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Key Facts 
 
 

 
 
 

 

A Change Management Process to drive the activities of the ACJMC 

was designed in 2020. A key component of this procedure is the need 

for the Committee’s advocacy and interventions to be based on 

credible empirical evidence. Two research activities namely ‘Mapping 

of Criminal Cases in FCT Courts’ and ‘Mapping the Level of 

Compliance with s.396(7) of the ACJA’ were carried out in the period. 

The successes recorded in the previous year with respect to Oversight 

Magistrates visits to Police Divisions and other places of detention 

reduced in 2020 due to the Covid-19 restrictions and lockdown. 

 

 

The time between the arrest of suspects and their trial remained 

insignificant in the review period and was also affected by the Covid- 

19 restrictions. 

 

 

Training and re-training of the agencies of government responsible for 

criminal matters about their obligations under the ACJA was a priority 

in 2020. However, the capacity building activities were limited in the 

year due to the Covid-19 restrictions and lockdown. 

 

 
 
 

 

 

 

As part of its interventions at ensuring the effective and speedy 

delivery of judgments on criminal related matters, the ACJMC in 2020 

continued to advocate for more prosecutors and resources to enhance 

the prosecution of criminal cases. 

There was no improvement in the return of quarterly reports to the 

AGF and/or the ACJMC. This was largely affected by the lull in 

activities due to the Covid-19 restrictions and lockdown. 

Because majority of the Police Divisions and other places of detention 

did not comply with s.33 of ACJA, it was challenging ascertaining the 

welfare condition of inmates in the year 2020. 
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Executive Summary 
 

This 2020 Annual Report of the ACJMC is the second published statement of the 

Committee’s activities since it commenced operations. Despite the general slow-down in 

country-wide, and indeed, global activities in 2020 due to the Covid-19 pandemic, the 

ACJMC was able to implement series of events in line with its mandate of ensuring the 

effectiveness of the administration of criminal justice system in Nigeria. 

One of the major steps taken in the year under review, apart from the regular schedule of 

activities, was the institution of a Change Management Process (CMP), a mechanism 

aimed at guiding the Committee in its interventions and advocacies in the criminal justice 

system. A key part of the CMP is the need to always conduct up-to-date research for 

collating, analyzing and publishing information in line with s.470(2)(f) of the ACJA 2015. 

The immediate objective of the research aspect of the CMP is to provide robust empirical 

basis for intervening in policy, regulatory and other practical issues about the criminal 

justice system. In the medium to long term, it is expected that findings from such research 

activities will lead to advocacy on how to improve stakeholders’ harmonization of records, 

storing and dissemination of data and information on the criminal justice system. 

Generally, the summary of the ACJMC’s activities in 2020 are as follows: 
 

a) Research: Two studies on ‘Mapping of Out of Courts with Criminal Jurisdiction in the 

FCT’ and ‘Mapping the Level of Implementation and Compliance with s.396(7) of 

ACJA’ were carried out to provide empirical evidence on the subject matters. 

For the study on criminal jurisdiction, the summary of the findings are as follows: 
 

 The high number of pending cases suggests that structural and institutional 

challenges continue to impair the justice delivery system.

 The low number of completed criminal cases relative to the total pending criminal 

cases, indicates that challenges that the ACJA 2015 aims to address are still 

prevalent in the criminal justice system.

 The period for delivering rulings remains an issue based on the estimated 

judgment turnaround time.
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For the study on compliance with s.396(7), the summary of the findings are as follows: 
 

 The level of implementation and compliance with s.396(7) of the ACJA 2015 have 

been affected by the verdict of the Supreme Court as elevated judges rarely return 

to complete cases they started.

 The ACJMC observed the diverse opinions of legal experts where the majority 

supported the Supreme Court’s judgement voiding s.396(7) of the ACJA.

 The ACJMC’s position is that all machineries should be put in place to ensure the 

amendment of the constitution and the ACJA so that the latter does not in any way 

contravene the former. This will guarantee the quick reactivation of the provision 

that elevated judges should return to complete cases they started as High Court 

judges. It will also contribute to the ACJMC’s efforts at monitoring and promoting 

the effective and speedy administration of criminal justice in Nigeria.

b) Management and Assessment of Stakeholders: The management and 

assessment of stakeholders in 2020 showed that the Covid-19 pandemic slowed down 

activities. However, despite the issue of covid, institutional and structural challenges 

continue to limit the effectiveness of stakeholders in the criminal justice system. 

 The ACJMC’s assessment of the compliance with reporting obligations under the 

ACJA by Police Divisions in 2020 showed that out of 43 divisions, only 8 or 19% 

complied, while 35 or 81% did not comply. Of the 81% that did not comply, only 

20% attributed their non-compliance to the Covid-19 problem.

 The visits by Oversight Magistrates to Police Divisions and other places of 

detention in 2020 totaled 41, with the highest number of 17 occurring in January. 

The rate dropped to 7 and 3 in February and March as the Covid-19 pandemic 

wave got stronger. Between April and May, the country was in total lock-down but 

the gradually reopening resulted in the oversight visits of 4 in June. Between July 

and December, the rate of the visits averaged 1.7 as non-pharmaceutical 

measures, especially the social distancing, restricted activities across all sectors.

 In terms of the visits by location, the Police Division in Bwari recorded the highest 

number of visits of 5. Kubwa and Gwagwa had the second highest number of visits
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of 4 each, while Utako, Wuse and Garki had 3 visits each. The NSCDC, EFCC and 

ICPC recorded 2 visits each, while the rest places had one visitation each. 

 When the visits were analyzed based on the individual judges, Snr. Mag. Fatima 

Nadoma had the highest number of visits of 4 while Snr. Mag. Jacinta Okeke, CM. 

Omolola, CM Emmanuel Iyanna, CM Shafa, Snr. Mag. Ahmed Yusuf and Mag. 

Nweke all recorded 3 visits each. Three magistrates recorded two visitations each 

namely Snr. Mag. Lateef Abolaji and Snr. Mag. Folashade Oyekan, while a total of 

13 magistrates conducted oversight visits only once in 2020.

c) Breakdown of ACJMC Activities: The breakdown of the ACJMC’s activities in 2020 

showed that the Committee was able to carry out very important events that enabled 

it achieve set targets for the year, although not completely, due to Covid-19 effect. 

Apart from the pandemic, the Committee’s activities were also impaired by funding 

challenges as it relied on donor support to carry out key activities such as its statutory 

meetings. Also, the lack of official vehicle(s) and limited stationeries for day-to-day 

activities of the Secretariat. etc. all affected the operations of the ACJMC in 2020. 

Based on its activities in 2020, the Committee concludes as follows: 
 

a) Research 

 The ACJMC will continue to conduct advocacy on the need for the courts 

adjudicating over criminal matters to go digital and improve their record gathering, 

storing and archiving as this will improve data and information availability.

 It will constantly engage in similar research activities to provide empirical basis for 

interventions and advocacies, while also making the findings available to key 

stakeholders, including policy makers and the headship of the Judiciary in the FCT.

 Because criminal cases that are terrorism related are complex and take longer 

time to complete, the ACJMC will always engage stakeholders, especially the 

security agencies, on the need for such cases to be fast tracked, though without 

compromising the quality of investigations that will be used for the prosecutions.

 It will endeavour to continuously facilitate collaboration among relevant agencies 

of the executive in the drafting of executive bills; promote effective partnership
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between the executive and legislature in the enactment of laws; and advocate for 

speedy amendment of the constitution to reflect provisions of s.396(7) of ACJA. 

b) Management and Assessment of Stakeholders 

 
 The ACJMC will continue to work closely with all stakeholders in the criminal justice 

sub-sector with the goal of achieving the effective implementation of the ACJA.

 It will strengthen its advocacy on institutional changes to boost the stakeholders’ 

performance, for example, on returns and reporting of cases of arrests, detentions 

and prosecutions.

 The Committee will adhere to the Covid-19 protocols in dealing with the 

stakeholders, while putting in place effective virtual measures to consolidate the 

working relationships.

c) Breakdown of ACJMC Activities. 
 

 The Committee stepped up its effort to be captured in the Federal Government 

Budget, through the Office of the Attorney-General of the Federation. Getting 

subventions from government will improve the rate and intensity of activities.

 Improved manpower productivity through constant training and re-training, and 

appropriate remunerations, will enhance the performance of the Committee.

The ACJMC remains positive in its outlook as follows: 
 

a) Research 

 The Change Management process developed in 2020 is expected to guide and 

shape its future activities.

 Any policy, regulatory or practical intervention(s) will have a specific context in 

terms of the problem(s) to be solved, the beneficiaries of such intervention(s) and 

the short, medium and long-term effects for the criminal justice system.

 In addition, it is expected that robust empirical evidence, through the conduct of 

regular research, will guide the Committee’s advocacy and interventions as it 

continues to work for a better criminal justice system.
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b) Management and Assessment of Stakeholders 

 The ACJMC acknowledges that structural and institutional problems continued to 

impair the criminal justice in Nigeria despite the existence of the ACJA.

 With respect to the institutional challenges, the prognosis is for continuous 

advocacy and sensitization for agencies of government responsible for 

implementing the ACJA.

 Concerning the structural issues, it is hoped that certain lacunas in the existing 

laws, such as the s.396(7) of ACJA contravening provisions of the 1999 

Constitution, will be addressed through necessary amendments.

c) ACJMC Activities 

 The future activities of the Committee are expected to be strengthened as efforts 

to get subventions from the government yield the necessary results.

 Grants and other technical supports from the donor partners will further reinforce 

the Committee’s activities in the near, medium and long term.

 

Overall, the ACJMC, through its upcoming activities, is poised to consolidate on the gains 

that were achieved in the last couple of years, thereby contributing to the effectiveness 

and efficiency of the criminal justice system in Nigeria. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Sulayman Dawodu 

Executive Secretary 

Administration of Criminal Justice Monitoring Committee 
 
 
 
 

 



7 | P a g e  

Table of Contents 
Key Facts ........................................................................................................................ 1 

Executive Summary ........................................................................................................ 2 

List of Tables ................................................................................................................... 9 

List of Figures ................................................................................................................ 11 

List of Abbreviations ...................................................................................................... 12 

Chapter 1: Improving the Criminal Justice System through a Structured Change 

Management Process ................................................................................................... 13 

1.1 The change management process ................................................................... 13 

1.2 Research activities in the review period ........................................................... 16 

1.2.1 Mapping Out of Courts with Criminal Jurisdiction in the FCT ..................... 16 

1.2.2 Mapping of compliance with section 396 of ACJA 2015 ............................ 29 

1.3 Summary of chapter. ........................................................................................ 43 

Chapter 2: Management and Assessment of Stakeholders in 2020 .............................. 44 

2.1 Mandates and Obligations of the stakeholders under the ACJA ...................... 44 

2.2 Compliance with Reporting Obligations under ACJA ....................................... 54 

2.3 Visits by Oversight Magistrates ........................................................................ 55 

Chapter 3: Breakdown of ACJMC Activities for the Year 2020 ...................................... 58 

3.1 Introduction ...................................................................................................... 58 

3.2 Summary of monthly activities in 2020 ............................................................. 58 

3.3 Challenges faced by the ACJMC in 2020 ......................................................... 66 

Chapter 4: Summary, Conclusions and Outlook ............................................................ 67 

4.1 Summary .......................................................................................................... 67 

4.2 Conclusions ...................................................................................................... 69 

4.3 Outlook ............................................................................................................. 71 

 



8 | P a g e  

References - Mapping of Courts with Criminal Jurisdiction in the FCT .......................... 72 

References – Mapping the Level of Implementation and Compliance with s.396(7) of the 

ACJA 2015 .................................................................................................................... 73 

ACJMC Photo Gallery ................................................................................................... 75 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



9 | P a g e  

List of Tables 

Table 1. 1: Criminal Cases in the FCT High Court in Q4 2020 ...................................... 18 

Table 1. 2: Descriptive Statistics for Criminal Cases in the FCT High Court ................. 18 

Table 1. 3: Area Court Pending Cases in 2020 ............................................................. 23 

Table 1. 4: Area Court Pending Cases by Location in 2020 .......................................... 23 

Table 1. 5: Summary Statistics for Area Court Pending Cases in 2020......................... 24 

Table 1. 6: Magistrate Court Pending Cases, 2019 - 2020 ............................................ 25 

Table 1. 7: Magistrate Court Pending Cases by Location, 2019 - 2020......................... 26 

Table 1. 8: Summary Statistics for Magistrate Court Pending Cases ............................ 26 

Table 1. 9: Cases where Elevated Judges Returned to Deliver Judgement .................. 32 

Table 1. 10: Expert Opinions on the Supreme Court Ruling on s.396(7) of ACJA ......... 36 

Table 2. 1: Management and Assessment of Stakeholders in 2020 .............................. 45 

Table 2. 2: S.33 Compliance of Police Division in the FCT ........................................... 54 

Table 2. 3: Oversight Magistrates Visits by Location ..................................................... 56 

Table 2. 4: Oversight Visits by Magistrates and Location .............................................. 57 

Table 3. 1: Summary of Activities for January 2020 ...................................................... 58 

Table 3. 2: Summary of Activities for February 2020 ..................................................... 58 

Table 3. 3: March – April 2020 – Lockdown Period due to Covid-19 ............................. 59 

Table 3. 4: Summary of Activities for May 2020 ............................................................ 59 

Table 3. 5: Summary of Activities for June 2020 ........................................................... 60 

Table 3. 6: Summary of Activities for July 2020............................................................. 61 

Table 3. 7: Summary of Activities for August 2020 ........................................................ 62 

Table 3. 8: Summary of Activities for September 2020 ................................................. 63 

Table 3. 9: Summary of Activities for October 2020 ...................................................... 64 
 
 



10 | P a g e  

Table 3. 10: Summary of Activities for November 2020 ................................................ 65 

Table 3. 11: Summary of Activities for December 2020 ................................................ 65 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



11 | P a g e  

List of Figures 

Figure 1. 1: ACJMC Change Management Framework ................................................. 15 

Figure 1. 2: Criminal Cases in FCT High Court in Q4 2020 ........................................... 19 

Figure 1. 3: Average Judgement Turnaround Time (Months) ........................................ 19 

Figure 1. 4: Average Judgement Turnaround Time (Months) ........................................ 20 

Figure 1. 5: Judgement Turnaround Time - Criminal and Civil Cases (Months) ............ 20 

Figure 1. 6: Federal High Court Judgments 2011 - 2017 .............................................. 21 

Figure 1. 7: Judgment Turnaround Time for Selected Criminal Cases (months) ........... 22 

Figure 1. 8: Adjusted Turnaround Time for Selected Criminal Cases (months) ............. 22 

Figure 1. 9: NIC Average Judgement Turnaround Time (Months) ................................. 27 

Figure 1. 10: Average Judgement Turnaround Time by the NIC (Months) .................... 28 

Figure 1. 11: Analytical Approach for s.396(7) of ACJA ................................................ 30 

Figure 1. 12: Nigeria’s Corruption Perception Index Ranking Pre ACJA 2015 .............. 31 

Figure 1. 13: Nigeria’s Corruption Perception Index Ranking Post ACJA 2015 ............. 36 

Figure 2. 1: The Criminal Justice System within the Federal Capital Territory .............. 44 

Figure 2. 2: Compliance of Police Division in the FCT with s. 33 of ACJA .................... 55 

Figure 2. 3: Oversight Magistrates Visits to Police Divisions in 2020 ............................ 55 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



12 | P a g e  

List of Abbreviations 
 

1 ACJA Administration of Criminal Justice Act 

2 ACJMC Administration of Criminal Justice Monitoring Committee 

3 AGF Attorney-General of the Federation 

4 CM Chief Magistrate 

5 CMP Change Management Process 

6 DSS Department for State Services 

7 EFCC Economic and Financial Crime Commission 

8 FCT Federal Capital Territory 

9 FMOJ Federal Ministry of Justice 

10 ICPC Independent Corrupt Practices Commission 

11 LACON Legal Aid Council of Nigeria 

12 NAPTIP National Agency for the Prohibition for Trafficking in Persons 

13 NCS Nigerian Customs Service 

14 NDLEA National Drug Law Enforcement Agency 

15 NHRC National Human Rights Commission 

16 NIC National Industrial Court 

17 NPF Nigeria Police Force 

18 NSCDC Nigeria Security and Civil Defence Corps 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



13 | P a g e  

Chapter 1: Improving the Criminal Justice System through a 

Structured Change Management Process 

1.1 The change management process 
 

In line with its mandate of ensuring the effective and efficient application of the 

Administration of Criminal Justice Act (ACJA) 2015, the Administration of Criminal Justice 

Monitoring Committee (ACJMC) in 2020 instituted series of mechanisms to facilitate the 

achievement of its mandate. Because the overriding goal of the ACJA is the speedy 

dispensation of criminal matters, one of the steps that was introduced is the development 

of a Change Management Process (CMP) to guide the ACJMC activities. 

As indicated in figure 1, the ACJMC’s drive for changing the narrative of the criminal 

justice system is to first acknowledge that the system is impaired by structural and 

institutional challenges. These manifests in specific issues such as slow completion of 

criminal cases, congestion of criminal cases in courts leading to congestion in prisons, as 

well as detaining persons awaiting trials in courts. Furthermore, there is the general lack 

of synergy among Government Agencies charged with dealing with criminal matters, 

while the system is also weakened by the absence of harmonisation in recording, storing, 

and sharing of data and information on the administration of criminal cases. 

Given the specific challenges facing the criminal justice system, the ACJMC has been 

intervening through the following measures: 

a) Monitoring of criminal cases in courts to ensure compliance with provisions of the 

ACJA 2015, with the beneficiaries being the persons charged with criminal matters. 

The short, medium, and long-term benefits are improvement in the turn-around time 

in the handling of criminal matters, the quick dispensation of cases and prison 

decongestion, and substantial compliance with the ACJA 2015. 

b) Initiating regular meetings in line with s.470(2)(h) of ACJA, with the beneficiaries being 

the agencies of government charged with the duty for administration of criminal justice. 

Here, the short, medium and long-term benefit is the engendering of a participatory 

approach that will ensure cordiality among the agencies and by extension lead to 

improvement in the execution of the ACJA. 
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c) Carrying out activities such as trainings and workshops in line with s.470(2)(h) of 

ACJA. The beneficiaries of this interventions are the agencies charged with the duty 

for administration of criminal justice. In the short, medium and long-term, the capacity 

development initiatives will ensure that the agencies develop the necessary skills and 

awareness about the ACJA and are better equipped to contribute to the effective and 

efficient administration of criminal justice. 

d) Collating, analyzing and publishing information in line with s.470(2)(f) of the ACJA. 

The beneficiaries here include the Chief Justice and other decision makers working 

on the administration of criminal justice in Nigeria. In the short, medium and long-term, 

the goal is to achieve the desired policy changes through the availability of needed 

information at the disposal of the decision makers. 

One of the key steps that the ACJMC has taken with respect to this intervention is to 

base any collation, analysis and publication on quality research. The ensuing empirical 

evidence consequently provides the foundation upon which the Committee conducts 

its advocacies and interventions for an improved criminal justice system. 

Another reason why the ACJMC is giving priority to carrying out quality research is 

because the Covid-19 pandemic, as well as its attendant consequences, has made it 

imperative for more evidence-based advocacy and decision-making. The ACJMC will 

be conducting investigations on how the Covid-19 pandemic has affected different 

activities and operations in the criminal justice system. 

 
Overall, the ACJMC is committed, through its change management process, to ensure 

that agencies of government charged with the responsibility of administering criminal 

justice adhere to the provisions of ACJA 2015, and by extension contribute to the effective 

and efficient administration of criminal justice in Nigeria. 
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Figure 1. 1: ACJMC Change Management Framework 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 
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1.2 Research activities in the review period 
 

The two research activities carried out in the period under review are: (a) Mapping of 

Courts with Criminal Jurisdiction in the FCT; (b) Mapping the Implementation and 

Compliance with Section 396(7) of ACJA 2015. While the reason for the mapping of 

criminal jurisdiction is to enable the Committee keep abreast of criminal records in the 

various courts and the timelines for their prosecution, the mapping of the implementation 

and compliance with s.396(7) of ACJA is aimed at providing the empirical basis for 

contributing to the debate on amendment of both the 1999 constitution and the ACJA. 

The findings from the two research are presented in the ensuing sub-sections. 

1.2.1 Mapping Out of Courts with Criminal Jurisdiction in the FCT 
 

a) Background: The FCT is the seat of power, and it is becoming a cosmopolitan city 

because of the wide-ranging visitors and settlers. Because such pluralistic 

metropolises are prone to crimes of different nature, the ACJA 2015 provides the legal 

tool for the effective handling of criminal cases. Since the hearing of criminal matters 

is sometimes affected by the problem of jurisdiction, it is necessary to investigate the 

adjudication of criminal matters in the FCT. 

b) Goal: To provide the ACJMC with necessary data and information to further its 

interventions and advocacy on how to improve the criminal justice system. 

c) Objectives: The specific objectives of the study are as follows: 
 

i. Determine the nature and number of criminal cases in the identified courts. 
 

ii. Ascertain the number of pending criminal cases relative to the total cases 

pending and the criminal cases that were successfully completed. 

iii. Categorize criminal cases by locations to establish the spread of such cases. 
 

iv. Estimate the judgment turnaround time for criminal cases relative to civil cases. 
 

d) Methodology and data: The study used a systematic approach guided by the 

Saunders et. al. (2009) research onion framework to scrutinize and map out courts 

with criminal jurisdiction within the FCT. Data was sourced from the identified courts 
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and presented by means of tabular and graphical illustrations. Further analysis was 

done using summary statistics to understand the spread and distribution of the data. 

The analysis for the different courts were carried out as follows: 
 

i. FCT High Court – Pending criminal cases in 2020 were analyzed and 

judgement turnaround time estimated. 

ii. Federal High Court – The analysis comprises a scrutiny of the judgments, 

including on criminal cases and estimation of the turnaround time. 

iii. Area Court – Total pending cases in 2020, including the criminal matters were 

analyzed and further put in perspective by disaggregating them by location. 

iv. Magistrate Court – The total pending cases between 2019 and 2020 were 

examined, including analyzing them by location. 

v. National Industrial Court - While the nature of cases superintended over by 

the NIC are strictly labour issues which rarely culminate into criminal matters, 

an estimation of the judgment turnaround time is provided for further insight. 

e) Summary of the findings 
 

i. FCT High Court 
 

 Returns of criminal cases
 

 Table 1.1 shows that in Q4 2020, the total number of criminal cases was 1,781 

and 1,769 or 99% were pending while only 12 or 0.7% were finalized.

 When scrutinized by location, the data shows that 262 or 15% of the total criminal 

cases in the period were in the Apo district; 63 or 4% were in Gudu; 177 or 10% in 

Jabi; 32 or 2% in Kubwa and 88 or 5% in Kwali. Furthermore, 195 or 11% were in 

Maitama while 61 or 3% were in Zuba.

 The return of cases where the locations were not specified were grouped as 

‘Others’ and a total of 903 or 51% of the total criminal cases were recorded under 

this category.
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Table 1. 1: Criminal Cases in the FCT High Court in Q4 2020 
 

 Total Criminal Cases Criminal Cases Pending Criminal Cases Disposed Off 

 No. % No. % No. % 

Apo 262 15 260 15 2 17 

Gudu 63 4 63 4 0 0 

Jabi 177 10 177 10 0 0 

Kubwa 32 2 32 2 0 0 

Kwali 88 5 78 4 10 83 

Maitama 195 11 195 11 0 0 

Zuba 61 3 61 3 0 0 

Others** 903 51 903 51 0 0 
 1781 100 1769 100 12 100 

Source: FCT High Court Registry and Authors estimates. 
**: This comprises return of cases where the locations were not specified. 

 

 In terms of the pending and finalized cases, 260 or 15% were pending in Apo, 

implying that only 2 cases were completed in that district in Q4 2020. For Gudu, 

Jabi, Kubwa, Maitama, Zuba and ‘Others’ there were no finished cases in the 

period, while 10 were done in Kwali. Overall, the FCT High Court was only able to 

successfully complete only 12 criminal cases in Q4 2020.

 To further provide an insight into the returns of criminal cases in the FCT High 

Court in Q4 2020, table 1.2 illustrates that the total cases averaged 59 in the 

different courts. The median value, defined as the midpoint of the cases returned, 

is 41, meaning that 50% of the cases returned in the period were above 41 while 

the remaining 50% were below 41. The number of cases returned most often, that 

is the mode, is 14. There is huge spread in the return of cases given that the 

maximum return was 530 and minimum of 1, giving a range (the difference 

between the maximum and minimum values) of 529.

Table 1. 2: Descriptive Statistics for Criminal Cases in the FCT High Court 
 

 Total Criminal Cases Criminal Cases Pending Criminal Cases Disposed Off 

Mean 59 59 0 

Median 41 41 0 

Mode 14 14 0 

Range 529 530 10 

Minimum 1 0 0 

Maximum 530 530 10 

Sum 1781 1769 12 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat Estimates 

 

 Given that the mean of 59 is higher than the median and mode of 41 and 14, the 

implication is that the spread of criminal cases in the FCT High Court in Q4 2020 

was skewed. This further suggests that some locations of the court returned more 

criminal cases as indicated in table 1.1.
 



Source: ACJMC Secretariat 
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 Figure 1.2 provides more insight on the distribution and spread of the cases 

returned by the FCT High Court.

Figure 1. 2: Criminal Cases in FCT High Court in Q4 2020 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Source: ACJMC Secretariat 

 
 Estimation of judgement turnaround time

 

 The speedy dispensation of criminal cases is key to the ACJMC because it 

provides an indication of how it is influencing the criminal justice system.

 A total of 79 rulings were selected from the judgements delivered by the FCT High 

Court, and the judgement turnaround time estimated.

 Figure 1.3 shows that the estimated judgement turnaround was 29.81 months in 

Q1 and 28.52 months in Q2, implying an improvement by one month. When the 

two quarters are considered, the estimated turnaround time was 29.17 months.

Figure 1. 3: Average Judgement Turnaround Time (Months) 
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 A scrutiny of the cases as indicated in figure 1.4 shows that the estimated 

judgement turnaround time for 31 cases is above the average 29 months, while 46 

cases had time below 29 months, and 2 cases had the same judgement time as 

the average of 29 months.

Figure 1. 4: Average Judgement Turnaround Time (Months) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 

 

 A disaggregation of the estimation of the judgement turnaround time for criminal 

and civil cases as indicated in figure 1.5 shows that while it is 29.27 months for the 

latter, it is 24.33 months for the former. This implies that judgements were speedily 

delivered for criminal cases relative to civil cases.

Figure 1. 5: Judgement Turnaround Time - Criminal and Civil Cases (Months) 
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ii. Federal High Court 
 

 Judgements between 2011 - 2017
 

 A total of 225 judgements for the period 2011 and 2017 were obtained from the 

court’s website https://www.fhc.gov.ng/view/judgments.

 Figure 1.6 shows that 109 rulings were given in 2016, followed by 59 in 2017 and 

40 in 2015. Only 11 judgements were delivered in 2014 while 2011, 2012 and 2013 

had 3, 1 and 2 rulings respectively.

 While the criminal rulings of 14 in 2016 constituted 12.8% of the total judgements, 

the 5 recorded in 2017 was 8.5% of the total. Only one criminal judgement was 

given in 2014 and constituted 9% of the total 11.

 Overall and based on the information available on the court’s website 

https://www.fhc.gov.ng/view/judgments, a total of 225 judgments were delivered and 

only 21 or 9.3% of them were classified as criminal cases.

Figure 1. 6: Federal High Court Judgments 2011 - 2017 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 
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 Estimation of judgement turnaround time for criminal cases
 

 Out of the available 21 judgements delivered on criminal cases between 2011 and 

2017, only eight specified the commencement dates of the trials, thereby enabling 

the calculation of the judgement turnaround time.

 Figure 1.7 shows that the estimated average turnaround time for the criminal cases 

analyzed was 15 months. The longest case lasted 78 months while two cases were 

completed within one month. This means that the case that took 78 months is an 

outlier, and this was the terrorism case involving Charles Okah.

 When the turnaround time is adjusted by removing the Okah case, figure 1.8 

shows that the average time for completing criminal cases dropped to 6 months.

Figure 1. 7: Judgment Turnaround Time for Selected Criminal Cases (months) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 1. 8: Adjusted Turnaround Time for Selected Criminal Cases (months) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 
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iii. Area Court 
 

 Pending cases in 2020
 

 The Area Court recorded a total of 3,309 pending cases in 2020. Criminal cases 

pending totaled 974 and those successfully completed were 2,335.

 September had the highest number of cases finalized of 311 or 13.3%, followed 

by 302 or 12.9% in February, 278 or 11.9% in August and 274 or 11.7% in March.

 May and April had lowest finalized cases of 99 (4.2%) and 18 (0.8%) respectively.
 

Table 1. 3: Area Court Pending Cases in 2020 
 

 

Month 
Total Pending Cases Criminal Cases Pending Criminal Cases Disposed Off 

No. % No. % No. % 

Jan-20 191 5.8 76 7.8 105 4.5 

Feb-20 432 13.1 119 12.2 302 12.9 

Mar-20 394 11.9 110 11.3 274 11.7 

Apr-20 71 2.1 21 2.2 18 0.8 

May-20 160 4.8 62 6.4 99 4.2 

Jun-20 339 10.2 91 9.3 216 9.3 

Jul-20 248 7.5 95 9.8 142 6.1 

Aug-20 414 12.5 126 12.9 278 11.9 

Sep-20 262 7.9 99 10.2 311 13.3 

Oct-20 268 8.1 80 8.2 177 7.6 

Nov-20 263 7.9 27 2.8 225 9.6 

Dec-20 267 8.1 68 7.0 188 8.1 
 3309 100.0 974 100.0 2335 100.0 

Source: Area Court and ACJMC Secretariat Calculations. 

 
 Analysis by location

 

 Table 1.4 shows that Karu had the highest number of pending cases of 925 or 28% 

of total, followed by Kabusa 540 of 16.3% and Kubwa 347 or 10.5%.

 In terms of criminal cases completed in the year, Karu, Kabu and Dei-Dei had the 

highest number of 991, 473 and 202 respectively.

Table 1. 4: Area Court Pending Cases by Location in 2020 
 

 
S/N 

 
Location 

Total Pending Cases Criminal Cases Pending Criminal Cases Disposed Off 

No. % No. % No. % 

1 Abaji 96 2.9 51 5.2 34 1.4 

2 Bwari 154 4.7 46 4.7 108 4.4 

3 Dei-Dei 236 7.1 34 3.5 202 8.2 

4 Dutse Alhaji 5 0.2 0 0.0 5 0.2 

5 Gudu 182 5.5 106 10.9 77 3.1 

6 Gwagwalada 81 2.4 56 5.7 16 0.6 

7 Gwagwa 138 4.2 86 8.8 52 2.1 

8 Jiwa 206 6.2 60 6.2 137 5.5 

9 Kabusa 540 16.3 67 6.9 473 19.1 

10 Karu 925 28.0 103 10.6 991 40.0 

11 Kubwa 347 10.5 193 19.8 154 6.2 

12 Kwali 68 2.1 40 4.1 29 1.2 

13 Mpape 329 9.9 132 13.6 197 8.0 

14 Orozo 2 0.1 0 0.0 2 0.1 
 Total 3309 100.0 974 100.0 2477 100.0 

Source: Area Court and ACJMC Secretariat Calculations. 
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 Overall, and as shown in table 1.5, the Area Court had a total of 3,309 pending 

cases, 974 criminal cases pending, and 2,477 criminal cases completed in 2020.

 The breakdown shows an average of 276 pending cases and a midpoint or median 

value of 265. The maximum total pending cases was 432 and minimum 71, giving 

a range of 361.

 For the criminal cases pending in the year, the average was 81 and midpoint 86 

while the maximum of 126 and minimum of 21 resulted in a range of 105.

 In terms of the cases completed, the average was 206 and midpoint 218, with the 

maximum of 322 and minimum of 18 leading to a range of 304.

Table 1. 5: Summary Statistics for Area Court Pending Cases in 2020 
 

 Total Cases Pending Criminal Cases Pending Criminal Cases Disposed Off 

Mean 276 81 206 

Median 265 86 218 

Range 361 105 304 

Minimum 71 21 18 

Maximum 432 126 322 

Sum 3309 974 2477 
Source: ACJMC Secretariat Calculations. 

 

iv. Magistrate Court 
 

 Pending cases in 2019 - 2020
 

 The Magistrate Court recorded total pending cases of 167,934 between 2019 and 

2020 as indicated in table 1.6.

 Of this number 31,107 or 18.5% were pending criminal cases while 3,502 or 11.3% 

of these criminal cases were completed in the period.

 The breakdown shows that total pending cases were 80,447 in 2019 and this 

increased by 8.8% to 87,487 in 2020.

 In 2019, the pending criminal cases were 14, 477 and 2,212 or 15.3% of these 

cases were completed.

 In 2020, the pending criminal cases increased by 14.9% from 2019 level to 16,630 

and 1,290 or 7.8% were finalized.
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Table 1. 6: Magistrate Court Pending Cases, 2019 - 2020 
 

S/N Month Total Pending Cases 
Criminal Cases 

Pending 

Criminal Cases 

Disposed Off 

1 Jan-19 7,124 1,234 134 

2 Feb-19 6,507 1,151 191 

3 Mar-19 6,740 1,233 212 

4 Apr-19 6,691 1,137 230 

5 May-19 6,592 1,219 208 

6 Jun-19 6,263 1,027 216 

7 Jul-19 6,281 1,037 212 

8 Aug-19 6,897 1,332 154 

9 Sep-19 6,318 1,275 182 

10 Oct-19 6,602 1,322 199 

11 Nov-19 8,498 1,293 228 

12 Dec-19 5,934 1,217 46 
 2019 Total 80,447 14,477 2,212 

1 Jan-20 9,970 1,325 108 

2 Feb-20 6,877 1,331 108 

3 Mar-20 6,809 1,352 193 

4 Apr-20 6,604 1,322 101 

5 May-20 6,600 1,360 26 

6 Jun-20 6,880 1,418 50 

7 Jul-20 7,302 1,410 147 

8 Aug-20 7,636 1,586 116 

9 Sep-20 7,827 1,529 117 

10 Oct-20 5,943 1,107 136 

11 Nov-20 7,392 1,433 152 

12 Dec-20 7,647 1,457 36 
 2020 Total 87,487 16,630 1,290 
 Grand Total 167,934 31,107 3,502 

Source: Magistrate Court Registry and ACJMC Secretariat Calculations. 

 
 Analysis by location

 

 When the cases are classified by court location, table 1.7 shows that the highest 

number of pending cases of 61,725 or 36.8% were recorded in Wuse 2 district. 

Dutse recorded the second highest number of 17, 916 or 10.7% while Karu had 

the third highest returns of 13,213 or 7.9% of the total.

 In terms of pending criminal cases, the highest return of 10,358 or 33.3% was 

recorded in Wuse 2, followed by 5,739 or 18.4% in the Wuse zone 6 district. 

Gwagwalada recorded the third highest number of 4,548 or 14.6% of the total 

criminal cases pending between 2019 and 2020.

 With respect to criminal cases that were completed, the highest number of 1,067 

or 30.5% were recorded in Wuse 2, followed by 780 or 22.3% of total in Wuse zone

6. Life Camp had the third highest number of completed criminal cases of 304 or 

8.7% in the period under review. 
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Table 1. 7: Magistrate Court Pending Cases by Location, 2019 - 2020 
 

 

S/N 
 

Location 
Total Pending Cases Criminal Cases Pending Criminal Cases Disposed Off 

No. % No. % No. % 

1 Abaji 261 0.2 47 0.2 5 0.1 

2 Bwari 2,954 1.8 437 1.4 98 2.8 

3 Dutse 17,916 10.7 1,204 3.9 103 2.9 

4 Gwagwalada 13,428 8.0 4,548 14.6 295 8.4 

5 Jiwa 4,264 2.5 90 0.3 44 1.2 

6 Karu 13,213 7.9 1,367 4.4 120 3.4 

7 Kubwa 10,121 6.0 1,127 3.6 141 4.0 

8 Kuje 3,446 2.1 1,333 4.3 252 7.2 

9 Kwali 947 0.6 129 0.4 9 0.2 

10 Life Camp 11,648 6.9 2,156 6.9 304 8.7 

11 Lugbe 8,360 5.0 1,643 5.3 185 5.3 

12 Mpape 2,588 1.5 660 2.1 61 1.7 

13 Wuse Zone 2 61,725 36.8 10,358 33.3 1,067 30.5 

14 Wuse Zone 3 210 0.1 48 0.2 4 0.1 

15 Wuse Zone 6 14,866 8.9 5,739 18.4 780 22.3 

16 Wuse Zone 11 176 0.1 25 0.1 3 0.1 

17 Zuba 1,810 1.1 200 0.6 37 1.0 

  167,934 100 31,107 100 3,502 100 

Source: Magistrate Court Registry and ACJMC Secretariat Calculations. 
 

 In general, and as indicated in table 1.8, the Magistrate Court recorded a mean or 

average 6,997 pending cases and a midpoint or median of 6,775.

 With no mode noted and mean higher than the median, it implies that the spread 

or distribution of the pending cases between 2019 and 2020 was skewed.

 This is confirmed by the analysis by location which showed that most of the cases 

were reported from the Wuse zone 2 district of the court.

Table 1. 8: Summary Statistics for Magistrate Court Pending Cases 
 

 Total Pending Cases Criminal Cases Pending Criminal Cases Disposed Off 

Mean 6,997 1,296 146 

Median 6,775 1,322 150 

Mode - 1,322 212 

Range 4,036 559 204 

Minimum 5,934 1,027 26 

Maximum 9,970 1,586 230 

Sum 167,934 31,107 3,502 

Count 24 24 24 
Source: ACJMC Secretariat Calculations. 
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v. National Industrial Court 
 

 Judgement turnaround time
 

 The National Industrial Court adjudicates only on labour and industrial cases with 

little or no criminal dimension. However, estimating the judgement turnaround time 

for the court’s rulings between 2019 and 2020 provided extra insight for the study.

 As shown in figure 1.9, the estimated average turnaround time for giving 

judgement was 33 months in 2019, and 28 months in 2020.

 The turnaround time for settling labour and industrial disputes therefore averaged 

27 months between 2019 and 2020. The decline in the turnaround time means that 

there was an improvement in the time for settling disputes.

 A breakdown as shown in figure 1.10 indicates that 88 cases had turnaround time 

above the average, 103 had time below the average, and 3 had time equal to the 

average. The highest turnaround time was 105 months and lowest of one month.

Figure 1. 9: NIC Average Judgement Turnaround Time (Months) 
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Figure 1. 10: Average Judgement Turnaround Time by the NIC (Months) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 

 

 
f) Conclusions and implications for the ACJMC 

 

 Conclusions
 

The three key conclusions from the study are as follows: 
 

 The high number of pending cases suggests that structural and institutional 

challenges continue to impair the justice delivery system. Specifically, the low 

number of completed criminal cases relative to the pending criminal cases 

indicates that challenges that the ACJA 2015 aims to address are still prevalent in 

the criminal justice system.

 The period for delivering rulings remains an issue based on the estimated 

judgment turnaround time. The speedy completion of cases, especially criminal 

matters can be enhanced if provisions of ACJA 2015 are complied with.

 The analysis by location showed that cases are concentrated more in certain 

areas, and this is confirmed by the summary statistics for the different courts. The 

inference that can be made from this is that a more spreading may enhance the 

timeframe for completing cases, particularly the criminal related ones.
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 Implications for the ACJMC
 

The suggestions of the research findings for the ACJMC’s advocacy and intervention 

efforts are as follows: 

 Continually conduct advocacy on the need for the courts adjudicating over criminal 

matters to go digital and improve their record gathering, storing and archiving. This 

will improve data and information availability for future research.

 Constantly engage in similar research activities to provide empirical basis for 

interventions, while also making the findings available to key stakeholders, 

including policy makers and the headship of the Judiciary in the FCT.

 Because criminal cases that are terrorism related are complex and take longer 

time to complete, the ACJMC should always engage stakeholders, especially the 

security agencies, on the need for such cases to be fast tracked, though without 

compromising the quality of investigations that will be used for the prosecutions.

1.2.2 Mapping of compliance with section 396 of ACJA 2015 
 

a) Background: Prior to the enactment of the ACJA 2015, the elevation of judges 

conducting criminal cases in High Courts to the Court of Appeal often creates 

lacunas that impair the administration of criminal justice in Nigeria. In particular, high 

profile criminal cases, such as corruption trials of politically exposed persons 

became difficult to complete and last several years. 

Section 396(7) of the ACJA was aimed at addressing this challenge, and the 

ACJMC, in line with its mandate, seeks to explore the level of implementation and 

compliance with this provision. Furthermore, the Supreme Court’s judgement on the 

now popular ‘Orji Uzor Kalu’ case voiding s.396(7) of the ACJA also made the need 

to conduct the research necessary in order to ascertain if that provision of the ACJA 

is still being implemented and complied with by the High Courts. 

b) Goal: To provide the ACJMC the empirical basis to contribute to efforts at amending 

both the 1999 Constitution and the ACJA 2015. 

c) Objectives: The objective of the study is to ascertain the level of implementation 

and compliance with s.396(7) of ACJA. It specifically attempts to establish the 
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amendment of relevant section(s) of the 1999 constitution and the ACJA 2015. 
 

Figure 1. 11: Analytical Approach for s.396(7) of ACJA 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 

 
e) Summary of key points and findings 
 

 Background 

 
 The enactment of the ACJA in 2015 was aimed at ensuring effective and speedy 

completion of criminal matters. It merged key provisions in the repealed Criminal 

Procedure Code and Criminal Procedure Act which were hitherto the legal 

instruments for applied for dealing with criminal matters. 

 Awomolo (2020) argued that one of the major reasons why the ACJA 2015 was 

number of criminal cases pending and concluded at both the Federal High Court and 

the High Court of the FCT due to the promotion of judges to the Court of Appeal. 

d) Methodology: The approach followed four steps as shown in figure 1.11. The 

rationale for using this systematic process is to ensure that the scrutiny follows a 

logical sequence that will enable the ACJMC take measures to contribute to the 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

passed was because between 2007 and 2014, criminal cases relating to 

corruption, especially those linking to politically exposed persons, dragged on 

continuously and it was believed that corruption was winning. 

 Figure 1.12 shows Nigeria’s corruption perception index before the enactment of 

the ACJA, with the country’s ranking averaging 138 between 2007 and 2014 out 
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Between 2007 and 2014, many allegations of corruption, abuse and 

misuse of public office by politically-exposed persons dragged on 

unreasonably and it was believed that corruption was winning - 

Adegboyega Awomolo SAN 

of average 178 countries surveyed in the period. This relatively poor corruption 

perception position was believed to be magnified because of the delay in 

prosecuting criminal cases relating to corruption. 

 Also, some judges of the High Court who were presiding on some of the cases 

were promoted to the Court of Appeal, resulting in the cases being heard de novo.1 

When cases are heard de novo because of the elevation of High Court judges, it 

was difficult and frustrating for the prosecuting authorities to gather witnesses 

because of reluctance, and in some cases, death of some of the witnesses. 

 Given the challenges, it was proposed that a law be enacted to allow elevated 

judges of the higher courts to return and complete hearing and deliver ruling. To 

this end, an executive bill was presented for the ACJA with s. 396(7) stating that: 

“Notwithstanding the provision of any other law to the contrary, a judge of the high 

court, who has been elevated to the Court of Appeal, shall have dispensation to 

continue to sit as a high court judge only for the purpose of concluding any partly- 

heard criminal matter pending before him at the time of his elevation; and shall 

conclude the same within a reasonable time, provided that this section shall not 

prevent him from assuming duty as a Justice of the Court of Appeal.” 

Figure 1. 12: Nigeria’s Corruption Perception Index Ranking Pre ACJA 2015 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat using Transparency International data 
 

 

1 https://thenigerialawyer.com/is-section-3967-of-acja-constitutional-by-adegboyega-awomolo-san/, Cited November 15, 2020. 
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 Supreme Court’s Judgement voiding s.396(7) of ACJA - The Orji Uzor Kale Case
 

 Following the enactment of the ACJA 2015, some criminal cases relating to 

corruption, and linked to politically exposed persons, were completed because 

judges who were elevated, upon receiving directive from the President of the Court 

of Appeal, returned to the High Court to complete such cases.

 Justice Zainab Bulkachuwa, the then President of the Court of Appeal shortly after 

the judgement on Orji Uzor Kalu case, was quoted as saying ‘I have given fiats at 

least 50 times to about eight Justices of the Court of Appeal to go back and 

complete their assignments’.2

 She further posited that: ‘Justice Muhammed Idris who gave judgement on the 

Kalu case had concluded 15 cases through the application of the provision of 

section 396(7) of ACJA’.

 Table 1.9 shows some of the cases where fiats were issued by the headship of the 

court of appeal for elevated judges to return and complete the cases they started.

Table 1. 9: Cases where Elevated Judges Returned to Deliver Judgement 
 

 Case Reference Elevated Judge Date of Judgement 

1 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. Joseph 

Kayode Afolayan – FHC/L/68C/13 

Hon. Justice Mohammed 

Idris 

18th March, 2019 

2 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. Odetunji 

Mayowa Israel & Ors – FHC/L/227C/13 

 18th March, 2019 

3 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. 

Waripamo-Owei Emmanuel Dudafa & 

Anor – FHC/L/238C/16 

 29th August, 2019 

4 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. Orji 

Uzor Kalu & 2 Ors – 

FHC/ABJ/CR/56/07 

 5th December, 2019 

5 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. 

Christian Nwosu & Anor – 

FHC/L/106C/15 

 24th January, 2019 

 6 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. 

Rasheed Ladoja & Anor – 

FHC/L/336C/08 

 8th February, 2019 

 

7 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. Tosin 

Lawal & Ors – FHC/L342C/11 

 25th February, 2019 

8 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. Dennis 

Konyeaso & Anor 

 NA 

 
 

2 https://punchng.com/acourt-president-hails-completion-of-orji-kalus-trial/ 
 

https://punchng.com/acourt-president-hails-completion-of-orji-kalus-trial/
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9 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. Owobo 

Bola & 3 Ors – FHC/L/208/15 

 NA 

10 Mr. Adebayo Aremu vs. African Port 

Services Limited & Anor – 

FHC/L/CS/1764/2016 

 NA 

11 UDE JONES UDEOGU v. FRN & 2 

ORS 

 8th May, 2020 

12 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. Kenneth 

Iwueke & 2 Ors – FHC/ABJ/CR/85/10 

Hon. Justice G.O. Kolawole  

13 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. Garba 

Abdullahi Tahir & Anor – 

FHC/ABJ/CR/80/13 

 NA 

14 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. 

Mohammed Adamu & Anor – 

FHC/ABJ/CR/86/10 

 NA 

15 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. Nazeef 

Yunus & 2 Ors – FHC/ABJ/CR/13/14 

 NA 

16 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. Danladi 

Adamu & 5 Ors – FHC/ABJ/CR/232/14 

 NA 

17 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. 

Abdulmannan Obadiki – 

FHC/ABJ/CR/122/13 

 NA 

18 Jacinta Ijeoma Eze vs. Federal 

Republic of Nigeria – A/EFCC/IC/17 

Hon. Justice Ebiowe Tobi 11th October, 2018 

19 Alhaji Abubakar Bobboi Jauro vs. 

Habibu Muhammed Aliyu & 4 Ors – Suit 

No. CV/1833/09 

Hon. Justice F.A. Ojo NA 

20 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. Adikwu 

Abah – FCT/HC/CV/68/13 

 NA 

21 Inspector General of Police vs. Salifu 

Yahaya – CR/159/2017 

 NA 

22 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. Shehu 

Mustapha & Anor – FHC/YL/103C/2015 

Hon. Justice Balkisu Bello 

Aliyu 

26th September, 2019 

23 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. Salisu 

Adamu & 2 Ors – FHC/YL/IC/2016 

 12th February, 2019 

24 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. 

Suleiman Elkanna – FHC/YL/56C/2016 

 12th February, 2019 

25 FHC/PH/129C/10  17th August, 2018 

26 FHC/PH/62C/17  10th September, 2018 

 27  FHC/PH/126C/11  10th September, 2018 

28 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. Hilda 

Aguda – CR/212/2016 

Hon. Justice A.M. 

Talba 

NA 

29 Inspector General of Police vs. Ex-CPL 

Isaac Mangs & Chinedu Eze – 

CR/119/2006 

 NA 

30 Commissioner of Police vs. Osinachi 

John & Anor – FCT/HC/CR/96/14 

 NA 
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31 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. Ismaila 

Mohammed & Anor – 

FCT/HC/CR/100/14 

 NA 

32 Commissioner of Police vs. Emmanuel 

Sunday FCT/CR/87/16 

 NA 

33 Commissioner of Police vs. Chekube 

Okonkwo & Anor – CR/311/16 

 NA 

34 Federal Republic of Nigeria vs. Ibrahim 

Ahmed Mazangari & 4 Ors – CR/221/15 

 NA 

Source: Court of Appeal Registry 
 

 The Kalu event, originally the case of UDE JONES UDEOGU v. FRN & 2 ORS 

however turned out to be the basis upon which the Supreme Court voided s.396(7) 

of the ACJA. The case emanated from the Lagos Division of the Federal High 

Court and Justice Mohammed Idris who was elevated to the Court of Appeal in 

2018, had returned to the court to conclude the trial by convicting and sentencing 

Kalu to 12 years’ imprisonment for N7.1bn fraud, alongside Mr. Udeh Udeogu on 

December 5, 2019.

 On May 8, 2020, the Supreme Court, in a unanimous ruling by a seven-man panel, 

quashed the sentence based on the appeal filed by the accused persons 

challenging the constitutionality of s.396(7). Specifically, the apex court held that:

- Justice Mohammed Idris having been elevated to the bench of the Court of 

Appeal was no longer a judge of the Federal High Court and the decision he 

gave thereto was one on want of jurisdiction, hence a nullity. 

- s.396(7) of ACJA which allowed the President of the Court of Appeal to issue 

a fiat to Justice Idris to adjudicate on the case is a nullity as it conflicts with the 

provisions of the 1999 Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria (as 

amended). The court precisely noted as follows: 

‘The enactment of Section 396(7) of ACJA, 2015 is an attempt by 

the National Assembly, in view of the Court’s interpretation of 

section 254(1) of the 1979 Constitution which is reproduced as the 

substantial part of Section 290(1) of the 1999 Constitution, to whittle 

down the operation of the said provisions of the Constitution, Ab 

initio Section 396(7) of the ACJA, 2015 was set out to frontally 
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contradict and challenge the letters, substance and spirit of Section 

290(1) of the 1999 Constitution, particularly Section 290(1) thereof. 

Therefore, by operation of Section 1(3) of the Constitution, Section 

396(7) of the ACJA, 2015, to the extent of its inconsistency with 

Section 290(1) of the Constitution, is void.’ 

- The President of the Court of Appeal acted ultra vires her powers when she 

issued the fiat to Justice Idris to sit as a judge of the Federal High Court. 

 The Supreme Court’s ruling voiding s.396(7) of ACJA is not new as it had made 

similar verdicts relating to the jurisdiction of elevated judges in the past as follows:3

- In the case of Ogbunyinya & Ors. v. Okudo & Ors [1979] NSCC, where 

Nnaemeka-Agu, a Judge of the High Court of Onitsha in Anambra State, heard 

a matter on the 13th day of June 1977 and adjourned the matter to 17th June 

1977 for judgement. However, on the 15th of June 1977, that is, two days prior 

to the delivery of the ruling, he was appointed to the Federal Court of Appeal. 

He returned to deliver the judgement, but the Supreme Court held that the Hon. 

Judge ceased to be a Judge of the High Court of Anambra State because at 

the point of delivering the judgement, he no longer had jurisdiction. 

- In the case of OUR LINE LTD v. S.C.C. NIG. LTD & ORS (2009) 17 NWLR 

(pt. 1170) 383, the Supreme Court maintained that the position established in 

Ogbunyinya & Ors. v. Okudo & Ors [1979] NSCC remains the law. 
 

 Overall, the Supreme Court’s ruling voiding s.396(7) of the ACJA generated mixed 

reactions among legal experts. Also, the corruption perception index post-ACJA 

remains high as indicated in figure 1.15. This is because the number of countries 

that Nigeria outperformed in the index after the enactment of the ACJA have been 

lower than 40 since 2017, an indication of increasing corruption perception.

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

3 We acknowledge Barrister Austin Emumejakpor for these two examples. 
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Figure 1. 13: Nigeria’s Corruption Perception Index Ranking Post ACJA 2015 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat using Transparency International data 

 
 Gauging expert opinions on the Supreme Court’s judgment voiding s.396(7) of ACJA.

 

 To provide further perspective on the Supreme Court’s ruling that voided s.396(7) 

of the ACJA 2015, the opinions of some legal experts are presented in table 1.10.

 Out of the 20 views collated, 14 or 70% argued in favor of the apex court’s ruling 

largely because s.396(7) of ACJA contravened the 1999 Constitution.

 While two or 10% of the experts were concerned about the implications of the 

rulings for the legislative drafting process and policy research, four or 20% were of 

the view that the Supreme Court’s ruling has impaired the gains recorded in the 

fight against corruption.

Table 1. 10: Expert Opinions on the Supreme Court Ruling on s.396(7) of ACJA 
 

 Expert Opinion Is the opinion 

in support of 

the judgement? 

Source of opinion 

1 Adegboyega 

Awomolo 

(SAN) 

The provision of ACJA is 

seeking to compete with the 

express provision of the 

constitution. The best option 

is to begin the trial de novo 

notwithstanding the 

provision of Section 396(7) 

of the ACJA. 

Yes Is Section 396(7) of ACJA 

Constitutional? 

 
https://thenigerialawyer.com/ 

is-section-3967-of-acja- 

constitutional-by- 

adegboyega-awomolo-san/ 

2 Israel 

Olawunmi 

The decision of the Supreme 

Court is not new. The 

Yes The Constitutionality of 

Section 396(7) of the 
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  Federal High Court itself, 

in FRN v Kenneth Iwueke 

Suit No/FHC/ABJ/CR/ 

85/2009, delivered on the 

25th of January 2019 

declared the provision 

unconstitutional. The 

intention of Section 396(7) 

ACJA is noble and laudable, 

but the reality is that the 

Constitution is clear and 

supreme. 

 Administration of Criminal 

Justice Act (ACJA) 2015 vis- 

a-vis The Orji Uzor Kalu 

Case. 

 
https://lawyerwaka.com/the- 

constitutionality-of-section- 

3967-of-the-administration- 

of-criminal-justice-actacja- 

2015-vis-a-vis-the-orji-uzor- 

kalu-case/ 

3 Raphael 

Christopher 

We understand the reasons 

and the merits and the good 

that section 396(7) of the 

ACJA 2015 is meant to 

achieve. However, it cannot 

usurp the shining sword of 

the constitution. 

Yes Ex-Governor Kalu and S. 

396 (7) of the ACJA – 

Loophole or Ingenious 

Escape Hatch? 

 
http://loyalnigerianlawyer.co 

m/ex-governor-kalu-and-s- 

3967-of-the-administration- 

of-criminal-justice-act- 

loophole-or-ingenious- 

escape-hatch/ 

4 Benita Alois Having found that S.396 (7) 

of ACJA is inconsistent with 

the constitution, the said 

section should be expunged 

completely form the Act. It is 

my advice that where a 

Judge of a High Court has 

been elevated to a higher 

office, any criminal matter 

that is being handled by him 

should be transferred to 

another trial Judge with 

concurrent jurisdiction as the 

former Judge prior to 

elevation and be allowed to 

commence de novo. 

Yes The Constitutionality of S. 

396 (7) ACJA in Light of 

Provisions of Constitution. 

 
https://businesspost.ng/featu 

reoped/the-constitutionality- 

of-s-396-7-acja-in-light-of- 

provisions-of-constitution/ 

5 S.O. Akobe While the trial de novo as 

ordered by the apex Court in 

Kalu’s case might cause 

grave inconveniences to all 

stakeholders that are 

involved in the matter, I do 

not, in the final analysis, 

think that the Court was 

Yes Orji Uzor-Kalu’s Case: What 

You Need to Know Before 

You Crucify the Apex Court 

and Its Verdict 

 
https://www.thenigerianvoice 

.com/news/287839/orji-uzor- 

kalus-case-what-you-need- 

 

https://lawyerwaka.com/the-constitutionality-of-section-3967-of-the-administration-of-criminal-justice-actacja-2015-vis-a-vis-the-orji-uzor-kalu-case/
https://lawyerwaka.com/the-constitutionality-of-section-3967-of-the-administration-of-criminal-justice-actacja-2015-vis-a-vis-the-orji-uzor-kalu-case/
https://lawyerwaka.com/the-constitutionality-of-section-3967-of-the-administration-of-criminal-justice-actacja-2015-vis-a-vis-the-orji-uzor-kalu-case/
https://lawyerwaka.com/the-constitutionality-of-section-3967-of-the-administration-of-criminal-justice-actacja-2015-vis-a-vis-the-orji-uzor-kalu-case/
https://lawyerwaka.com/the-constitutionality-of-section-3967-of-the-administration-of-criminal-justice-actacja-2015-vis-a-vis-the-orji-uzor-kalu-case/
https://lawyerwaka.com/the-constitutionality-of-section-3967-of-the-administration-of-criminal-justice-actacja-2015-vis-a-vis-the-orji-uzor-kalu-case/
http://loyalnigerianlawyer.com/ex-governor-kalu-and-s-3967-of-the-administration-of-criminal-justice-act-loophole-or-ingenious-escape-hatch/
http://loyalnigerianlawyer.com/ex-governor-kalu-and-s-3967-of-the-administration-of-criminal-justice-act-loophole-or-ingenious-escape-hatch/
http://loyalnigerianlawyer.com/ex-governor-kalu-and-s-3967-of-the-administration-of-criminal-justice-act-loophole-or-ingenious-escape-hatch/
http://loyalnigerianlawyer.com/ex-governor-kalu-and-s-3967-of-the-administration-of-criminal-justice-act-loophole-or-ingenious-escape-hatch/
http://loyalnigerianlawyer.com/ex-governor-kalu-and-s-3967-of-the-administration-of-criminal-justice-act-loophole-or-ingenious-escape-hatch/
http://loyalnigerianlawyer.com/ex-governor-kalu-and-s-3967-of-the-administration-of-criminal-justice-act-loophole-or-ingenious-escape-hatch/
http://loyalnigerianlawyer.com/ex-governor-kalu-and-s-3967-of-the-administration-of-criminal-justice-act-loophole-or-ingenious-escape-hatch/
http://loyalnigerianlawyer.com/ex-governor-kalu-and-s-3967-of-the-administration-of-criminal-justice-act-loophole-or-ingenious-escape-hatch/
http://loyalnigerianlawyer.com/ex-governor-kalu-and-s-3967-of-the-administration-of-criminal-justice-act-loophole-or-ingenious-escape-hatch/
http://loyalnigerianlawyer.com/ex-governor-kalu-and-s-3967-of-the-administration-of-criminal-justice-act-loophole-or-ingenious-escape-hatch/
https://businesspost.ng/featureoped/the-constitutionality-of-s-396-7-acja-in-light-of-provisions-of-constitution/
https://businesspost.ng/featureoped/the-constitutionality-of-s-396-7-acja-in-light-of-provisions-of-constitution/
https://businesspost.ng/featureoped/the-constitutionality-of-s-396-7-acja-in-light-of-provisions-of-constitution/
https://businesspost.ng/featureoped/the-constitutionality-of-s-396-7-acja-in-light-of-provisions-of-constitution/
https://www.thenigerianvoice.com/news/287839/orji-uzor-kalus-case-what-you-need-to-know-before-you-cruc.html
https://www.thenigerianvoice.com/news/287839/orji-uzor-kalus-case-what-you-need-to-know-before-you-cruc.html
https://www.thenigerianvoice.com/news/287839/orji-uzor-kalus-case-what-you-need-to-know-before-you-cruc.html
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  wrong to have declared the 

law as they found it. 

 to-know-before-you- 

cruc.html 

6 Chief Goddy 

Uwazuruike 

(SAN) 

The judgment is in order 

because one of the oldest 

conditions for a valid trial is 

that there is nothing that 

disqualifies the presiding 

Judge from sitting over the 

case. It is trite law that only a 

current Judge can preside 

over a case. A retired, 

dismissed or a ‘promoted’ 

Judge cannot sit on a 

matter. 

Yes Kalu: Judgment impacts 

section 396 of administration 

of criminal justice act, say 

lawyers. 

 

 
https://guardian.ng/news/kal 

u-judgment-impacts-section- 

396-of-administration-of- 

criminal-justice-act-say- 

lawyers/ 

7 Inibehe 

Effiong 

The hierarchy of our courts 

is a constitutional creation. 

The moment Justice 

Mohammed Idris subscribed 

to his oath of office as a 

Justice of the Court of 

Appeal, his former office and 

oath as a Judge of the 

Federal High Court became 

extinct in law. A judicial 

officer cannot function in two 

different courts. 

Yes 

8 Chris Okeke The Supreme Court is once 

again trying to assert herself, 

as the decision has support 

in case law and looks to me 

to be fair, and fairness and 

justice must be seen to be 

consistent. 

Yes 

9 Ike Augustine The decision is sound, 

because Section 396(7) of 

ACJA is not constitutional, 

as same is contrary to 

Section 294(5) of the CFRN. 

Yes 

10 Monday 

Onyekachi 

Ubani 

While the judgment might 

appear bizarre in the eyes of 

non-lawyers: “The truth of 

the matter is that the lower 

court erred seriously in the 

handling of the matter. The 

judgment is sound and there 

is no basis to criticize it, 

Yes 

 

 

https://www.thenigerianvoice.com/news/287839/orji-uzor-kalus-case-what-you-need-to-know-before-you-cruc.html
https://www.thenigerianvoice.com/news/287839/orji-uzor-kalus-case-what-you-need-to-know-before-you-cruc.html
https://guardian.ng/news/kalu-judgment-impacts-section-396-of-administration-of-criminal-justice-act-say-lawyers/
https://guardian.ng/news/kalu-judgment-impacts-section-396-of-administration-of-criminal-justice-act-say-lawyers/
https://guardian.ng/news/kalu-judgment-impacts-section-396-of-administration-of-criminal-justice-act-say-lawyers/
https://guardian.ng/news/kalu-judgment-impacts-section-396-of-administration-of-criminal-justice-act-say-lawyers/
https://guardian.ng/news/kalu-judgment-impacts-section-396-of-administration-of-criminal-justice-act-say-lawyers/
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  except on a sentimental 

basis. It cannot be faulted. 

  

11 Emeka 

Nwadioke 

One has to, painfully, agree 

with the Supreme Court that 

the judgment is technically 

invalid, even if the apex 

court has severally frowned 

at technical justice. It is 

settled that jurisdiction is the 

life-wire of the adjudicatory 

process. Any proceeding 

bereft of jurisdiction is a 

nullity. It is incongruous for a 

judicial officer to operate in a 

dual capacity, as Section 

396(7) of ACJA purports. 

This runs contrary to the 

clear-cut demarcation of the 

powers of superior courts. 

Yes 

12 Chief 

Sebastian 

Ter. (SAN) 

The Supreme Court held 

that the entire proceeding 

was a nullity. So, nothing 

stops Orji Uzor Kalu from 

benefitting from that 

because he was convicted at 

the Federal High Court 

which conviction has been 

nullified by the Supreme 

Court. 

Yes Orji Kalu: Is This the End of 

ACJA 2015? 

 
https://thenationonlineng.net/ 

orji-kalu-is-this-end-of-acja- 

2015/amp/ 

13 Dr Mike 

Ozekhome 

(SAN) 

I contended that section 396 

(7) of the ACJA which 

permits a high court Judge 

elevated to the court of 

appeal to continue with and 

conclude a part heard matter 

was in gross conflict with the 

provisions of sections 1(1), 

1(3), 238(2), 239, 240, 

250(2) and 253 of the 1999 

Constitution, and therefore 

liable to be struck down. 

Yes 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

https://thenationonlineng.net/orji-kalu-is-this-end-of-acja-2015/amp/
https://thenationonlineng.net/orji-kalu-is-this-end-of-acja-2015/amp/
https://thenationonlineng.net/orji-kalu-is-this-end-of-acja-2015/amp/
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14 Uche Wigwe It is unconstitutional for a 

judge to simultaneously put 

on two caps of different 

courts, in the hierarchy of 

courts. The constitution can 

be amended to allow for a 

period of grace before the 

formal appointment/elevation 

of a judge to a higher court 

within the hierarchy of 

courts, 

Yes Supremacy of the 

Constitution: An Appraisal of 

the Supreme Court’s 

Decision in Udeogu v FRN & 

2 ORS 

https://wigweandpartners.co 

m/news/2020/06/02/suprem 

acy-of-the-constitution-an- 

appraisal-of-the-supreme- 

courts-decision-in-udeogu-v- 

frn-2-ors/ 

15 Vincent 

Adodo 

The decision of the Supreme 

Court reduces the 

confidence of the public in 

our Justice system as it 

rather elevated the letters of 

the law over and above the 

imperative to make the law 

work for the development of 

the society. It is hoped that 

the Supreme Court would 

reconsider its stance when 

an opportunity presents itself 

and restore section 397(7) of 

the ACJA to the statute 

books. 

No ACJA's Section 396(7) and 

the Question of 

Constitutional Conflict: A 

Critique of The Judicial 

Stance in Udeogu V. Federal 

Republic of Nigeria. 

 
https://thenigerialawyer.com/ 

acjas-section-3967-and-the- 

question-of-constitutional- 

conflict-a-critique-of-the- 

judicial-stance-in-udeogu-v- 

federal-republic-of-nigeria/ 

16 Chino 

Obiagwu 

(SAN) 

The decision of the Supreme 

Court of Nigeria in the case 

of Ude Jones Udeogu v 

Federal Republic of Nigeria 

& 2 Others, known in the 

media as the Orji Uzor Kalu 

case, has set Nigeria's 

criminal jurisprudence 

backward in a manner that is 

completely unjustifiable. 

No Appeal Court justice as 

judge of High Court: A 

commentary on the 

Supreme Court decision in 

Udeogu v FRN. 

 
https://www.vanguardngr.co 

m/2020/05/appeal-court- 

justice-as-judge-of-high- 

court-a-commentary-on-the- 

supreme-court-decision-in- 

udeogu-v-frn/ 

17 Femi Falana 

(SAN) 

With respect, many 

colleagues who have 

commended the Supreme 

Court for the “landmark 

judgment” have failed to 

advert their minds to similar 

provisions in other statutes 

which are regularly applied 

No Supreme Court Also Sits as 

a High Court! 

 
https://punchng.com/suprem 

e-court-also-sits-as-a-high- 

court/ 

 

https://wigweandpartners.com/news/2020/06/02/supremacy-of-the-constitution-an-appraisal-of-the-supreme-courts-decision-in-udeogu-v-frn-2-ors/
https://wigweandpartners.com/news/2020/06/02/supremacy-of-the-constitution-an-appraisal-of-the-supreme-courts-decision-in-udeogu-v-frn-2-ors/
https://wigweandpartners.com/news/2020/06/02/supremacy-of-the-constitution-an-appraisal-of-the-supreme-courts-decision-in-udeogu-v-frn-2-ors/
https://wigweandpartners.com/news/2020/06/02/supremacy-of-the-constitution-an-appraisal-of-the-supreme-courts-decision-in-udeogu-v-frn-2-ors/
https://wigweandpartners.com/news/2020/06/02/supremacy-of-the-constitution-an-appraisal-of-the-supreme-courts-decision-in-udeogu-v-frn-2-ors/
https://wigweandpartners.com/news/2020/06/02/supremacy-of-the-constitution-an-appraisal-of-the-supreme-courts-decision-in-udeogu-v-frn-2-ors/
https://thenigerialawyer.com/acjas-section-3967-and-the-question-of-constitutional-conflict-a-critique-of-the-judicial-stance-in-udeogu-v-federal-republic-of-nigeria/
https://thenigerialawyer.com/acjas-section-3967-and-the-question-of-constitutional-conflict-a-critique-of-the-judicial-stance-in-udeogu-v-federal-republic-of-nigeria/
https://thenigerialawyer.com/acjas-section-3967-and-the-question-of-constitutional-conflict-a-critique-of-the-judicial-stance-in-udeogu-v-federal-republic-of-nigeria/
https://thenigerialawyer.com/acjas-section-3967-and-the-question-of-constitutional-conflict-a-critique-of-the-judicial-stance-in-udeogu-v-federal-republic-of-nigeria/
https://thenigerialawyer.com/acjas-section-3967-and-the-question-of-constitutional-conflict-a-critique-of-the-judicial-stance-in-udeogu-v-federal-republic-of-nigeria/
https://thenigerialawyer.com/acjas-section-3967-and-the-question-of-constitutional-conflict-a-critique-of-the-judicial-stance-in-udeogu-v-federal-republic-of-nigeria/
https://www.vanguardngr.com/2020/05/appeal-court-justice-as-judge-of-high-court-a-commentary-on-the-supreme-court-decision-in-udeogu-v-frn/
https://www.vanguardngr.com/2020/05/appeal-court-justice-as-judge-of-high-court-a-commentary-on-the-supreme-court-decision-in-udeogu-v-frn/
https://www.vanguardngr.com/2020/05/appeal-court-justice-as-judge-of-high-court-a-commentary-on-the-supreme-court-decision-in-udeogu-v-frn/
https://www.vanguardngr.com/2020/05/appeal-court-justice-as-judge-of-high-court-a-commentary-on-the-supreme-court-decision-in-udeogu-v-frn/
https://www.vanguardngr.com/2020/05/appeal-court-justice-as-judge-of-high-court-a-commentary-on-the-supreme-court-decision-in-udeogu-v-frn/
https://www.vanguardngr.com/2020/05/appeal-court-justice-as-judge-of-high-court-a-commentary-on-the-supreme-court-decision-in-udeogu-v-frn/
https://punchng.com/supreme-court-also-sits-as-a-high-court/
https://punchng.com/supreme-court-also-sits-as-a-high-court/
https://punchng.com/supreme-court-also-sits-as-a-high-court/
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  by the Supreme Court and 

the Court of Appeal. 

Whereas section 396 (7) of 

the ACJA permits a Justice 

of the Court of Appeal to 

conclude a part heard 

criminal matter in the high 

court, section 16 of the Court 

of Appeal Act empowers the 

Justices of the Court to 

exercise the powers of a trial 

court as if the proceedings 

had been instituted in the 

Court of Appeal as a Court 

of first instance. 

In the same vein, section 22 

of the Supreme Court Act 

has vested the Justices of 

the Court of the apex court 

with the powers of a trial 

court as if the proceedings 

had been instituted in the 

Court as a court of first 

instance. 

  

18 Professor 

Gbenga 

Bamodu 

At the very least, section 

396(7) of the ACJA is 

capable of legitimate and 

juridically sound 

interpretation in a manner 

consistent with both sections 

253 and 290 of the 1999 

Constitution. At the worst, 

the Supreme Court’s 

approach to the 

interpretation of the relevant 

constitutional and statutory 

provisions is, arguably, 

erroneous – a suggestion 

that is never made lightly. 

No Orji Uzor Kalu’s Case - Was 

the Supreme Court Correct? 

 
http://saharareporters.com/2 

020/05/14/orji-uzor- 

kalu%E2%80%99s-case- 

was-supreme-court-correct- 

professor- 

%E2%80%99gbenga- 

bamodu 

19 Kesiena I. 

Oghoghorie 

The inconsistency between 

the Section 396(7) ACJA 

provisions and Section 253 

of the Constitution has 

exposed the fault lines in the 

legislative drafting process. 

The Supreme Court’s 

decision could be used as a 

Neutral WHERE DO WE GO FROM 

HERE? 

 
https://www.thisdaylive.com/i 

ndex.php/2020/06/23/where- 

do-we-go-from-here-3/ 

 

http://saharareporters.com/2020/05/14/orji-uzor-kalu%E2%80%99s-case-was-supreme-court-correct-professor-%E2%80%99gbenga-bamodu
http://saharareporters.com/2020/05/14/orji-uzor-kalu%E2%80%99s-case-was-supreme-court-correct-professor-%E2%80%99gbenga-bamodu
http://saharareporters.com/2020/05/14/orji-uzor-kalu%E2%80%99s-case-was-supreme-court-correct-professor-%E2%80%99gbenga-bamodu
http://saharareporters.com/2020/05/14/orji-uzor-kalu%E2%80%99s-case-was-supreme-court-correct-professor-%E2%80%99gbenga-bamodu
http://saharareporters.com/2020/05/14/orji-uzor-kalu%E2%80%99s-case-was-supreme-court-correct-professor-%E2%80%99gbenga-bamodu
http://saharareporters.com/2020/05/14/orji-uzor-kalu%E2%80%99s-case-was-supreme-court-correct-professor-%E2%80%99gbenga-bamodu
http://saharareporters.com/2020/05/14/orji-uzor-kalu%E2%80%99s-case-was-supreme-court-correct-professor-%E2%80%99gbenga-bamodu
https://www.thisdaylive.com/index.php/2020/06/23/where-do-we-go-from-here-3/
https://www.thisdaylive.com/index.php/2020/06/23/where-do-we-go-from-here-3/
https://www.thisdaylive.com/index.php/2020/06/23/where-do-we-go-from-here-3/
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  tool to wrench the wheel of 

legislative drafting to more 

favourable judicial territory. 

Legislative drafting is, 

generally, an essential 

instrument in the 

development of legal rules 

and regulations. It is vital as 

an aid in the ordering of 

rules of conduct in the 

society and crucial to socio- 

economic development. 

  

20 Mr Malachy 

Ugwummadu 

The judgment casts “serious 

doubts on the credibility, 

legal and policy research 

and consultations that are 

made and scrutinized before 

legislations are churned out 

to achieve certain dynamics 

and progressive objectives.” 

Neutral Supreme Court judgment on 

Kalu endangers over 50 

other corruption cases 

 
https://globalupfront.com/20 

20/05/10/supreme-court- 

judgment-on-kalu- 

endangers-over-50-other- 

corruption-cases/ 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat. 

 

 ACJMC position on Supreme Court’s Judgement voiding s.396(7) of ACJA
 

 The ACJMC notes that the level of implementation and compliance with s.396(7) 

of the ACJA 2015 have been affected by the verdict of the Supreme Court as 

elevated judges rarely return to complete cases that they started.

 It has painstakingly reviewed provisions of the 1999 constitution (as amended) as 

well as the contentious s.396(7) of the ACJA.

 It also observed the diverse opinions of legal experts on the matter in which the 

majority support the Supreme Court’s judgement voiding s.396(7) of the ACJA.

 The ACJMC’s position is that all machineries should be put in place to ensure the 

amendment of the constitution and the ACJA so that the latter does not in any way 

contravene the former.

 This will guarantee the quick reactivation of the provision that elevated judges 

should return to complete cases that they started as High Court judges.

 It will also contribute to the ACJMC’s efforts at monitoring and promoting the 

effective and speedy administration of criminal justice in Nigeria.

 

https://globalupfront.com/2020/05/10/supreme-court-judgment-on-kalu-endangers-over-50-other-corruption-cases/
https://globalupfront.com/2020/05/10/supreme-court-judgment-on-kalu-endangers-over-50-other-corruption-cases/
https://globalupfront.com/2020/05/10/supreme-court-judgment-on-kalu-endangers-over-50-other-corruption-cases/
https://globalupfront.com/2020/05/10/supreme-court-judgment-on-kalu-endangers-over-50-other-corruption-cases/
https://globalupfront.com/2020/05/10/supreme-court-judgment-on-kalu-endangers-over-50-other-corruption-cases/
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 Implications for the ACJMC
 

The suggestions of the research findings for the ACJMC’s advocacy and intervention 

efforts are as follows: 

i. Constantly facilitating collaboration among relevant agencies of the executive arm 

of government in the drafting of executive bills. 

ii. Continuously promoting effective partnership between the executive and 

legislature in the enactment of laws. 

iii. Advocate for speedy amendment of the Constitution to reflect provisions of 

s.396(7) of ACJA. 

 

1.3 Summary of chapter. 
 

This introductory section provides the ACJMC’s change management process and its 

research initiatives. While the former is aimed at ensuring smooth and seamless conduct 

of its operations, the goal of the latter is to provide the Committee with reliable empirical 

evidence to support its advocacy and interventions. 

Overall, these initiatives are geared towards helping the ACJMC achieve its short, 

medium, and long-term goals, all of which should contribute to the effective and efficient 

administration of criminal justice in Nigeria. 
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Chapter 2: Management and Assessment of Stakeholders in 2020 
 

2.1 Mandates and Obligations of the stakeholders under the ACJA 
 

The criminal justice stakeholders are shown in figure 2.1, and like other actors in the 

country, had their activities slowed down in 2020 because of the Covid-19 pandemic. 

Between March and April 2020, the country was in total lockdown until May when there 

was a partial re-opening of the economy. Nevertheless, the need to adhere to non- 

pharmaceutical measures such as social distancing still limited the ways and manners 

that the justice sector stakeholders carried out their activities. 

Figure 2. 1: The Criminal Justice System within the Federal Capital Territory 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Source: ACJMC Secretariat 

 
While physical gatherings were largely limited in the latter part of 2020 because of the 

Covid-19 effect, activities of the justice sector stakeholders and the country at large, 

started picking up with the gradual easing of the lockdown. Virtual engagements became 

the new normal and the justice system stakeholders, including the ACJMC became 

involved in virtual proceedings and physical gatherings with few participants who 

observed the social distancing measure. 

Table 2.1 juxtaposes the mandates of the stakeholders, their obligations under the ACJA 

2015, and the ACJMC’s assessment of their activities in 2020. 
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Table 2. 1: Management and Assessment of Stakeholders in 2020 
 

 Agency Mandate Obligations under ACJA ACJMC’s Assessment 

1 Nigeria Police 

Force (NPF) 

 Established by virtue of 

section 214 of the FRN 1999 

Constitution and the Police 

Act 2019. 

Empowered to make arrests 

without warrants and 

prosecute offences subject 

to the provisions of sections 

174 and 211 of the 

Constitution, 

 Report monthly arrests it made 

without warrant to the 

supervising magistrate (s33). 

 Quarterly reports of all arrests 

made to the Attorney-General of 

the Federation, through the 

Inspector-General of Police. 

 ACJA in section 16 established a 

Central Criminal Record Registry 

(CCRR) to be sited at the Police 

Force Headquarters. 

 The End-SARS protest against 

police brutality brought the NPF 

under special spotlight in 2020. 

 The ACJMC, alongside Oversight 

Magistrates made a total of 41 visits 

to various Police Divisions in 2020. 

 In terms of complying with s.33 of 

ACJA, only 19% of the Police 

Divisions complied, while 81% did 

not comply for various reasons, 

including the Covid-19 effect. 

2 Economic and 

Financial Crime 

Commission 

(EFCC) 

 Set up by the EFCC 

Establishment Act 2004. 

 Empowered to prevent 

economic crimes including 

advance fee fraud - '419'. 

 As a derivative of their 

powers, the EFCC can 

investigate, arrest, detain 

and prosecute offenders. 

 EFCC powers set it up within the 

framework contemplated by 

ACJA as a law enforcement 

agency. 

 Oversight by Magistrates of its 

detention facilities in line with 

ACJA. 

 A major stakeholder in the 

commitment to ensure the 

meeting and realization of all the 

objectives of the ACJA. 

 The EFCC was visited two times in 

2020 by the ACJMC and the 

Oversight Magistrates. 

 Between 2010 and 2019, it received 

a total of 73,948 petitions, 

investigated 39,970, filed 5,767 of 

those cases in courts, and was able 

to secure 2,544 convictions. 

 In 2020, it received 13,047 petitions, 

transferred 759 to the relevant 

Agencies, rejected 3,416, approved 

8,872 for investigation, and 

investigated a total of 9,647. 
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3 National Drug 

Law Enforcement 

Agency (NDLEA). 

 Set-up by Decree No. 48 of 

1989 and governed by 

NDLEA Act 2004. 

 Charged with eliminating the 

growing, processing, 

manufacturing, selling, 

exporting, and trafficking of 

hard drugs. 

 Prosecutes and rehabilitates 

offenders. 

 Prosecutes its cases in the 

Federal High Court as stipulated 

under its enabling law. 

 Commences its actions by way 

of by information or charge filled 

in the High Court. 

 The NDLEA was visited once in 

2020 by the ACJMC and the 

Oversight Magistrates. 

 It made significant arrests at various 

ports of entry and exit in 2020. 

 As at December 2020, 20 of the 

inmates at the Kuje Medium Security 

Custodial Centre of the Nigerian 

Correctional Service were under the 

NDLEA’s prosecution. 

4 Independent 

Corrupt Practices 

Commission 

(ICPC) 

 Set-up by the ICPC and 

other Related Offences Act 

2000. 

 Its main responsibility is to 

fight corruption. 

 It is a key institution under the 

Administration of Criminal 

Justice Act. 

 It has a reporting obligations and 

oversight of its detention 

facilities by the Magistrates. 

 The ACJMC and Oversight 

Magistrates visited the ICPC two 

times in 2020. 

 The agency in the year under review 

contributed to the administration of 

criminal justice through its arrests 

and prosecution of corruption related 

cases. 

5 National Agency 

for the Prohibition 

for Trafficking in 

Persons 

(NAPTIP) 

 Founded in 2003 to combat 

human trafficking and other 

similar human rights 

violations. 

 Established by the 

Trafficking in Persons 

(Prohibition) Enforcement 

 In line with its core values and 

the powers conferred on it by its 

establishing law, NAPTIP is a 

prime partner in ensuring the 

rule of law and observance to 

the directives of the ACJA. 

 NAPTIP was visited once in 2020 by 

the ACJMC and the Oversight 

Magistrates. 

 Prior to the Covid-19 lockdown, most 

of NAPTIP detainees were released 

on bail and taken to court etc., as the 

agency try as much as possible not 
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  and Administration Act 

(2003). 

 It has reporting obligations and 

oversight of its detention 

facilities by the Magistrates. 

to detain for longer than provided for 

in the ACJA. 

 During the lockdown NAPTIP 

headship paid a visit to the CJ FCT 

who assigned a judge to them to 

hear bail matters. 

 Also, during the lockdown, the 

Agency was on the spot due to the 

increased number of rape and 

violent cases against persons. 

 As at December 2020, 6 of the 

inmates at the Kuje Medium Security 

Custodial Centre of the Nigerian 

Correctional Service were under 

NAPTIP’s prosecution. 

6 High Court of the 

FCT 

 Established by s. 255 of the 

Constitution. 

 It is a court of general 

criminal jurisdiction and can 

hear all cases and matters 

relating to crime except 

those expressly excluded by 

the Constitution. 

 It hears appeals from the 

Magistrate and Area courts. 

 Owing to the powers provided 

for it under the Constitution, it 

has become of great relevance 

in ensuring that provisions of the 

ACJA are complied with. 

 The ACJA permit the Chief 

Judge of FCT to make rules in 

respect of the matters mentioned 

in s.490 and make Practice 

Direction for the FCT for the 

implementation of the ACJA. 

 One of the key policy initiates of the 

FCT High Court in 2020 was the 

move to have 12 new judges 

designated to handle corruption 

cases in order to speed up the 

process of prosecuting indicted 

offenders. 

 In Q4 2020, the total number of 

criminal cases in the court was 

1,781, with 1,769 or 99% pending 

while only 12 or 0.7% were finalized. 
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   The head of this court is the 

Chief Judge of FCT and is 

regarded as the head of the 

Judiciary in the FCT. 

 In this regard, the Chief 

Judge can make and 

implement practice 

directions and procedures to 

aid the speedy dispensation 

of justice within the FCT. 

 The CJ is also mandated to 

make regulations for registration 

of bondsperson and appointment 

of probation officers among 

others by virtue of the ACJA. 

 The CJ signed into law the 

Sentencing Guideline and 

Practice Direction for judges in 

the FCT in furtherance of the 

realization of the aims of ACJA. 

 When scrutinized by location, the 

ACJMC found that 262 or 15% of the 

total criminal cases were in the Apo 

district; 63 or 4% were in Gudu; 177 

or 10% in Jabi; 32 or 2% in Kubwa 

and 88 or 5% in Kwali. Furthermore, 

195 or 11% were in Maitama while 

61 or 3% were in Zuba. 

7 Magistrate Court  It is a court of general 

criminal jurisdiction but an 

inferior court in that they can 

generally hear and 

determine all criminal cases 

apart from those expressly 

excluded from them by virtue 

of their jurisdiction. 

 The Chief Magistrates or 

designated magistrates are 

mandated to conduct monthly 

visits of police stations and 

detention facilities. 

 They are also expected to 

receive monthly reports of all 

arrests made in their jurisdiction 

without warrant. 

 They can grant warrant of 

arrests, search warrants, 

remand orders etc. which helps 

the police and other relevant 

agencies and institutions to 

lawfully carry out their 

 The research by the ACJMC found 

that the Magistrate Court recorded 

total pending cases of 167,934 

between 2019 and 2020. 

 Of this number 31,107 or 18.5% 

were pending criminal cases while 

3,502 or 11.3% of these criminal 

cases were completed in the period. 

 The pending criminal cases 

increased by 14.9% from 2019 level 

to 16,630 in 2020 and 1,290 or 7.8% 

were finalized. 

 When the cases are classified by 

court location, the ACJMC found that 

the highest number of pending cases 

of 61,725 or 36.8% were in Wuse 2 
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   investigations and comply with 

all the regulations under the Act. 

district. Dutse had second highest 

number of 17, 916 or 10.7% while 

Karu had the third highest returns of 

13,213 or 7.9% of the total. 

8 Area Court  It is an inferior court and 

does not possess the 

powers of a superior court of 

record. 

 It is under the High Court of 

the State, however, in the 

FCT it is under the Sharia 

Court of Appeal. 

 The Area Courts in the FCT are 

a formidable partner within the 

criminal justice system. 

 They continue to exercise 

criminal jurisdiction in FCT with 

huge caseload. 

 They are therefore within the 

purview of the monitoring 

obligations of the ACJMC. 

 The ACJMC’s assessment of the 

Area Court showed that a total of 

3,309 pending cases were recorded 

in 2020. 

 Pending criminal cases were 974 

and those successfully completed 

were 2,335. 

 The month of September had the 

highest number of cases finalized of 

311 or 13.3%. 

9 National Human 

Rights 

Commission 

(NHRC) 

 Establishment by the NHRC 

(Amendment) Act, 2010. 

 Saddled with the task of 

protecting human rights as 

guaranteed by the 

Constitution of Nigeria 

 It also monitors and 

investigates all alleged 

cases of human rights 

violations, assist victims of 

human rights violation seek 

redress amongst others. 

 In the ACJA 2015, there are 

three specific mentions of the 

NHRC, as well as a host of other 

inferential mentions. 

 These mentions or reference, 

both literal and implied, vests 

upon the NHRC certain powers 

and mandates. 

 In 2020, the NHRC received a total 

of 1,287,760 complaints 

 Of the 1,287,760 complaints 

received, 1,124,600 or 87.3% were 

admissible. 

 Out of the 1,124,600 complaints 

admitted. 

- 190,520 or 16.9% were 

investigated and concluded. 

 934,080 or 83.1% were ongoing by 

the end of the year. 
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10 The Nigerian 

Correctional 

Service 

 Established by the Nigerian 

Constitution and the 

Nigerian Correctional 

Service Act 2019. 

 It has as its major obligation 

the management of 

convicted offenders for safe 

custody, keep awaiting trial 

inmates in custody until 

request for their production. 

 It has obligation under section 

111 ACJA to render returns 

quarterly to the CJ FHC, CJ 

FCT, President NIC, CJ States 

and AGF of all persons awaiting 

trial held in custody in Nigerian 

prisons for a period beyond 180 

days from the date of 

arraignment. 

 The Nigerian Correctional Service 

started rendering its monthly reports 

to the ACJMC in August 2020. 

 As at December 2020, the Service 

reports as follows for its Kuje 

Medium Security Custodial Centre: 

- 426 inmates were in custody 

between 180 to 1,080 days. 

- 103 inmates were in custody 

between 1,080 and 1,800 

days. 

- 65 inmates were in custody 

for more than 1,800 days. 

- 557 inmates were in 

detention for capital related 

offences, while 37 were for 

minor charges. 

- There were no physically 

challenged inmates in the 

review period. 

- In terms of prosecution, the 

Police account for 512 of the 

cases, NDLEA 20, DSS 6, 

DPP/FRN 40, NAPTIP 6, 

EFCC 3; and Others 7. 
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11 Legal Aid Council 

of Nigeria 

(LACON) 

 Established under the Legal 

Aid Act No. 50, 1976 to 

provide free or subsidized 

legal services to indigent 

persons. 

 It also offers legal advice 

and assistance to such class 

of persons. 

 Being the body primarily vested 

with these kinds of powers and 

the only one so recognized in 

our body of laws, the Legal Aid 

Council is a body with great 

significance in our drive for the 

effective an efficient 

implementation of the ACJA. 

 In 2020, the Council was involved in 

defending citizens who were 

arraigned before Mobile Courts set 

up across the states to try persons 

who were alleged to have breached 

covid19 protocols. 

 Specifically, in 2020, the Council 

granted a total 4,135 cases while 

1,509 or 36.5% were completed. 

12 Department of 

State Services 

(DSS) 

 Established by the National 

Securities Act Decree 1986. 

 Charged with protecting and 

defending the country 

against domestic threats. 

 It has powers to arrest and 

incarcerate suspects 

 Sometimes approaches the 

Magistrate Courts for orders 

of remand, warrants of 

arrests, etc. 

 It majorly prosecutes cases in 

the superior courts of record. 

 It falls within the contemplation 

of the ACJA with regards to 

arrest protocols, custody 

management, bail and bail 

processes, and other broad 

issues dealt with under the 

ACJA 2015 such as reporting 

obligations and judicial oversight 

visitation. 

 In full compliance with the provisions 

of the ACJA and have a good working 

relationship with the ACJMC. 

 They adhere strictly to the provisions 

of the ACJA as it regards, detention, 

custody management, and taking of 

confessional statements. 

13 Nigerian Customs 

Service (NCS) 

 Set-up and regulated by the 

Nigerian Customs and 

Excise Management Act. 

 Tasked with revenue 

collection, prevention and 

suppression of smuggling 

 It is a major stakeholder and 

institution contemplated by the 

ACJA in its desire for an 

effective and efficient system of 

administration of justice. 

 Made sizable seizures in 2020 in line 

with its mandate of curbing 

importation of criminalized items into 

the country. 
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   Empowered to make arrests, 

detain and confiscate 

properties. 

 It is charged with similar 

reporting obligations and 

Magistrate’s oversight of its 

detention facilities. 

 Seized a total of 4,304 assorted 

items with a duty paid value of N28 

billion in 2020 

 The seizures include arms, 

ammunition, illicit drugs, etc. 

14 Federal Ministry 

of Justice (FMOJ) 

 Ensures justice and provides 

a sound legal framework to 

maintain the rule of law and 

economic and social reform. 

 Has the responsibility of 

receiving the record of 

arrests from all the law 

enforcement agencies, 

analyzing the reports, setting 

up database of these 

records amongst other 

responsibilities. 

 Prosecution of criminal cases is 

the centerpiece of the mandate 

of the Office of the Attorney 

General through the Department 

of Public Prosecution. 

 It provides legal advice for cases 

where the Magistrates lacks 

jurisdiction. 

 It plays a major role in the 

implementation of the ACJA. 

 The FMOJ is leading by example in 

terms of implementation of the ACJA 

- Between May 2019 and May 

2020, it completed 125 

Conspiracy and Armed Robbery 

cases in line with ACJA. 

- Prosecuted one Illegal Mining 

case as of May 2020. 

- Prosecuted three Cyber Crimes 

related cases as of May 2020 in 

line with ACJA. 

- Completed two cases relating to 

Vandalization of Pipelines in the 

first six months of 2020 in line 

with ACJA. 

- Prosecuted 10 cases relating to 

Vandalization of Electricity 

Equipment as at May 2020 in 

line with ACJA. 

 As at December 2020,  the  Nigerian 

Correctional Service reports that 40 
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    inmates at its Kuje Medium Security 

Custodial Centre were being 

prosecuted by the DPP. 

15 The Federal High 

Court 

 Established by the s.249 of 

the Constitution. 

 Has divisions throughout the 

Federation to aid its 

administration. 

 Its core obligation is to 

determine matters falling 

under its jurisdiction. 

 It has exclusive jurisdiction 

on counterterrorism, money 

laundering and narcotics 

offences. 

 It has a Judge representative on 

the ACJMC. 

 The ACJA permits the CJ of the 

FHC to make rules in respect of 

any or all of the matters in s.490. 

 The CJ is also mandated to 

make regulations for registration 

of bondsperson and appointment 

of probation officers among 

other obligations. 

 The FHC is a strategic partner in the 

implementation of the provisions of 

the ACJA. 

 Total cases returned by six court 

locations (FHC 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10) 

was 297 in 2020. 

 Of the 297 cases, 275 or 93% were 

criminal related. 

 Only 22 or 8% of the criminal cases 

were completed. 

16 Nigeria Security 

and Civil Defence 

Corps (NSCDC) 

 Commissioned to provide 

measures against threat and 

any form of attack or 

disaster against the nation 

and its citizenry. 

 It has power of arrest, 

detention and prosecution. 

 It’s power of arrest, detention 

and prosecution are captured 

within the criminal justice 

stakeholders and the ACJA. 

 It is therefore subject to the 

reporting obligations in ACJA, 

monitoring of detention facilities 

by the Magistrates and scrutiny 

by the ACJMC. 

N/A 

Source: Compiled by the ACJMC Secretariat from stakeholders’ documents, including their Annual Reports. 
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2.2 Compliance with Reporting Obligations under ACJA 
 

The compliance with reporting obligations under the ACJA 2015 by the different Police 

Divisions in 2020 is shown in table 2.2 and further explained in figure 2.2. Out of the 43 

divisions, only 8 or 19% complied with section 33, while the remaining 35 or 81% did not 

comply. Of the 81% that did not comply, figure 2.2 shows the reasons for the non- 

compliance, with Covid-19 accounting for 20%, Signal 34.3%, New Divisions 14.3%, etc. 

Table 2. 2: Compliance of Police Division with s.33 of ACJA 
 

S/N Police Division 
Was the Division 

Compliant? 
Reason(s) for Non-Compliant 

1 Wuse Yes  

2 Garki Yes  

3 Durumi Yes  

4 Utako Yes  

5 Li fe Camp Yes  

6 Jikwoyi Yes  

7 Bwari Yes  

8 Zuba Yes  

9 Maitama No Covid 

10 Galadima No Covid 

11 Karu No Covid 

12 Mpape No Covid 

13 Gwarimpa No Covid 

14 Trademore No Covid 

15 Wuye No Covid 

16 Legislative quarters No Si gnal 

17 Karshi No Si gnal 

18 Karimo No Si gnal 

19 Duts e Alhaji No Si gnal 

20 Apo No Si gnal 

21 Kabusa No Si gnal 

22 Mabuchi No Si gnal 

23 Kubwa No Si gnal 

24 Gwagwalada No Si gnal 

25 Gwagwa No Si gnal 

26 River park No Si gnal 

27 Kuje No Si gnal 

28 Supreme Court No No cell 

29 National Assembly No No cell 

30 Mabuchi No Change of DPO 

31 Lugbe No Change of DPO 

32 Nyanya No Change of DPO 

33 Asokoro No Change of DPO 

34 kwali No Change of DPO/Ki dnapping Zone 

35 Abaji No Kidnapping Zone 

36 Rubochi No Kidnapping Zone 

37 Yaba No Kidnapping Zone 

38 Gudun-karya No Kidnapping Zone 

39 Kpeji No New Di vision 

40 Iddo No New Di vision 

41 Dawaki No New Di vision 

42 Byazin No New Di vision 

43 Yebu No New Di vision 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 
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Figure 2. 2: Compliance of Police Division with s. 33 of ACJA 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 

 
2.3 Visits by Oversight Magistrates 

 

Figure 2.3 shows that the visits by Oversight Magistrates to Police Divisions and other 

places of detention in the FCT in 2020 totalled 41, with the highest number of 17 occurring 

in January. The rate dropped to 7 and 3 in February and March as the Covid-19 pandemic 

wave got stronger. Between April and May, the country was in lock-down but the gradually 

reopening resulted in the oversight visits of 4 in June. Between July and December, the 

frequency of the visits averaged 1.7 times as non-pharmaceutical measures, especially 

the social distancing, restricted activities across all sectors of the country. 

Figure 2. 3: Oversight Magistrates Visits to Police Divisions in 2020 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 
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In terms of the calls by location, table 2.3 shows that the Police Division in Bwari recorded 

the highest number of visits of 5 or 12.2%. Kubwa and Gwagwa had the second joint 

number of visits of 4 each or 9.8%, while Utako, Wuse and Garki had 3 visits each or 

7.3% of the total. The NCSDC, EFCC and ICPC recorded 2 visits each or 4.9%, while the 

rest places had one visits each. 

Table 2. 3: Oversight Magistrates Visits by Location 
 

 Police Division & Other 

Places of Detention 

No. of Times Division 

was Visited in 2020 
% of Total 

1 Bwari 5 12.2 

2 Kubwa 4 9.8 

3 Gwagwa 4 9.8 

4 Utako 3 7.3 

5 Wuse 3 7.3 

6 Garki 3 7.3 

7 NCSDC 2 4.9 

8 EFCC 2 4.9 

9 ICPC 2 4.9 

10 Karu 1 2.4 

11 Karimo 1 2.4 

12 Kuje 1 2.4 

13 Kwali 1 2.4 

14 Karishi 1 2.4 

15 Nyanya 1 2.4 

16 Jikwoyi 1 2.4 

17 Zuba 1 2.4 

18 Lugbe 1 2.4 

19 Dutse Alhaji 1 2.4 

20 NDLEA 1 2.4 

21 Maitama 1 2.4 

22 NAPTIP 1 2.4 

  41 100.0 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 

When the visits are analysed based on the individual judges and the places they visited, 

table 2.4 shows that Snr. Mag. Fatima Nadoma had the highest number of visits of 4 or 

9.8% of the total visits in 2020. The visits were mainly to the Police Division in Bwari. Snr. 

Mag. Jacinta Okeke recorded 3 visits to Gwagwa, CM. Omolola had 3 visits to Garki, 

while CM Emmanuel Iyanna had 3 visits to Karishi, Nyanya and Jikwoyi. Similarly, Snr. 

Mag. Nweke recorded 3 visits, with two to the EFCC and once to NSCDC. The other 

magistrates that had 3 visitations are CM Shafa who visited the NDLEA, NAPTIP and 

ICPC, and Snr. Mag. Ahmed Yusuf who went to Kubwa twice and Dutse Alhaji once. 
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Three magistrates recorded two visitations each namely Snr. Mag. Lateef Abolaji who 

went to Utako and Wuse police divisions, Snr. Mag. Folashade Oyekan who visited 

Kubwa police division twice and then CM. Aminu Abdullahi who also went to Utako and 

Wuse police divisions. 

A total of 13 magistrates conducted oversight visits only once in 2020 and generally, these 

visits were affected by the Covid-19 pandemic. 

 
Table 2. 4: Oversight Visits by Magistrates and Location 

 

 

Oversight Magistrate 
No. of Oversight Visits 

Conducted in 2020 
% Places Visited 

1 Snr. Mag. Fatima Nadoma 4 9.8 Bwari 

2 Snr. Mag. Jacinta Okeke 3 7.3 Gwagwa 

3 CM Omolola 3 7.3 Garki 

4 CM Emmanul Iyanna 3 7.3 Karishi, Nyanya and Jikwoyi 

5 Snr. Mag Nweke 3 7.3 NSCDC and EFCC (2) 

6 CM Shafa 3 7.3 NDLEA, NAPTIP and ICPC 

7 Snr. Mag Ahmed Yusuf 3 7.3 Dutse Alhaji and Kubwa (2) 

8 Snr. Mag. Lateef Abolaji 2 4.9 Utako and Wuse 

9 Snr. Mag. Folashade Oyekan 2 4.9 Kubwa 

10 CM Aminu Abdullahi 2 4.9 Utako and Wuse 

11 CM Binta Dogonyaro 1 2.4 Gwagwa 

12 Snr. Mag. Jobba Musa 1 2.4 Karimo 

13 CM Chinyere 1 2.4 Utako 

14 Mag. A.A. Eri 1 2.4 Lugbe 

15 CM Aminu 1 2.4 Wuse 

16 CM Oba 1 2.4 NCSDC 

17 CM Idayat Akanni 1 2.4 Maitama 

18 CM Mabel 1 2.4 ICPC 

19 CM Tom Tukura Ene 1 2.4 Kuje 

20 Snr. Mag. Kastina 1 2.4 Kwali 

21 CM Ilelah 1 2.4 Zuba 

22 CM Oyedipo 1 2.4 Karu 

23 CM Rosemary 1 2.4 Bwari 
  41 100.0  

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 

 



58 | P a g e  

Chapter 3: Breakdown of ACJMC Activities for the Year 2020 

 
3.1 Introduction 

 

The breakdown of the activities that were carried out by the ACJMC in 2020 is presented 

in this chapter. The aim is to provide the detailed information about how the committee 

conducted its actions with the different stakeholders in the justice sector system. 

3.2 Summary of monthly activities in 2020 
 

The key activities carried out by the ACJMC for the purposes of meeting the mandates of 

the committee are provided in tables 3.1 to 3.11 as follows: 

Table 3. 1: Summary of Activities for January 2020 
 

 Activity Purpose Target 

1 
Meeting with Mr. Felix 

Agada of the Nigerian 

Correctional Service Centre. 

To ensure prompt reporting 

from the Correctional 

Services. 

Improved Monitoring by the 

ACJMC of the Correctional 

Services activities. 

 
2 

 
Review of the POCA Bill 

Clean-up of the bill in 

preparation for the 9th
 

Assembly 

Fast-track the passage of the 

POCA Bill. 

 
3 

Training for the SARS and 

the other units from the CID 

of the FCT Police 

Command. 

Familiarization with 

provisions of the ACJA 

2015. 

Improved implementation of the 

ACJA 2015 by investigators and 

prosecutors. 

4 Magistrate Visitation to 

Police stations. 

On the spot assessment of 

conditions at the following 

police stations - Bwari Police 

Station; Utako Police station; 

Karimo Police Station; 

Nyanya Police Station; 

Karshi Police Station; Karu 

Police Station; Jikwoyi 

Police Station; and Mabuchi 

Police Station 

Improved conditions for the 

inmates at the police divisions 

and granting pardons for 

deserving inmates. 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 
 

Table 3. 2: Summary of Activities for February 2020 
 

 Activity Purpose Target 

1 NBA training on the Ethics 

of a lawyer. 

Get participants to understand 

the importance of ethics in the 

law profession. 

Participants to adhere the 

ethical standards as provided 

by the law profession. 

2 Training for the SARS and 

the other units from the CID 

Familiarization with provisions 

of the ACJA 2015. 

Improved implementation of the 

ACJA 2015 by investigators 

and prosecutors. 
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 of the FCT Police 

Command. 

  

3 ACJMC in States in 

Kano/Adamawa. 

Advocacy for States to 

domesticate and set up their 

ACJMC. 

Improved administration of 

criminal justice at the State 

level. 

4 NULAI training of Data 

Collectors at the ACJMC 

Secretariat. 

Develop data collection and 

retrieving skills. 

Enhance the productivity of the 

data collection officers. 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 
 

Table 3. 3: March – April 2020 – Lockdown Period due to Covid-19 

 
 

Table 3. 4: Summary of Activities for May 2020 
 

 Activity Purpose Target 

1 Zoom meeting with Prof. 

Akinseye-George. 

Discussions on the draft 

Guidelines for improving Plea 

Bargaining Practices. 

Fast-track finalization of the 

Guidelines for improved Plea- 

Bargaining Practices. 

2 Zoom meeting with Pro Bono. Discussions on the Impact of 

Covid-19 on the delivery of 

Justice: A Case for Court 

Digitalization. 

Improved Justice Delivery 

through Court Digitalization. 
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3 Zoom meeting with PWAN Discussions about the 

Reform Kuje Interagency 

meeting. 

Improved interagency 

coordination. 

4 Magistrate visitation Chief Magistrate Mabel 

visited Wuse Zone 3 Police 

Station with ACJMC 

Executive Secretary and staff. 

Improved operations as it 

concerns conditions of inmates. 

5 Police Station visitation (FCT) Visit to 14 Police Divisions 

namely: Utako, Durumi, 

Bwari, Kubwa, Dutse Alhaji, 

Life-camp, Gwarimpa, 

Asokoro, Nyanya, Karu, 

Jikwoyi, Karshi, Garki and 

Wuye. 

Improved compliance with 

Covid-19 protocols by ensuring 

the following: 

 Active Mobile Courts 

 Provision of water and soap 

at the entrance of the 

Police station 

 Fumigation of cells. 

6 Committee Membership Inclusion of Mr. Sulayman as 

a member of FMOJ Post 

Covid-19 Justice System 

Reform Committee. 

Inclusion of Mr. Sulayman in 

the Public Health Emergency 

Bill Drafting Committee. 

Make the ACJMC visible in the 

Justice reform system. 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 
 

Table 3. 5: Summary of Activities for June 2020 
 

 Activity Purpose Target 

1 Police Station Visitation Visited the following 

police stations: Wuse; 

Mpape; Maitama, 

Mabuchi, Karmo, 

Gwagwa, Zuba, Apo, 

Kabusa, Galadimawa, 

Trademore, Iddo, River 

Park, Lugbe, Kuje, 

Gwagwalada, Kwali, 

Gudunkrya, Yaba, 

Rubochi, Abuja Police 

Division 

Improved operations at the 

police stations, especially 

concerning the handling of 

inmates. 

2 The Annual Statutory 

Meeting. 

Core mandate of the 

Committee in setting policy 

and approving activities for 

the secretariat 

Ensuring effective 

implementation of the mandate 

of the committee under the 

ACJA 

3 Meeting with the Area Court 

Judges, Registrars, 

Directors of Litigation and 

Heads of Return of Cases. 

Discuss the return of cases 

and setting up of a committee 

to design the template to be 

used for the return of cases. 

Improved return of cases to and 

monitoring of the criminal justice 

system. 
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4 Workshop for Public Health 

Emergency Bill. 

Discussion of the Bill and 

other relevant matters. 

Fast-track the passage of the Bill 

by the National Assembly. 

5 Police Station Visitation Visit to Wuse Police Station; 

Gwagwa Police Station; and 

Bwari Police Station. 

Ensure improvement of 

operations and handling of 

inmates. 

6 NCDSC Magistrate Visitation 

by ACJMC and Chief 

Magistrate Oba for the first 

time. 

Familiarization with conditions 

at detention centres. 

More visits to monitor conditions 

of inmates at the detention 

centres. 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 
 

Table 3. 6: Summary of Activities for July 2020 
 

 Activity Purpose Target 

1 Dentation Centre Visitation 

of the NDLEA by the Chief 

Magistrate Shafa and the 

ACJMC for the first time. 

On the spot assessment of 

the conditions of inmates 

at the NDLEA facility. 

Ensure inmates are held 

with violation of their 

fundamental human rights. 

2 10-man Committee meeting 

at the Area Court. 

For creation of the template for 

S.110 (4)(5). 

Improved return of cases. 

3 Investigation and 

Prosecution Sub Committee 

meeting. 

Discuss the way forward as 

well as sending forth the 

Chairman of the Committee 

who retired from service. 

Improve performance of the sub- 

committee. 

4 Launching of the Statement 

Taking Room at the SARS 

Office. 

Provide a conducive and 

convenient Statement Taking 

Room 

& 

Training of SARS and other 

Units of the CID on the 

Statement Taking Room. 

Improve investigation and 

prosecution of criminal cases. 

5 Meeting with the Chief 

Registrar of FCT High Court 

Discussions on how to 

improve the return of cases. 

Improvement in the return of 

cases by the Federal High Court. 

6 Meeting with the LA to the 

CR FCT High Court. 

Discussions on setting up a 

unified structure of the Justice 

system in the FCT. 

Improvement in the Justice 

Delivery System in the FCT. 

7 Counter Terrorism 

Workshop on Virtual 

Hearing on CT Cases. 

Discussions on the feasibility 

of setting up virtual hearings 

for counter terrorism cases. 

Virtual hearing was adopted by 

Honourable Attorney General of 

the Federation 

8 Speedy Trial Sub 

Committee Meeting 

Discuss S.110 of the ACJA 

and assess the progress of 

cases in courts and how to 

implement S.110. 

Effective implementation of 

S.110 of the ACJA. 

9 Technical Workshop on the 

Money Laundering Bill. 

Provide a synopsis of the bill 

discussion and breakdown. 

Passage of the bill by the 

National Assembly. 

10 CLSL retreat at the Ibeto 

Hotel. 

Assess the progress of 

Federal ACJMC & Kaduna 

State ACJMC 

Improvement in the operations of 

both the Federal and Kaduna 

State ACJMCs. 
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  Training on Monitoring and 

Evaluation 

Presentation of ACJMC Portal 

Training on IT 

 

11 Meeting with ROLAC, 

ACJMC, Felix Agada 

(Correctional Services) and 

Ayo Omotade (Consultant) 

Merging of the ACJMC Portal 

and the CIMS. 

Improvement in the ACJMC’s 

record/data/information storing 

and retrieval. 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 
 

Table 3. 7: Summary of Activities for August 2020 
 

 Activity Purpose Target 

1 Meeting with CIMS at the 

ACJMC Secretariat 

Discuss the merging of the 

ACJMC Portal with CIMS 

Reports offered to NULAI will be 

given to ACJMC on a monthly 

basis. 

2 EFCC Bill Workshop. Breakdown of the bill, and the 

passage of the Bill in the 

National Assembly. 

Passage of the bill by the 

National Assembly. 

3 The Prison Decongestion 

Sub-committee meeting via 

virtual. 

Discussion on 

decriminalization of petty 

offences by the Chairman 

Implementation of Secion.110 

which involves the returns 

from the Nigerian Correctional 

Centre. 

Ensuring implementation of the 

mandate of Committee 

(decongestion of detention and 

correctional facilities) 

  Impact of Covid-19 on 

Correctional centres and 

detention facilities 

Decongestion of the 

Correctional centres. 

Composition of Non-custodial 

committee. 

 

4 Magistrate Visitation to 

Garki Police Station. 

On the spot assessment of 

conditions at the Garki Police 

Station. 

Ensure conditions of inmates at 

the facility are in line with set 

standards. 

5 Magistrate Visitation to 

Maitama Police Station. 

On the spot assessment of 

conditions at the Maitama 

Police Station. 

Ensure conditions of inmates at 

the facility are in line with set 

standards. 

6 Whistle Blower and Witness 

Protection Bill Workshop. 

The technical workshop was 

on synopsis of the two bills 

discussion and breakdown. 

Passage of the bill in the 

National Assembly. 

7 CLEEN and ACJMC first Bi- 

monthly meeting on ACJMC 

States. 

State in focus were Ekiti, 

Anambra and Enugu. 

Highlights of the Meeting 

which was virtual involved the 

Improvement in the 

administration of criminal justice. 
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  events of the ACJMC 

(Federal) and States. 

 

8 ACJMC/CLEEN 

FOUNDATION training on 

S.34/34 for the Police and 

Law Enforcement Agencies. 

 Training of S.34 

 Synergy btw S.33 and 

S.34 

 Identify the police and law 

enforcement agencies not 

in compliance with S.33 

and the way forward for 

future compliance 

 Challenges of S.34 

 Display of the ACJMC 

portal future of Reporting 

Obligation. 

Improved knowledge of the 

relevant sections of the ACJA 

2015 by the Police and other 

Law Enforcement Agencies. 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 
 

Table 3. 8: Summary of Activities for September 2020 
 

 Activity Purpose Target 

1 Statement Taking Room 

Virtual Training for SARS 

Abuja and Adamawa. 

Capacity development for 

SARS Officers. 

Improvement in statement 

taking by SARS Officers. 

2 Magistrate Oversight at 

Civil Defense and EFCC. 

On the spot assessment by CM 

Nweke accompanied by 

ACJMC Staff. 

To ensure that rights of inmates 

are not violated. 

3 Magistrate Oversight at 

ICPC 

On the spot assessment by 

CMs Mabel and Shafa 

accompanied by ACJMC Staff. 

To ensure that rights of inmates 

are not violated. 

4 ACJMC/CLEEN Foundation 

Portal Training for the 

Police and other Law 

enforcement agencies 

(EFCC, Civil Defense, 

NAPTIP, DSS, ICPC and 

NDLEA). 

Training and providing access 

codes for the participants to 

upload reports on the ACJMC 

Portal. 

Improvement in reporting and 

information dissemination to the 

public. 

5 Constitutional Workshop Review Workshop on Bills and 

how they should be passed at 

the National Assembly. 

Passage of the bills by the 

National Assembly. 

6 Magistrate Oversight at 

NAPTIP 

On the spot assessment by 

CM Shafa accompanied by 

ACJMC Staff. 

To ensure that rights of inmates 

are not violated. 

7 ACJMC Portal Training of 

Justice Stakeholders. 

Training of Area Court 

Judges, Magistrate, FCT 

High Court, Federal High 

Court and Federal Ministry 

of Justice. Also granting 

access codes to the portal 

to the participants. 

Improvement in reporting and 

information dissemination to the 

public. 
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8 Visit to the Nigerian 

Correctional Service Suleja. 

Supply of 50 matrasses 

with support from CLEEN 

Foundation and Mac Arthur. 

Improved living conditions for 

inmates. 

9 Magistrate Oversight at 

Garki Police Station. 

On the spot assessment by CM 

Omolola accompanied by 

ACJMC and NULA Staff. 

To ensure that rights of inmates 

are not violated. 

10 STR Monitoring Team 

Inaugural Meeting 

supported by ROLAC 

Discussions on the usage 

of the STR units at Police 

Station Wuse Zone 3 and 

SARS Office Guzape. 

Improvement in statement 

taking by the officers. 

11 Investigation and 

Prosecution Sub 

Committee meeting 

supported by GIZ. 

Nomination of a new chairman 

Presentation of reports by 

agencies 

Discussion of the 2021 Work- 

Plan 

Writing to NDLEA for a new 

representative. 

Ensuring synergy amongst 

criminal justice institution 

especially the Nigeria Police 

and the Office of the DPP 

Federal Ministry of Justice 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 
 

Table 3. 9: Summary of Activities for October 2020 
 

 Activity Purpose Target 

1 FIDA workshop. Supported Technical and 

Monitoring sub-committee of 

ACJMC 

Drafting policy documents and 

practice direction in the 

implementation of ACJA 

2 Statutory Meeting supported 

by FIDA. 

Compliance with the mandate 

of the ACJMC 

Ensuring effective compliance 

with statutory mandate and 

setting policy for the secretariat 

3 IG Monitoring Meeting Monitoring the activities of the 

IG monitoring Unit of the NPF 

in relation to unlawful 

detention 

Ensuring the protection of 

human rights of detainees and 

compliance with the provisions 

of ACJA 

4 FIDA Workshop. Supported Speedy Trial sub- 

committee meeting 

Ensuring speedy disposal of 

cases through mapping of 

compliance with ACJA 

provisions 

5 ACJMC Technical and 

Monitoring Subcommittee 

Meeting Supported by 

PWAN. 

Drafting of Policy documents 

and Practice direction on 

Remand proceedings 

Strengthening capacity of 

criminal justice stakeholders and 

the oversight bodies 

6 Emergency Statutory 

Meeting with Stakeholders 

De-clogging of courts and 

DPP and creating of an 

intervention fund. 

Improvement in court processes. 

7 Oversight visitation by CM 

Nweke to EFCC Detention 

Center. 

Ascertain the state of inmates 

at the EFCC detention 

Center. 

Ensure that fundamental human 

rights of inmates are 

guaranteed. 
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8 Bi-monthly meeting with 

ACJMC State Virtually 

supported by CLEEN 

Foundation. 

Updates from States on the 

creation of ACJMC. 

Improvement in the 

administration of criminal justice 

at the sub-national level. 

9 Speedy Trial Subcommittee 

Meeting supported by 

PWAN 

Discuss trial of criminal cases 

and their timelines. 

Speedy trial of criminal cases. 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 
 

Table 3. 10: Summary of Activities for November 2020 
 

 Activity Purpose Target 

1 Webinar on the 

Communique 

Supported by CLEEN. 

Discussion on the conclusion on 

the last emergency meeting held at 

the FCT High court. 

Publication of Communique 

issued by the Committee 

following Endsars protest. 

2 Courtesy visit to the 

New Director magistrate 

and Director Litigation. 

Discuss the return of cases from 

the magistrate court and the 

review of magistrate oversight 

visits. 

Improved working relationship 

between the ACJMC and the 

Magistrate Court. 

3 ACJMC Retreat 

Supported by GIZ. 

Presentations on the activities of 

each subcommittee, the ACJMC 

Action Plan, ACJMC Portal and 

other presentations from the 

Director Magistrate, Director 

Training and Prof Akinseye 

Goerge. 

Reviewing of ACJMC’s activities 

and taking measures to improve 

on them. 

4 NULIA Workshop. Display of the Case Management 

System for the Magistracy. 

Improved Case Management 

System. 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 
 

Table 3. 11: Summary of Activities for December 2020 
 

 Activity Purpose Target 

1 Project Evaluation by 

CLEEN. 

Evaluation of the projects 

executed by ACJMC with the 

support of CLEEN Foundation. 

Ensure that ACJMC’s projects 

achieve set goal and objectives. 

2 Afrilaw Workshop. Supported Anti-Torture 

workshop 

Advocacy on the implementation 

of anti-torture Act 2017 

3 EFCC Oversight 

Visitation. 

Implementation of section 34 

ACJA 

Oversight of LEAs detention 

facility 

4 Town Hall Talk Show on 

Channels TV. 

Public enlightenment on the 

Police Reforms and Police Bill. 

Better policing for Nigerians. 

5 Bimonthly ACJMC State 

Virtual Meeting 

Supported by CLEEN. 

Track progress being made at 

the State level on the setting up 

of their ACJMCs. 

Improvement in the administration 

of criminal justice at sub-national 

level. 
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6 Bi-Monthly meeting on 

Terrorism supported by 

UNODC. 

Review the process on virtual 

trial. 

Enhanced virtual trial for criminal 

cases. 

7 Send forth event 

supported by PWAN and 

ROLAC. 

Send forth event for the CJ of 

the FCT. 

Send forth of the Outgoing 

Chairman of ACJMC 

Source: ACJMC Secretariat 

 

 

3.3 Challenges faced by the ACJMC in 2020 
 

The ACJMC was largely able to achieve its targets for 2020. However, some factors, 

some internal, and others external, affected its activities in the year under review. These 

challenges are discussed as follows: 

a) The Impact of the Covid-19 pandemic: This was and remains an issue that is limiting 

general socio-economic activities due to the implementation of pharmaceutical and 

non-pharmaceutical safety measures. To mitigate the effects covid-19 restrictions, the 

ACJMC is putting in place mechanisms to ensure that its future activities achieve the 

desired objectives. 

b) Budgetary limitations: The ACJMC did not receive any budgetary allocation in the 

year under review, thereby relying on donors and development partners’ support. 

Efforts to get the committee into the government budget through the office of the 

Attorney-General of the Federation, was however intensified. 

c) Operational and administrative challenges: These issues are closely tied to the 

inability of the committee to receive funding from government in the period under 

review. Providing equipment for the effective running of the office was a challenge, 

while payment of members of staff was from mainly from unofficial sources. 

The implication was that in 2020 the Committee could hold its statutory meetings 

without the support of the development partners especially RoLAC, GiZ and PWAN; 

no official vehicle to carry out its monitoring activities; and limited stationeries for day- 

to-day activities of the Secretariat. etc. 
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Chapter 4: Summary, Conclusions and Outlook 

 
4.1 Summary 

 

This 2020 Annual Report of the ACJMC is the second published statement of the 

Committee’s activities since it commenced operations. Despite the general slow-down in 

country-wide, and indeed, global activities in 2020 due to the Covid-19 pandemic, the 

ACJMC was able to implement series of events in line with its mandate of ensuring the 

effectiveness of the administration of criminal justice system in Nigeria. 

One of the major steps taken in the year under review, apart from the regular schedule of 

activities, is the institution of a Change Management mechanism to guide the 

Committee’s process of intervening effectively in the criminal justice system. Of 

importance is the initiative of conducting regular and up-to-date research for collating, 

analyzing and publishing information in line with section 470(2)(f) of the ACJA 2015. 

The immediate objective is to provide the Committee with robust empirical basis upon 

which it will be intervening in policy, regulatory and other practical issues concerning the 

criminal justice system. In the medium to long term, it is expected that findings from such 

research will lead to advocacy on how to improve the harmonization of records and storing 

and dissemination of data and information on the criminal justice system. 

Generally, the summary of the ACJMC’s activities in 2020 are as follows: 
 

a) Research: Two studies on ‘Mapping of Out of Courts with Criminal Jurisdiction in the 

FCT’ and ‘Mapping the Level of Implementation and Compliance with s.396(7) of 

ACJA’ were carried out to provide empirical evidence on the subject matters. 

For the study on criminal jurisdiction, the summary of the findings are as follows: 
 

 The high number of pending cases suggests that structural and institutional 

challenges continue to impair the justice delivery system.

 The low number of completed criminal cases relative to the pending criminal cases 

indicates that challenges that the ACJA 2015 aims to address are still prevalent in 

the criminal justice system.
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 The period for delivering rulings remains an issue based on the estimated 

judgment turnaround time.

 The analysis by location showed that cases were concentrated more in certain 

areas. A better spreading may enhance the timeframe for completing cases, 

particularly the criminal related ones.

For the study on compliance with s.396(7), the summary of the findings are as follows: 
 

 The level of implementation and compliance with s.396(7) of the ACJA 2015 have 

been affected by the verdict of the Supreme Court as elevated judges rarely return 

to complete cases that they started.

 The ACJMC observed the diverse opinions of legal experts in which the majority 

supported the Supreme Court’s judgement voiding s.396(7) of the ACJA.

 The ACJMC’s position is that all machineries should be put in place to ensure the 

amendment of the constitution and the ACJA so that the latter does not in any way 

contravene the former. This will guarantee the quick reactivation of the provision 

that elevated judges should return to complete cases that they started as High 

Court judges. It will also contribute to the ACJMC’s efforts at monitoring and 

promoting the effective and speedy administration of criminal justice in Nigeria.

b) Management and Assessment of Stakeholders: The management and 

assessment of stakeholders in 2020 showed that the Covid-19 pandemic slowed down 

activities. However, there remained institutional and structural challenges limiting the 

effectiveness of stakeholders in the criminal justice system. 

 The ACJMC’s assessment of the compliance with reporting obligations under the 

ACJA by Police Divisions in 2020, showed that out of the 43 divisions, only 8 or 

19% complied, while 35 or 81% did not comply. Of the 81% that did not comply, 

only 20% was attributed to the Covid-19 problem.

 The visits by Oversight Magistrates to Police Divisions and other places of 

detention in 2020 totaled 41, with the highest number of 17 occurring in January. 

The rate dropped to 7 and 3 in February and March as the Covid-19 pandemic 

wave got stronger. Between April and May, the country was in total lock-down but
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the gradually reopening resulted in the oversight visits of 4 in June. Between July 

and December, the rate of the visits averaged 1.7 as non-pharmaceutical 

measures, especially the social distancing, restricted activities across all sectors. 

 In terms of the visits by location, the Police Division in Bwari recorded the highest 

number of visits of 5. Kubwa and Gwagwa had the second joint number of visits of 

4 each, while Utako, Wuse and Garki had 3 visits each. The NCSDC, EFCC and 

ICPC recorded 2 visits each, while the rest places had one visitation each.

 When the oversight visits are analysed based on the individual judges and the 

places they visited, Snr. Mag. Fatima Nadoma had the highest number of visits of 

4 or 9.8% of the total visits in 2020, Snr. Mag. Jacinta Okeke, CM. Omolola, CM 

Emmanuel Iyanna and Mag. Nweke all recorded 3 visits. The other magistrates 

that had 3 visitations are CM Shafa and Snr. Mag. Ahmed Yusuf.

 Three magistrates recorded two visitations each namely Snr. Mag. Lateef Abolaji 

and Snr. Mag. Folashade Oyekan, while a total of 13 magistrates conducted 

oversight visits only once in 2020.

c) Breakdown of ACJMC Activities in 2020: The monthly breakdown of the ACJMC’s 

activities in 2020 showed that the Committee was able to carry out very important 

events that enabled it achieved set targets for the year, although not completely, due 

to Covid-19 effect. Apart from the pandemic, the Committee’s activities were also 

impaired by funding challenges as it relied on donor support to carry out key activities 

such as its statutory meetings. Also, the lack of official vehicle(s) to carry out its 

monitoring activities, and limited stationeries for day-to-day activities of the 

Secretariat. etc. all affected the operations of the ACJMC in 2020. 

4.2 Conclusions 
 

a) Research 
 

 The ACJMC will continually conduct advocacy on the need for the courts 

adjudicating over criminal matters to go digital and improve their record gathering, 

storing and archiving as this will improve data and information availability. 
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 It will constantly engage in similar research activities to provide empirical basis for 

interventions, while also making the findings available to key stakeholders, 

including policy makers and the headship of the Judiciary in the FCT. 

 Because criminal cases that are terrorism related are complex and take longer 

time to complete, the ACJMC will always engage stakeholders, especially the 

security agencies, on the need for such cases to be fast tracked, though without 

compromising the quality of investigations that will be used for the prosecutions. 

 It will endeavour to always facilitate collaboration among relevant agencies of the 

executive in the drafting of executive bills; promote effective partnership between 

the executive and legislature in the enactment of laws; and advocate for speedy 

amendment of the constitution to reflect provisions of s.396(7) of ACJA. 

b) Management and Assessment of Stakeholders 
 

 The ACJMC will continue to work closely with all stakeholders in the criminal justice 

sub-sector with the goal of achieving the effective implementation of the ACJA. 

 It will continue to strengthen its advocacy on institutional changes to boost the 

stakeholders’ performance, for example, on returns and reporting of cases of 

arrests, detentions and prosecutions. 

 The Committee will always adhere to the Covid-19 protocols in dealing with the 

stakeholders, while putting in place effective virtual measures to consolidate the 

working relationships. 

c) Breakdown of ACJMC Activities. 
 

 The Committee in the year under review stepped up its effort to be captured in the 

Federal Government Budget, through the Office of the Attorney-General of the 

Federation. Getting subventions from government will improve the rate and 

intensity of activities. 

 Improved manpower productivity through constant training and re-training, as well 

as appropriate remunerations, will enhance the overall performance of the 

Committee. 
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4.3 Outlook 
 

The Change Management process developed by the ACJMC in 2020 is expected to guide 

and shape its future activities. Specifically, any planned policy, regulatory or practical 

intervention(s) by the Committee, will have a specific context in terms of the problem(s) 

to be solved, the beneficiaries of such intervention(s) and the short, medium and long- 

term effects for the criminal justice system. In addition, it is expected that robust empirical 

evidence, through the conduct of regular research, will guide the Committee’s advocacy 

and interventions as it continues to work for a better criminal justice system. 

The ACJMC acknowledges that structural and institutional problems have continued to 

impair the administration of criminal justice in Nigeria despite the existence of the ACJA. 

With respect to the institutional challenges, the prognosis for the Committee is that 

continuous advocacy and sensitization for the agencies of government responsible for 

implementing various aspects of the ACJA are necessary steps for improving the system. 

Concerning the structural issues, it is hoped that certain lacunas in the existing laws, such 

as the s.396(7) of ACJA contravening provisions of the 1999 Constitution, will be 

addressed through necessary amendments. 

The future activities of the Committee are also expected to be strengthened as efforts to 

get subventions from the government yields the necessary results. Similarly, grants and 

other technical supports from the donor partners will further reinforce the Committee’s 

activities in the near, medium and long term. 

Overall, the ACJMC, through its upcoming activities, is poised to consolidate on the gains 

that were achieved in the last couple of years, thereby contributing to the effectiveness 

and efficiency of the criminal justice system in Nigeria. 
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ACJMC Photo Gallery 
 

ACJMC/CLEEN Foundation Training of Police on the ACJMC Portal 
 
 
 

 

ACJMC/GIZ Training of Area Court on ACJMC Portal 
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ACJMC/GIZ Training on Magistrate on ACJMC Portal 
 
 

 

ACJMC/CLEEN Foundation distribution of Matrasses for Suleja Correctional Services 
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ACJMC/UNODCE Workshop on Courter Terrorism 
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ACJMC/GIZ Retreat at Bolton White Hotel 
 

 

ACJMC Visitation to Controller NCS FCT Command 
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ACJMC Technical and Monitoring Sub Committee Meeting 
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Training Of Police (CID) on ACJA Supported By ROLAC 
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Launching of the Statement Taking Room at SARS (Guazape) 
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Launching of the Statement Taking Room at SARS (Guazape) 
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Launching of the Statement Taking Room at SARS (Guazape) 
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