

Customary Court of Appeal on any 

 
45 Per, Tom Shaibu Yakubu, JCA, who read the lead judgment. 
46 In Ozoemena v. Nwokoro (supra) 
47 Per Ejembi Eko, JSC 
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question has a right to appeal to the 

Court of Appeal for redress.  He appeals 

“as of right” by dint of section 245 (1) of 

the Constitution, if his ground (s) of 

appeal raise (s) any question of customary 

law or such other matters as may be 

prescribed by an Act of the National 

Assembly. 

To demonstrate that the (Supreme) Court reviewed earlier 

decisions on the matter and as such did not reach its decision 

in Ozoemena v. Nwokoro per incuriam, his Lordship, Ejembi 

Eko JSC who read the Lead judgment further elaborated as 

follows: 

I agree, as submitted by the learned 

Appellants’ (counsel) on the authority of 

Tiza v. Begha (supra) that there has not 

been any Act of the National assembly 

yet, vesting on any person the right to 

appeal as of right to the Court of Appeal 

from the decision of the Customary Court 

of Appeal on any ‘other matters’ than 

‘any question of customary law’.  The 

absence of such an Act of the National 

Assembly, in regards to section 245 (1) of 

the Constitution does not, however, 

foreclose or put in abeyance the right of 

appeal from the decision of the 

Customary Court of Appeal, in any civil 
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proceedings, to the Court of Appeal 

under section 240 of the Constitution. 

In essence, the Supreme Court’s decision in Ozoemena v. 

Nwokoro was that grounds 2, 3 and 6 of the Respondents’ 

appeal from the Customary Court of Appeal of Imo State to 

court of Appeal, Owerri Division which hinged basically on 

evaluation of evidence and reliefs sought from the trial 

Customary Court were all valid, although premafacie, not 

strictly on questions of customary law perse. 

The other relevant ratio from the judgment is that every 

appeal can lie from a Customary Court of Appeal to Court of 

Appeal and to the Supreme Court; either as of right or with 

leave.  This judgment has therefore done away with the 

hitherto clumsy judicial quagmire whereof the Customary 

Court of Appeal could become the last court of Appeal in 

matters that come before it, just because such matters are not 

on “questions of customary law …” 

This is another progress report for which the Nigerian 

Supreme Court is absolutely appreciated. 

04 Summaries, Suggestions and Conclusion. 

Summarized, this paper has tried to show that the hitherto 

uncertainties and controversies associated with the appellate and 

supervisory jurisdiction of the Customary Court of Appeal in 

Nigeria have considerably ebbed as a result of recent decisions of 

the Supreme Court.  This much is discernible from the 

revolutionary judgments of the apex court in CCA, Edo State v. 

Aguele (supra) and Ozoemena v. Nwokoro (supra). 
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Nevertheless, it is not yet absolute uhuru; especially in respect of 

further appeals from the Customary Court of Appeal to court of 

Appeal and beyond.  Notwithstanding the judgment in Ozoemena 

v. Nwokoro, section 245 (1) of the Constitution remains 

problematic and cries for urgent amendment so as to reposition the 

extent of justice delivery in the Customary Court of Appeal. 

To that end, it is our humble recommendation that the section be 

amended by deleting the words “. . . with respect to any question 

of Customary law” and adding after the words “. . . National 

Assembly” the words, or “State House of Assembly”.  If so 

amended, the proposed new section 245 (1) of the Constitution will 

read thus:  “An appeal shall lie from decisions of a Customary 

Court of Appeal to the Court of Appeal as of right in any civil 

proceedings and such other matters as may be prescribed by 

an Act of the National Assembly or law of a State House of 

Assembly”. 

It is also hereby humbly suggested that up and until the desired and 

desirable amendments are effected, whether in the Constitution or 

in the specific legal framework that sets up a Customary Court of 

Appeal, Hon. Judges of the Court should be ever conscious of the 

fact that by virtue of some lingering legal inadvertences, they are 

courts of last appeal on those issues where their decisions cannot 

be further ventilated on appeal to any other higher court.  Being so 

aware of that despicable state of affairs, they should be more 

careful, extra – ordinarily diligent and indeed prayerful to ensure 

that their said decisions meet the desired and deserved justice of 

the cases they decide upon.  By so doing, the courts will be able to 

manage the real grievances of parties that approach them for 

justice and equity. 
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In the same vein, it is also hereby further recommended that Legal 

Practitioners representing parties in cases before the Customary 

Court of Appeal be ever conscious of the legal/constitutional 

controversies and uncertainties still trailing the jurisdiction of both 

the Customary Court of Appeal and the Court of Appeal.  By so 

doing, they should be more creative in couching their grounds of 

appeal and issues for determination, whether from the lower Court 

to the Customary court of Appeal or from the later to the Court of 

Appeal.  The simplest way to do this is to modify the omnibus 

ground of appeal to reflect a complaint that, “the decision of the . . 

. court is against the weight of customary law evidence”; or 

“against the principles of customary law applicable to the 

case”, etc.  By so couching the grounds, the appeal will be 

primafacie competent and within the purview of the jurisdiction of 

the Customary Court of Appeal and by extension, the court of 

Appeal, pending the further amendments of extant laws  and the 

constitution in that regard. 

On Customary Law Jurisprodence generally, it is our candid 

observation from experience48 that learned legal practitioners who 

appear as counsel for their clients in cutomary courts in the various 

states of the country or who sit as chairmen or members 

Customary Courts in the States are not sufficiently trained to 

master customary law or practice and procedure in customary 

courts.  For instance, customary law or practice and procedure in 

customary courts is not a full subject in the faculties of law in 

Nigerian Universities or in the Nigerian Law School.  In the 

Universities, Customary Law is studied as a sub topic in the 

course, “Nigerian Legal System|” or “Introduction to Nigerian 

 
48 This writer has been a Judge in the Customary Court of Appeal for quite some time now and thus versed in that 
area of our judicial system. 
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Law” or “Nigerian Legal Method” in either 100 or 200 level of 

LL.B programmes and no more. 

To this end therefore, we humble suggest here that in recognition 

of the pivotal importance of Customary Law as of one of the major 

sources of law in Nigerian, various Faculties of Law in Nigerian 

Universities be compelled to make Customary Law a full fledge 

course within the LL.B programme. 

Already, the very erudite and cerebral President of the Customary 

Court of Appeal, Enugu State, Hon. Justice G. C. Nnamani, FCIarb 

has published an encyclopedia kind of book on Customary Law 

and related matters.  It is entitled, Customary Law in Nigeria49.  

It covers a wide range of issues on Customary Law which 

includes: 

(a) Definition, Nature, Historical Background and 

Characteristics of Customary Law. 

(b) Validity of Customary Law 

(c) Proof of Customary Law 

(d) Mode of Acquistion of Land Under Customary Law. 

(e) Customary Arbitration 

(f) Oath Taking Under Customary Law and in the Customary 

Court 

(g) Marriage Under Native Law and Custom; etc, etc. 

We can start from there to develop a full curiculum for Customary 

Law as a subject, if not a full course of study. 

 
49 (Enugu, Chenglo Press, 2020) 
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We also reiterate it again at this junction the earlier call for the 

various State Legislatures to follow the good steps of the National 

Assembly (in respect of the CCA, of the Federal Capital Territory 

Abuja) by deliberately invoking the powers conferred on them by 

the Consitution in section 282 (2) and in so doing increase the 

jurisdiction of the Customary Courts of Appeal in their states in 

various ways. 

A pivotal one will be seen in having Chieftaincy Matters exclusively 

transferred to the Customary Court of Appeal direct as has been done in 

respect of the Federal Capital Territory Abuja or creating a Special Unit 

of the Customary Court to hear Chieftaincy Matters at first instance with 

subsequent appeals going to the Customary Court of Appeal as is being 

worked out now in Enugu State. 

In conclusion, I once more thank the Administrator and all stake holders 

of the NJI for providing this wonderful opportunity for this national 

discourse. 

Again, to you the eminent Law Lords who constitute this most 

sophisticated audience, thank you so immensely for your uncommon 

audience. 

 

 

– Hon Justice Emmanuel Nnamani. 

 


