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1.0 Introduction 

Let me first of all express my sincere gratitude and appreciation to the National 

Judicial Institute. I acknowledge and thank the Administrator Hon. Justice Salisu 

Garba Abdullahi for this unique opportunity. It’s a rare privilege to have been 

assigned this onerous task of sharing my views with very distinguished participants, 

my noble judges. In the same vein my sincere appreciation goes to the President, 

Ebonyi State Customary Court of Appeal Abakaliki; Hon. Justice O’Connell 

Ogbonna for confirming my nomination and releasing me. 

 

Am particularly pleased with the choice of the theme of this workshop “Promoting 

Efficiency in the Dispensation of Justice in the Lower-Courts”.  

 

I believe the aim of this workshop is to properly guide our judges in the discharge of 

their functions. It is pertinent to note that the image of the Judiciary is determined by 

what we all do as judges in the performance of our duties. True to say that the 

ordinary citizen holds unto Judiciary as the last hope and builds up his impression 

on what we all do or are perceived to be doing in our different courts. 

It’s worthy to appreciate the background of the Customary Courts.  These are Courts 

that are the closest to the people; they address matters and causes which directly 

impact on the lives of the ordinary citizen. They are the grassroots courts. Customary 

court usually adjudicate or entertain causes and matters such as criminal, civil claims 

and land disputes that touch on the lives of average Nigerians; they are the courts 
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that are frequently visited by the ordinary people. Thus, when there is a misconduct 

by a Judicial Officer of the lower court the general perception of the public is that 

the “Judiciary” as a whole have committed such misconduct.  

In this understanding, in hearing causes and matters in court, the judex must give 

both parties equal opportunity to put forth their evidence and arguments and 

approach decision making with an open mind in order to give fair hearing to both 

parties without fear, ill-will or favour.1The court must also be impartial, must give 

every party assurance or show demeanour that that case will be heard and determined 

on the merit not on the emotional or personal predisposition of the judge.  

I need to mention that customary court are unique in the sense of its configuration, 

particularly that it is the only court that incorporates the unlearned in the adjudication 

of causes and matters between litigants. For instance, in Ebonyi State2 the 

composition of the court is a lawyer as the chairman sitting in panel with two 

members who are non-lawyers. As a native court certain rules that apply the high of 

record does not apply in the court hence strict adherence to the rules of evidence are 

not allowed. Pleadings as well are not necessary whether presided over by a lawyer 

or not. What is imperative is that substantial justice is not only done but seen to be 

done.  In Oke v. Nwizi3 the court held: 

In considering whether the practice and procedure in customary court in 

dealing with any matter including taking evidence is proper or not, the 

 
1 See Section 36 of the 1999 Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria. 
2Section 4 of Ebonyi State Customary Court Law Cap. 47 Laws of Ebonyi State 2009. 
3 (2014) All FWLR (Pt. 757) R. 11 
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judicial approach established by a long line of cases over time is to look at 

the peculiar facts of the case, consider the substance and not the form of 

what is done, and if there is no legislation or rule of customary law 

prescribing a specific procedure, allow such procedure as is pragmatic, in 

accord with common sense and is not prejudicial to a fair trial and  will 

cause miscarriage of justice. It follows from the foregoing that the 

approach to be used in determining the applicable rule of customary law 

will be such that will not be prejudicial to a fair trial, will not cause a 

miscarriage of justice, is reasonable in the circumstance and pragmatic. 

Be that as it may, the topic of our discussion “Judgment Writing in the Customary 

Courts” surely is an area every judge of the customary court and indeed every 

lawyer may be familiar with especially one that have had one thing or the other to 

do with writings whether an article or legal essay. The truth is that writing is the 

same save that judgment writing has its unique style that distinguishes it from other 

forms of writing.Having so said, I need to delve into the treatment of this topic under 

the following subheads. 

 

2.0WHAT IS A JUDGMENT? 

According to Black’s Law DictionaryJudgment is defined as “a court’s final 

determination of the rights and obligations of the parties in a case. It also includes 

any equitable decree and any order from which an appeal lies”.  
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Judicially his lordship Oputa JSC (of the blessed memory) in the case of Oledonyin 

v. Arowole4 defined the term judgment thus: 

A “Judgment” is an official and authentic decision of a Court upon the 

respective rights and claims of the parties to an actionor suit, therein 

litigated and submitted to the deliberation of the Court. It is the decision 

of a court resolving the dispute between the parties and thus determining 

their rights and obligations”. It is the conclusion of the law upon facts as 

found or admitted by the parties. It is a conclusion given by the court upon 

matters submitted to it. It is the application of the law to the pleadings and 

the facts as they appear from the evidence in the case and as they are found 

by the court or jury or admitted by the parties or as deemed to exist upon 

the default. 

In Ogbonu v. Uduagha& 2 Ors.5the court opined that:- 

A Judgment refers to the official and authentic decision of a Court of Law, 

upon the respective rights and claims of the parties to an action or suit, 

which were litigated and submitted for the court’s determination. It also 

means the binding authentic, official, judicial determination of the court in 

respect of the claim and action or suit before it. 

It need be mention that even though the constitution did not define judgment in 

the above terms, it however recognized a decision of the court as a judgment. By 

 
4 (1987) 3 NWLR (Pt.114) 172 at 211. 
5 (2012) NWLR (Pt. 1311) 357 at 366. 
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virtue of section 318 (1)6 -“decision” in relation to a court, and determination of 

that court and includes Judgment, decree, order, conviction, sentence or 

recommendation.     

I can say that Judgment is the final or last and official decision of the court at the 

close of hearing of claims from the both parties.This forms the records of the court 

and the most important record of the court indicating the works of the court, his mind, 

approach, grasp of the facts presented before the court and the knowledge of the law. 

It is often said that judgment reflects the personality of a judge or the writer. Please 

note that the substance of a judgment of a court is clearly embodied in its ratio 

decidendi; that is, the reason or reasons for the decision and not the mere remarks in 

the judgment.7 

2.2 TYPES OF JUDGMENT 

2.2.1 Judgment on the Merit 

A judgment on the merit is a judgment that determines, on an issues submitted to it 

either law or fact or both, which party is right.8 

 

2.2.2 Consent Judgment 

 
6 1999 Constitution of Federal Republic of Nigeria. 
7Abacha v. Fawehinmi (2000) 6 NWLR (Pt. 660) 228. 
8 Alexander Marine Mgt. v. KODA Int’l Ltd (1999) 1 NWLR (Pt. 585) 43.  
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By the rules of court judges are encouraged to allow for peaceful settlement of 

matters already filed in court out of court; it is referred to as out of court settlement. 

For instance section 14 of the Ebonyi State Customary Court9 provides:- 

In Civil Cases or Matters a Customary Court may promote reconciliation 

among the parties thereto and encourage and facilitate the amicable 

settlement thereof. 

Please, note that out of court settlement is also encouragedcriminal cases where the 

court has jurisdiction, a customary court may promote reconciliation and facilitate 

the settlement in an amicable way.10 Usually, the parties or a third party may appear 

before the court and apply that the matter between the parties be settled out of court. 

It’s the duty of the court to find out if the parties are willing to go into peaceful 

settlement out of court and if it is application by a third party to ascertain whether 

they know the person applying to mediate for them. This is a very common practice 

in the customary court. Where the court is satisfied, the application for out of court 

settlement is granted and a date fixed for the applicant to come and report settlement 

at the court. Usually the terms of settlement is reduced into writing and signed by 

the parties involved and some of their mediators. The terms of settlement reduced 

into writing is tendered in court upon satisfaction by the court that the parties agree 

 
9  Cap. 47 Laws of Ebonyi State of Nigeria, 2009. 
10 See section 15 ibid. 
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to the terms of settlement, enters same as consent judgment of the court. InNwude 

v. F.R.N11the court held that:- 

a“consent judgment” is a judgment, the provisions and terms of which 

are settled and agreed to by the parties to the action, that due effect may 

be given to it by the court. It is a final judgment. In order to have a consent 

judgment, parties must be ad idem as far as the agreement is concerned, 

and there must be free and voluntary. When a court makes an order based 

upon such terms of settlement, there emerges a consent judgment which is 

appealable only by leave of court.  

Please note that a consent judgment is a judgment on the merit and only an 

aggrieved party can appeal against such judgment.12 

2.2.3 EXECUTORY JUDGMENT 

In Noekoer v. Gov. Plateau State13 the court held that an “executory judgment” 

or order is one that states the respective rights of the parties and goes the extra 

mile to order the defendant to act in a particular way, or refrain from interfering 

with the plaintiff’s right. 

 

2.2.4 DECLARATORY JUDGMENT 

In Ehinle v. Ikorodu Local Govt.14a “declaratory judgment” is a form of 

judgment that is granted only in circumstances in which the court is of the opinion 

 

11 (2016) 5 NWLR (Pt.1506) 471 paras. D-F at 498 (CA). 
12Ogoejofor v. Ogoejofor (2002) 12 NWLR (Pt.780) 171. 
13Noekoer v. Gov. Plateau State (2018) 16 NWLR (Pt. 1646) 481 paras. F-G at 501(SC). 
14 (2021) 1 NWLR (Pt.1757) 279 paras. H-A at 313-314(SC). 
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that the party seeking it, is when all facts are taken into consideration, fully 

entitled to the exercise of the court’s discretion in his favour. 

2.2.5 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

In Maduike v. Tetelis (Nig.) Ltd.15a “summary Judgment” is one given in 

favour of plaintiff without a plenary trial of action. Although not proceeded by a 

trial, a summary judgment is one given on the merits. A summary judgment is 

based on want of defence to the plaintiff’s claim by the defendant and a full trial 

of the action cannot alter the situation. It is a judgment on the merits based on 

legal rights as distinguished from mere matters of procedure. It is not a judgment 

based on some procedural error as in failure to enter appearance by a party or file 

necessary pleadings. A summary judgment, therefore, unlike a default judgment, 

cannot be set aside by the court that granted it or any court. It is only on appeal.16 

 

2.2.6 DEFAULT JUDGMENT 

In Maduike v. Tetelis (Nig.) Ltd.17 a “Default judgment” is a judgment 

obtained by a plaintiff in reliance on some omission on the part of the defendant 

in respect of something which he is directed to do by the Rules. The word is used 

very widely to signify situations where a person has omitted to do what he is 

required to do having regard to the law governing his actions to the relations he 

 
15 (2016) 6 NWLR (Pt.1509) 619 (CA). 
16Nasco Town Plc v. Nwabueze (2014) LPELR- 22526. 
17 (2016) 6 NWLR (Pt.1509) 619 (CA). 
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occupies. In ordinary parlance, it means not doing what is reasonable in the 

circumstances. 

Default judgment is not strange in the customary court as grassroots court. Where 

the court enters judgment against a defendant who has failed to appear in court or 

plead or otherwise defend against the plaintiff’s claim even when all the relevant 

court processes were fully served on the defendant but he deliberately stays away 

or refuses to attend court sittings, in order to frustrate the proceedings of the court, 

that judgment that arises thereof is default judgment. However, in this 

circumstances the court must be satisfied that the defendant was duly served with 

the court processes, and served hearing notice but failed to appear on some 

number of times without cogent and compelling reason; in such a situation the 

court will direct the plaintiff to enter into the witness box to prove his claims. The 

plaintiff will also call his witnesses if any to prove his claims and at close of the 

plaintiff’s case upon evaluation of evidence if satisfied that the plaintiff has 

proved his case will then enter judgment. 

 

3.0JUDGMENT WRITING 

In Duru V. Nwosu18his lordship NnaemekaAgu JSC had this to say: 

“This is why I think it is now too late to say that there is no set standard or set 

approach to the writing of judgment. For over the years not only have definite 

parts of a good Judgment emerged although they remain usually unnamed, but in 

 
18 (1989) 4 NWLR (Pt.113) 55. 
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particular there is now only one method” for evaluation of evidence in a civil 

case. Every good Judgment begins with an introduction of the parties and the 

nature of the action, states the issues in controversy, sums up the evidence called 

by each party, resolves the issues in controversy and based upon such resolution 

of issues, reaches a verdict and makes consequential orders”.  

Similarly, his lordship Ogwuegbu, JSC in Jekpe v. Alokwe19 had this to say: 

It must be emphasized that there is no set style which must be followed by 

trial courts when writing judgments. Judges must no doubt differ in the 

procedure and style which they adopt in their consideration of the entire 

evidence. 

Still on judgment writing, the Court of Appeal in Abdullahi v. State20 stated that: 

The writing of a judgment is an art. In carrying on this art, although each 

judge is free to follow his own style to produce a good judgment, it is very 

essential that a judge must show a clear understanding of the facts of the 

case, the issues involved, the law applicable and from all these to draw the 

right conclusion and make a correct finding on the credible evidence 

before him. In writing a judgment the underlying factor is the fairness to 

the parties to avoid doing anything that would result in occasioning any 

miscarriage of justice. 

 
19 (2001) 86 L.R.C.N of 1042. 
20 (1995) 9 NWLR at 125 
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In view of the above judicial authorities; it is safe to state at this juncture that there 

is no set down rules or regulation on writing judgment but what is important 

especially in the customary courts is to understand the case before the court and the 

decision arrived at should flow from the logical conclusions of facts and law. This is 

on the account that judgment writing to a large extent says a lot about the writer who 

must be guided by the rule of law. Though the writer exercises discretion but it 

should be exercised judicially and judiciously, complying with the position of the 

applicable lawsand the evidence before the court. In writing judgment, the 

judge/members must be confined to the issues raised by parties in their claim and 

supported by evidence, it’s wrong for the court to suomotu make a case for either or 

both parties and proceed to give judgment on the case so formulated, which is 

contrary to the case of the parties before it. It is trite that court of law acts on facts 

and evidence presented before it and not on other speculated facts or concocted 

evidence. 

 

Suffice to say, that since the composition of customary courtsinvolves both lawyers 

and non-lawyers who are knowledgeable in the custom of the people on the issue(s) 

in controversy there may be dissenting views or decisions. In such a case the 

judgment or decision of two out of the three becomes majority judgment while the 

lone judex view becomes minority judgment no matter how brilliantly done. Until 

upturned on appeal, that remains binding on the parties. 
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In any event, the court in Asogwa v. Chukwu21 stated the attributes of a good legal 

writing to include accuracy, brevity and clarity. However, majority of judicial 

authorities on judgment writing only focuses more on language and length of 

judgment as the major attributes of a good judgment. In writing judgment in 

customary court accuracy will mean facts stated in the introduction of the judgment 

must be accurate, succinct, vivid and factual with correct citations and references. 

Brevity entails that the judgment must be of few words sufficient enough to cover 

all the rudiments of the case.On the other, since English Language is the official 

language of the courts, including customary courts, the judgment must be written in 

simple and clear English. On clarity Hon. Justice Ibrahim Auta, the Chief Judge of 

the Federal High Court (as he then was)22 had this to say: 

It is a sin that almost unforgiveable for a trial judge to go through the 

rigors of a full trial only to now write a sloppy or a judgment full of 

grammatical errors. As said earlier it will seem to have defeated the whole 

purpose of the judgment. A judge must personally make conscious efforts 

to develop his mastery of English Language. 

Furthermore, there is no rule of law or practice anywhere stipulating the length of 

judgment in any court, customary courts inclusive. Thus, the length of judgment 

varies according to the issues before the court. What must be stated unequivocally is 

 
21 (2003) 4 NWLR (Pt. 811) 549 
22 In his paper titled “Judgment Writing dated 22nd March, 2011 at page 4 cited at page 101 NJI Law Journal 

(2013) volume 8. 
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that where a judex observes the principles of accuracy, brevity and clarity, its 

judgment will not be unnecessarily lengthy. 

It is imperative to state that even though, I had in the foregoing proffered useful 

suggestions on the style of judgment writing; I consider it more useful to my lords 

of the customary courts the content of a good judgment. 

4.0 CONTENTS OF GOOD JUDGMENT 

In Duru v. Nwosu23 his lordship Nnaemeka-Agu, JSC (as he then was) gave a very 

useful insight into what the format of a good judgment when he stated that: 

Every good judgment begins with an introduction of the parties and the 

nature of the action, states the issues in controversy, sums up the evidence 

called by each party, resolves the issues in controversy; and based upon 

such resolution of issues reaches a verdict and makes consequential 

orders. 

Similarly, in Attorney General of the Federation &Ors. v. Abubakar & 

Ors.24the apex court enumerated the attributes of good judgment as follows: 

1. Are the parties to the case appropriately stated? 

2. Is the nature of the claim and issue of action known and considered? 

3. Have the issues in controversy been appreciated and dealt with? 

4. Has the evidence been properly received, and every relevant aspect thereof 

evaluated and given probative value? 

 
23 (1989) 4 NWLR (Pt. 113) 55 
24 (2007) All FWLR (Pt. 375) 405 
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5. Have findings supported by the evidence been made and conclusions in 

fact and law drawn? 

6. Has he accepted and treated evidence on both sides (if in a civil case) by 

putting them on either side of an imaginary scale to see which side it tilts? 

7. Has a verdict or decision been reached, judgment given and consequential 

orders, where necessary, made? 

In view of the forgoing, let me at this juncture make comments on the contents of 

good judgment as outlined in the cases cited above. 

4.1 Introduction 

Every good judgment at the customary court must begin with the introduction of the 

parties and the nature of the action. Such introduction must be factual, non-

argumentative and non-conclusive. 

4.2 Issues in Controversy 

A customary court in its judgment should identify the issues in controversy as set out 

by parties in their evidence. In customary court the format is unnecessary but the 

court should be able to identify the issues in contestation presented by the parties for 

determination. 

4.3 Summation and Evaluation of Evidence of Parties 

Summation of evidence precedes evaluation of evidence. Summation of evidence is 

not necessarily summarizing the evidence of each witnesses but summing up the 

evidence of each parties. The customary court in the evaluation of the parties must 

bear in mind the following: 
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(i) On whom lies the onus of proof; and 

(ii) Whether the particular type of evidence called requires any special approach. 

In Whyte v. Jack25 the court had this to say on the proper procedure a trial court 

should adopt in reaching a fair judgment. 

It should start first by considering the evidence led by the plaintiff to see 

whether he had led evidence on all the material issues he (plaintiff) needs 

to prove. At this stage no question of proof for belief or non belief of 

witnesses arises. If the plaintiff has not so led evidence or if the evidence 

led by him is so patently unsatisfactory, then he has not made out a what 

is usually referred to as a prima facie case in which case the trial court 

does not have to consider the case of the defendant at all. This is the first 

stage in the court’s exercise of reaching a fair judgment. 

What it then means is that the task of evaluation of evidence is secondary, that is, it 

is the second stage. This is when all the evidence called by parties are placed on the 

imaginary scale of justice. Fatayi-Williams, JSC (as he then was) in his dictum in 

the classic case of Mogaji & Ors. v. Odofin & Ors.26clearly stated the stages 

involved in the process of evaluation of evidence. First the judge should do a 

summary of facts, and then put the totality of the evidence on the imaginary scale 

and weigh them together. This will enable the judge to see where the balance tilts by 

the quality of the evidence and not the number of witnesses called by either party. 

 
25 (1996) 2 NWLR (Pt. 431) 407 at 442-443. 
26(1978) 4 S.C 91.  
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Furthermore, in determining which way the balance tilts, the judge will consider 

whether the evidence is admissible, relevant, conclusive and more probable than that 

proffered by the other party. Having settled with that, the judge will come out with 

a number of findings of facts. Again, the judge will weigh the findings, putting the 

findings in favour of either party on the imaginary scale to see which way the balance 

tilts, but always bearing in mind the onus of proof. This will enable a judge to reach 

the ultimate decision and to resolve the particular issue or the entire case in favour 

of the parties against the other. 

4.4 Resolution of Issues 

At this stage the customary court judge should make a specific findings on the issues. 

Thereafter it should apply the law and/or custom of the people to the facts. It is 

imperative to state that it is not for the court to manufacture facts not presented before 

it and apply the law and/or the custom. Eko JSC, in Transbridge Co. Ltd. v. Survey 

International27 explained it thus: 

It is not for the court to manufacture facts or work from backwards to facts 

on the pretext of justice. That could amount to judicial anarchy. It is the 

establishment of facts that comes first and after the application of the 

principles of the law. 

  

 
27 (1986) 4 NWLR (Pt. 37) 576 at 597. 
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4.5Conclusion of Judgment 

Suffice to say that we have seen above, what the body of the judgment contains, the 

issues of facts and law presented by the parties to the court and the address of 

counsel. The conclusion announces the result of the entire exercise and/or the 

position of the court in the matter. This is the most vital aspect of the whole process 

to the parties. Ordinarily, the result of the judgment consists majorly of two things 

vis-Court’s Verdict and Orders. 

4.5.1Court’s Verdict 

Verdict is ultimately the pronouncement on the civil rights and liabilities of the 

parties, representing the judge’s decision in the case. At this stage after the court had 

finished considering and evaluating the evidence before it, the court pronounces its 

final decision on the case. Judgment may be given to the plaintiff or the claim of the 

plaintiff may be dismissed or set aside or struck out. Judgment may also be given in 

favour of the defendant if he/she counter-claims or the counter-claim dismissed or 

struck out. The verdict in criminal cases usually is either “guilty” or “not guilty”. 

 

4.5.2 Orders 

This is a command or directive of the judge that something be or should not be. Thus 

an order must be specific, certain and not vague and must be one capable of being 

enforced, reason being that the court does not act in vain.28 There are generally two 

 
28Aji v. Chad Basin Development Authority (2004) All FWLR (Pt.237) 424. 
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kinds of orders: Substantive and Consequential. A substantive order arises when a 

court grants the relief which the party expressly claimed in his originating process or 

which he prayed for in his claim before the court. A consequential order is one which 

is not merely incidental to a decision properly made, but one which is merely to give 

effect to that decision.29 This is to say that it must be incidental to and flow directly 

and naturally from reliefs claimed. It is an offshoot of the main claim and it owes its 

existence to the main claim. It simply gives effect to the judgment already give.30

  

The customary court in deserving cases may non suit the action. An order of non suit 

portends a court’s dismissal of a case or of defendant’s counter claim because the 

plaintiff or defendant has failed to make out a legal case or to bring forward 

sufficient.31 

I need to finally mention that the trial court customary court becomes functus officio 

once it has signed its judgment. The phrase “functus Officio” means “having 

performed his or her office” of an office or official body without further authority 

or legal competence because the duties and functions of the original commission 

have been fully accomplished.  

 

 

5.0 Time to Deliver Judgment 

 
29Uwaechina v. Okeke (2015) 14 NWLR (Pt.1478) 108. 
30Eze v. Gov; Abia State (2014) 14 NWLR (Pt.1426) 194.  
31 S.O, Gbadamosi v. K.O Mbadiwe (1964) ALL NLR 441. 
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At the close of hearing in a case and matter adjourned for Judgment, the court is duty 

bound to deliver Judgment within a reasonable time. The court in delivery 

judgment within the possible reasonable time is to help the court in reaching its 

decision that is sound, logical and reasoning, the court’s impression on the 

witnesses during the evidence/hearing in court will enhance the decision of the 

court, however if Judgment delivery is delayed for many months such as 9 months 

or one year, in such situation the court may have lost the impression/demeanour 

made on it by the witnesses during their testimony. The Constitution provides: 

Every Court established under the constitution shall deliver its decision in 

writing not later than ninety days after the conclusion of evidence and final 

addresses and furnish all parties to the cause or matter determined with 

duly authenticated copies of the decision within seven days of the delivery 

there of”. 32 

However, even though it is often argued that the customary courts are not captured 

by the above provisions, but my take is that court is one and the same whether high 

or low. Its judgment binds parties irrespective of the hierarchy of the court. Thus, 

customary court should deliver its decisions/judgment timeously and not prolonged. 

The judgment must be recorded and the reasons for the decision clearly stated. 

6.0 Conclusion 

 
32 249 (1) of the 1999 Constitution 
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Having x-rayed in the foregoing, the import of judgment and judgment writing; I 

need to reiterate that the judgment of the court should be a clear and accurate 

description of the decision, reasons for the decision based on the evaluation of 

evidence before the court.  Even though the judge writing the judgment is narrating 

the facts as presented by the parties before the court, but it should be summarized 

need not be lengthy or unnecessarily long to impress the public or the higher court 

but it should not be economical with the reasons for deciding, it must contain the 

relevant issues raised. It is important is that “Justice must not just be done, it must 

be seen to have been done”.  

I therefore, urge you distinguished participants and my learned brothers in the temple 

of justice to make your judgments, simple, easy to read and understand. Even though 

the case/action before the court may be complex or complicated but the art of writing 

judgment enjoins you to simplify it so that every audience anticipating will 

appreciate what the court has in mind; as it is the mind of the court that is poured on 

the judgment of the court. The judgment must be written by the judex and entered in 

the official record book of the court. As judex make sure you sign your judgments 

and orders. 

I hope that this paper though I may not have exhausted all necessary ingredients to 

know in the mastery of judgment writing but I do believe that this paper have aroused 

your curiosity about the topic under discussion and will inspire you to focus on our 

goal which is to write a good and admirable judgment in the customary courts, that 
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will ensure absolute trust and restore hope in Judiciary. I wish you a more beautiful 

deliberation. 

Thank you. 

 

 

 

 


