INTHE DISTRICT COURT OF FCT

HOLDEN AT DUTSE ALHAJL ABUJA

BEFORE TS WORSHIP HON: MUHAMMILD TAHIR
OMEIZA ABDULMUMINI

SMALL CLAIMNS

SCC/DUT2024

BETWIEEN

SUSAN COKORIE oo CLAIMANT
(TRADING UNDER THE NAME AND STYLE OF
CAPRICONINANAA CHAMBERS)

AND

1. MADU FLORENCE NKECHI.............. DEFENDANTS
2. LILIAN OGUNMODEDE

20/2/2024
JUDGMENT

This is a Judgment on Liquidated money demand brought pursuant
to Article 1 of the Federal Capital Territory Practice Direction on
Small Claims Court 2022.

The Claimant is a financier who is into the business of lending
money to people for the purpose of financing their business, to this
end, upon the request of the defendant, the claimant lend the
defendant sum of N3,200,000(Three Million Two Hundred
Thousand Naira), the said sum was given to the defendant in three
instalments, N1,000,000.00 (One Million Naira) was paid through
her FCMB account on the 26™ November 2018, another
N1,000,000.00(One Million Naira)through same account was paid on
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1. That the 1° and 2" defendant jointly or severally pz}y the .
claimant the sum of N2,000,000.00 (Two Million Naira) being

the sum owed the claimant.
2. | award in pursuance to order 26 of the District Court Rulcs,
cost of action of N40,000 (Forty Thousand Naira)

REPRESENTATION

SHAFAADI ISAH for the claimant
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