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INTERNAL MEMORANDUM
To: Nigeria Governors' Forum
From: Director General
Date: 14t November 2018
Subject: Riverdale Financial Services Ltd V. NGF & 9 Ors

The above subject matter refers. Refer also to our Memo on the said Subject dated 1510 August
2018.

Your Excellency will recall that Riverdale instituted legal proceedings against that NGF and nine (9)
States at the Abuja Multidoor Courthouse (AMDCH) over unpaid consultancy fees in respect of

work allegedly done by the company on the London-Paris Club refunds. The States include
Katsina, Kwara, Bauchi, Kogi, Ekiti, Osun, Plateau, Zamfara and Sokoto States.

Recall also that we had, in the afore-mentioned, informed the Forum that the case had been
desegregated by order of the Court. The severing of the defendants was based on the court's
conclusion that the cases were diverse in character and relevant clauses were dissimilar.

In the light of this, our lawyers have continued to diligently defend the suits and have regularly
updated us on developments.

By way of summary, Your Excellency is invited to note that:

1. Sokoto State — Following a non-objection by the parties, the Court appointed an arbitrator,

Justice Christantus Senlong (Retired) to resolve the dispute. Necessary dates for this
process are awaited.

2. Katsina State - Counsel to the Katsina State government withdrew his representation and

participation in the proceedings. Court then ruled that the matter would be transferred to the
High Court of the FCT for continuation of proceedings.



3. Kwara State - Negotiations between the Claimant Company and Kwara State government
are at an advanced stage. A draft Settlement Agreement had been prepared preparatory to
execution by the parties.

4. Bauchi State - Following a finding by the Mediator that there was nothing linking the NGF
with the extant case, same was transferred to the High Court, but the Court referred the suit
back to the Abuja Multidoor Court House. Matter has been adjourned to the 19t of
November 2018.

5. Kogi State — The matter is still before the AMDCH and the parties have not come to any
agresment. At the last adjourned date, 22" October 2018, Kogi State government was not
present in Court.

6. Zamfara State — Following a refusal to reach a consensus between the parties, the
Mediator has ordered that the Director, Civil Litigation Zamfara State appoint an Arbitrator
to resolve the dispute.

7. Plateau State — Claimant has never served any processes against Plateau State and the
matter as it affects Plateau State has never been scheduled for hearing.

8. Osun State — No processes against Osun State have been filed at the AMDCH but we
understand that a Writ has been issued at the Osun State High Court by the Claimant.

Finally, the Forum is invited to recall that the NGF Legal Committee had recommended that
consultants be referred to the engaging States for payment.

Find attached a copy of the Processes as well as detailed Report by the Lawyer engaged by the
NGF.

For your consideration, please.

Director General
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9" November, 2018

The Director General,,
Nigeria Governors’ Forum, gt
51 Lake Chad Crescent, % 3
Maitama,

Abuja.

ATTENTION: CHUKA CHIJIOKE Esq

Sir, e

COMPOSITE REPORT ON PROCEEDINGS IN RIVERDALE
FINANCIAL SERVICES LTD V. NGF & 9 ORS

The above subject refers:

Consequent on the severance of the aforementioned suit into Nine (9) suits on the
23" day of July 2018, as a result of the multifarious characier and clauses in the
various Agreements executed as between the claimants and the Defendants, I
hereby forward herewith a composite report in respect of proceedings.

Mindful of the forgoing, 1 proceed herewith to report the present state of
proceedings with respect to the various states Defendants/Respondents.

SOKOTO STATE

The matter with Sokoto State last came up before the Abuia multi-Door courthouse
on the 11® day of October 2018. Counsel to Sokoto State Government, Steve
Emelieze told the AMDC panel that they did request for some documents from the
claimant specifying the work done with respect to this suit and consequently
suggested that the matter can proceed to Arbitration. Counsel stated that the 2™
Defendant, Sokoto State was ready to empower the AMDC to appoint an

Ayodele Gatta. M.A (English); M.Sc (Ibadan); LL.M (Ife); M.Phil (Law)Ife; B.L; ACIarb(UK).
Othadua Okpakpor. B.Sc (Hons); LL. B; LL.M; B.L.

Bolorunduro Gatta. LL.B (Hons); B.L

Uzoma Obinna. LL.B (Hons); B.L




Arbitrator. We submitted that since it had become inevitable that an Arbitrator be
appointed, we are not objecting.

The Mediator suggested Rtd. Justice Christantus Senlong as the Arbitrator. There
was no objection. The matter was adjourned sine die with the AMDC mandated to
write a letter informing the jurist about his appointment and scheduling a date for
all parties to meet/convene for a pre-trial conference.

KATSINA STATE

The matter with Katsina State last up on the 2™ day of August 2018 for hearing.
Counsel for Katsina State, Abubakar Umar Esq, a Director with the Ministry of
\\\J ustice in the State, submitted that NGE should bear liability for the constancy fees
due to the claimant, Katsina State. He ¢ referred the courthouse to a Document dated
the 29" day of December k2016 wherein the Katsina State Government, directed
the MD of Riverdale Financial Services Ltd (The Claimant) to contact NGF on the
premise that the NGF had taken over the payment of the said consultancy fees.

In response we countered his submission and unequivocally denied liability. We
did argue that there is no privity of contact as between the claimant and the NGF.
We further stated that had the NGF assumed the said liability, there would have
been a document evidencing the said assumption of the claim by the NGF.

We demanded of the Katsina State Government to provide proof of the assignment
of the debt to NGF and also to provide a reciprocal extant undertaking by NGF to
assume the responsibility for the consultancy fees due to the Claimant.

However, in a curious twist of events, the counsel to the Katsina State Government
informed the panel that henceforth he would not be coming for the proceedings. He
thus, effectively withdrew his representation in respect of the AMDC proceedings.

The Head of the AMDC Panel, Mrs. Osasere Umole ruled that consequent thereto,
the matter would be remitted to the High Court of the FCT for continuation of
proceedings (hearing).

Counsel to Katsina State, has not attended proceedings thereafter validating his
threat not to come for proceedings any further.

KWARA STATE



As a sequel to our earlier report dated 14" August 2018 on Kwara State, further
progress has been made with respect to settlement between the Claimant and the
2™ Defendant. Counsel to the claimant, Mr. Peter Jiya, did inform the AMDC that
they had a meeting with the Attorney General (Kwara State) whereupon the AG
confirmed receiving a draft copy of the Agreement but that he needed to hear from
the State Ministry of Finance before reverting to the state’s solicitors. The matter
was then adjourned to the 25" day of September 2018.

On the 25™ day of September 2018, Mr. Peter Jiya,and the counsel to Kwara State
further confirmed that a Draft Settlement Agreement had been drawn up and
consequently expressed confidence that at the next adjourned date the agreement
would have been duly executed.

At the next adjourned date however, the matter did not go on. We continued
however to disclaim liability.

BAUCH STATE

Parties in the matter of Bauchi State could not come to a compromise with respect
to the appointment of an Arbitrator as at the 25" day of September 2018. The case
for the Bauchi state Government was that they are disclaiming liability because the
Claimant, allegedly did not comply with the terms of the consultancy Agreement
and consequently asked that the matter be referred back to the court.

The mediator Dr. Jinji after listening to our submissions that we are not privy to
the transactions between the Claimant and the 2™ Defendant (Bauchi State)
reiterated the fact that from all the processes filed there is nothing linking the 1%
defendant, Nigeria Governors Form with the contract between the claimant and the
2" Defendant. The mediator ruled that the matter be referred back to the court.

On the 30™ day of October 2018, at the proceedings it was learnt that the court
declined to hear the matter and instead referred the matter once again to the
AMDC. Counsel to the Bauchi State Government (Godwin Idiagbonya)
vehemently opposed the appointment of an Arbitrator stating that he does not have
the mandate of his client to so do. Matter was further adjourned to 19" day of
November 2018 at 2.00'pm.

KOGI STATE



The matter for Kogi State came up for hearing on the 3™ day of September 2018.
The day’s business was to enable the claimant to produce some documents on the
grounds that counsel to Kogi State does not have access to the said documents. The
2™ Respondent’s counsel insisted that the matter be referred back to court. The
head of the AMDC mediation team replied that the courthouse cannot just refer the
matter back to the court as it was the court that referred same to AMDC in the first
instance. In his response, counsel to the Claimant, Mr. Peter Jiya insisted that
albeit, the Pl Respondent, Kogi State, has the document under contention, they
would oblige the 2™ Respondent with another copy of the document. He further
asserted that Riverdale (the claimant) is a sub-contractor to Canes, and that the
latter has the contract documents. Matter was adjourned to the 12" day of
September 2018 for continuation of hearing.

As counsel to the 1% Respondent, we maintained our defence that there is no
privity of contract as between the claimant and our client, the Nigeria Governors’
Forum.

On the 12" day of September 2018, counsel to Kogi State re-asserted the demand
on the government of Kogi State to present the documents evidencing the
relationship between the claimant and Canes consultancy and asked that failure on
the part of the claimant to so do, the matter be referred back to the court. Counsel
to the Kogi state government insisted that there was no business being at the
AMDC. Matter was adjourned to the 22™ day of October 2018 at 12:00 noon.

On the 22™ day of October 2018 counsel to Kogi State were not present for
proceedings.

ZAMFARA STATE

In summary, the matter of Zamfara State came up on the 11™ day of September
2018, counsel for Zamfara State, Abdul Ahmed asked for a report from the
claimant in validation of his claims against the state government. Matter adjourned
to the 4™ day of October 2018 for the appointment of an Arbitrator.

Matter eventually came up on the 11™ day of October 2018, the State was
represented by a state counsel Mansur Lawal. He informed the AMDC that the
State Government is no longer interested in mediation or any other form of ADR



and consequently any aggrieved party can proceed to court to ventilate his
grievances. The mediator therefore directed the counsel to Zamfara State to inform
the Director Civil Litigation to appoint an Arbitrator.

EKITI STATE

The matter of Ekiti State was scheduled to hold on the 20" day of August 2018 but
the Attorney General of the State requested that the matter be adjourned to 28" day
of August 2018 so that he can attend sittings during the NBA Conference
scheduled to commence on the 26" day of August, 2018.

The matter however did not hold on the 26™ day of August 2018. The matter we
were reliably informed is receiving attention with the state government.

PLATEAU STATE

The matter of Plateau has never been scheduled for hearing. This is in addition to
the fact that the claimant never served processes with respect to Plateau State on
us.

OSUN STATE

Like Plateau State, no proceedings in Osun State yet.A Writ has been issued in the
Osun State High Court by the Claimant.

Find attached to this report, copies of processes filed and served by us on the
claimants and the Defendants respectfully.

Thank you.
Yours faithfully,

6
Dr.gjfﬁdele Gatta

Solicitor




IN THE ABUJA MULTI-DOOR COURTHOUSE
IN THE ABUJA JUDICIAL DIVISION

HOLDEN AT ABUJA
SUIT NO: CV/2165/17
A CINEYE oiisnenmnins
BETWEEN
RIVERDALE FINANCIAL SERVICES LTD. - - CLAIMANT
AND

1. NIGERIA GOVERNORS’ FORUM

2. OSUN STATE GOVERNMENT ] |

3. THE HON MINISTER, FEDERAL MINISTRY OF FINANCE [ RESPONDENT/
4. THE ACCOUNTANT GENERAL OF THE FEDERATION - | DEFENDANT
5. CENTRAL BANK OF NIGERIA | B LS

1" RESPONDENT/DEFENDANT STATEMENT OF ISSUES BROUGHT
PURSUANT TO RULE 9 OF THE AMDC MEDIATION &
ARBITRATION RULES (2003)

Pursuant to the AMDC Mediation & Arbitration Rules (2003) the -
1"Respondent/Defendant has formulated the following issues for the resolution
of the Abuja Multi-Door Courthouse.

1. WHETHER by the contents of the letter dated the 29% day of December - ‘
2016, it is conclusive evidence that the 1% Defendant/Respondent had = ..
taken over the payment of the consultancy fees due to the Clalmant from ;
the 2nd Respondent/Defendant. w28

2. WHETHERby the terms of the Consultancy Agreémient ‘dated the 19%: « 2
day of November 2007 and 1% day of November 2010 executed ‘as: ..« -
between the Claimant and the 2* Respondent/Defendant binds the 1% .. .-
Respondent/Defendant  cognisant of the fact - that the. 1%
Respondent/Defendant was neither a party to same and did not take -
benefits emanating therefrom.

3. WHETHER, and if the 1" Respondent/Defendant had taken over the
payment of the consultancy fees due to the claimant from. the 2™
Respondent/Defendant, the claimant is not liable to provide documents
evidencing the Agreement as between the 1¥ Respondent/Defendant and
the 2nd Respondent/Defendant with respect thereto.



4. WHETHER there exists any privity of contract as between the claimant
and the 1*Respondent/Defendant.

5. WHETHER the contents of the letter dated the 29" day of December
2016 issued by the Katsina State Government, Ministry of Finance

effectively assigned the consultancy fees due to the claimant from the 2™
Respondent/Defendant.

6. WHETHER on the preponderance of evidence before the AMDC the
claimant had established any cause of action against the 1%
Respondent/Defendant.

WHEREOF the 1¥ Respondent/Defendant shall urge the AMDC to find
that it is not privy to the Agreement between the Claimant and the 2™

Respondent/Defendant and subsequently no cause of action established
- against it.

Dated this 2 $%—  dayof s€b1 ;2018

o)

Dy, Ayodeletg/atta

Lucky Harry‘Briggs Esq., =
Anita Oteh (Mrs) Esq =
1*Respondent/ Defendant
Solicitor ’
Ayodele Gatta & Co.

Suite B2 Ndamela House =~ -
Plot 500 Tafawa Balewa Way -
Area 3, Garki

Abuja

FOR SERVICE ON
- 1. The Claimant

c/o Her Solicitors
Peter Jiya, Esq.
Ayodele Lawrence, Esq.
Philip A. Jego, Esq.
Abdulbasit Usman, Esg.

~ Josiah A. Ojenya, Esq.
Counsel to Plaintiff
GREENFIELDS (Solicitors & Advocates)
Suit B.8/9, Abuja Shopping Mall,
Wuze Zone 3, Abuja.
08034515939/08174080505
greenfieldsolicitors@gmail.com




IN THE ABUJA MULTI-DOOR COURTHOUSE
IN THE ABUJA JUDICIAL DIVISION

HOLDEN AT ABUJA
SUIT NO: CV/2165/17
LR L 1 —
BETWEEN
RIVERDALE FINANCIAL SERVICES LTD. - - CLAIMANT
AND

1. NIGERIA GOVERNORS’ FORUM
2. KATSINA STATE GOVERNMENT :
3. THE HON MINISTER, FEDERAL MINISTRY OF FINANCE RESPONDENT/

4. THE ACCOUNTANT GENERAL OF THE FEDERATION | 'DEFENDANT. - -
5. CENTRAL BANK OF NIGERIA X HIER

1" RESPONDENT/DEFENDANT STATEMENT OF ISSUES BROUGHT. A €08 4
PURSUANT TO RULE 9 OF THE AMDC MEDIATION &
ARBITRATION RULES (2003)

Pursuant to the AMDC Mediation & Arbitration Rules (2003) the
1*Respondent/Defendant has formulated the following issues for the resolutmn
of the Abuja Multi-Door Courthouse

1. WHETHER by the contents of the letter dated the 29% day of December: .« ! : .
2016, it is conclusive evidence that the 1* Defendant/Respondent had i -
taken over the payment of the consultancy fees due to the Clalmant ﬁom of iy
the 2nd Respondent/Defendant. e Tad Fo

2. WHETHERDy the terms of the consultancy Agreement dated the 6° day.:« <@ .. - -
of November 2015 and executed as between the: Claimant and the 2™
Respondent/Defendant binds the 1% Respondent/Defendant binds: the 1% -
Respondent/Defendantcognisant  of  the  fact that the - 1%
Respondent/Defendant was neither a party to same and did not take
benefits enacting therefrom.

3. WHETHER, and if the 1* Respondent/Defendant had taken over the
payment of the consultancy fees due to the claimant from the 2™
Respondent/Defendant, the claimant is not liable to provide documents
evidencing the Agreement as between the 1% Respondent/Defendant and
the 2nd Respondent/Defendant with respect thereto.




f-r‘

4. WHETHER there exists any privity of contract as between the claimant
and the 1¥Respondent/Defendant.

5. WHETHER the contents of the letter dated the 29 day of December
2016 issued by the Katsina State Government, Ministry of Finance

effectively assigned the consultancy fees due to the claimant from the 2™
Respondent/Defendant.

6. WHETHER on the preponderance of evidence before the AMDC the
claimant had established any cause of action against the 1%
Respondent/Defendant.

WHEREOF the 1% Respondent/Defendant shall urge the AMDC to find
that it is not privy to the Agreement between the Claimant and the 2™

Respondent/Defendant and subsequently no cause of action established
against it.

Dated this 2 5% day of sEPT 502018

C s

Dr. Ayodel¢ Gatta

Lucky Harwy Briggs Esq.,

Anita Oteh (Mrs) Esq . +
1*Respondent/ Defendant

Solicitor

Ayodele Gatta & Co

Suite B2 Ndamela House ... .

Plot 500 Tafawa Balewa Way'f';.,

Area 3, Garki R

Abuja

FOR SERVICE ON
1. The Claimant
c/o Her Solicitors
Peter Jiya, Esq.
Ayodele Lawrence, Esq.
Philip A. Jego, Esq.
Abdulbasit Usman, Esq.
Josiah A. Ojenya, Esq.
Counsel to Plaintiff
GREENFIELDS (Solicitors & Advocates)
- Suit B.8/9, Abuja Shopping Mall,
Wuze Zone 3, Abuja.
08034515939/08174080505
greenfieldsolicitors@gmail.com




IN THE ABUJA MULTI-DOOR COURTHOUSE
IN THE ABUJA JUDICTAL DIVISION

HOLDEN AT ABUJA
SUIT NO: CV/2165/17
AUDC NO: ..vivirreirerene :
BETWEEN
RIVERDALE FINANCIAL SERVICES LTD. - - CLAIMANT
AND

1. NIGERIA GOVERNORS’ FORUM
2. EKITI STATE GOVERNMENT : :
3. THE HON MINISTER, FEDERAL MINISTRY OF FINANCE RESPON.DENT/ |

4. THE ACCOUNTANT GENERAL OF THE FEDERATION | DEFENDANT.
5. CENTRAL BANK OF NIGERIA R —

1" RESPONDENT/DEFENDANT STATEMENT OF ISSUES BROUGHT Bt By
PURSUANT TO RULE 9 OF THE AMDC MEDIATION &
ARBITRATION RULES (2003)

Pursuant to the AMDC Mediation & Arbitration Rules (2003) the
1"Respondent/Defendant has formulated the following issues for the resolution -
of the Abuja Multi-Door Courthouse.

1. WHETHER by the contents of the letter dated the 29"day of Décember
2016, it is conclusive evidence that the 1* Defendant/Respondent. had - -

taken over the payment of the consultancy fees due to the Clannant from «:4 e o
the 2nd Respondent/Defendant '

1. WHETHERDy the terms of the consultancy Agreement dated. the . 14ﬂ‘",;;-.
day of July 2011 and executed as between the Claimant and the 2™ .-
Respondent/Defendant binds the 1% Respondent/Defendant binds the 1%+
Respondent/Defendantcognisant  of  the  fact' . that “the 1% -
Respondent/Defendant was neither a party to same and did not:take
benefits emanating therefrom.

2. WHETHER, and if the 1StReSp0ndent/Defendant had taken over the
payment of the consultancy fees due to the claimant from the
2™Respondent/Defendant, the claimant is not liable to provide documents

evidencing the Agreement as between the 1% Respondent/Defendant and
the 2nd Respondent/Defendant with respect thereto.




3. WHETHER there exists any privity of contract as between the claimant
and the 1*Respondent/Defendant.

4. WHETHER the contents of the letter dated the 29® day of December
2016 issued by the Katsina State Government, Ministry of Finance
effectively assigned the consultancy fees due to the claimant from the 2™
Respondent/Defendant.

5. WHETHER on the preponderance of evidence before the AMDC the
claimant had established any cause of action against the 1%
Respondent/Defendant.

6. WHEREOF the 1* Respondent/Defendant shall urge the AMDC to find
that it is not privy to the Agreement between the Claimant and the 2™
Respondent/Defendant and subsequently no cause of action established
against it.

Dated this _ 2.S¥% _day of SEPT ! 5.9018

GCare
Dr. Ayodele Gatta
Lucky Haﬁt Briggs Esq.,
Anita Oteh (Mrs) Esq
1*Respondent/ Defendant -
Solicitor '"
Ayodele Gatta & Co. s
Suite B2 Ndamela House ‘.
Plot 500 Tafawa Balewa Way
Area 3, Garki
Abuja

FOR SERVICE ON
1. The Claimant

c/o Her Solicitors
Peter Jiya, Esq.
Ayodele Lawrence, Esq.
Philip A. Jego, Esq.
Abdulbasit Usman, Esq.
Josiah A. Ojenya, Esq.
Counsel to Plaintiff
GREENFIELDS (Solicitors & Advocates)
Suit B.8/9, Abuja Shopping Mall,
Wuze Zone 3, Abuja.
08034515939/08174080505
greenfieldsolicitors@gmail.com
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IN THE ABUJA MULTI-DOOR COURTHOUSE
IN THE ABUJA JUDICTAL DIVISION

HOLDEN AT ABUJA

SUIT NO: CV/2165/17

AUDC NO: ...cervirvnianens
BETWEEN
RIVERDALE FINANCIAL SERVICES LTD. - - CLAIMANT
AND
1. NIGERIA GOVERNORS’ FORUM
2. SOKOTO STATE GOVERNMENT ' ' A
3. THE HON MINISTER, FEDERAL MINISTRY OF FINANCE | RESPONDENT/
4. THE ACCOUNTANT GENERAL OF THE FEDERATION DEFENDANT
5. CENTRAL BANK OF NIGERIA : sk, T ead

1" RESPONDENT/DEFENDANT STATEMENT OF ISSUES BROUGHT. b AT
PURSUANT TO RULE 9 OF THE AMDC MEDIATION & = .
ARBITRATION RULES (2003)

Pursuant to the AMDC Mediation & Arbitration Rules - (2003) the
1"Respondent/Defendant has formulated the following issues for the resolution
of the Abuja Multi-Door Courthouse.

1. WHETHER by the contents of the letter dated the 29" day of December
2016, it is conclusive evidence that the 1% Defendant/Respondent-had - -
taken over the payment of the consultancy fees due to. the Clalmant from .:: ¢
the 2nd Respondent/Defendant. it |

2. WHETHERDy the terms of the consultancy Agreement-dated: the.30%:: . ..
day of June 2014 and executed as between the: Claimant and the 2™ - .
Respondent/Defendant binds the 1% Respondent/Defendant cognisant of + =+ - -
the fact that the 1% Respondent/Defendant was neither a party to'sameand. -

did not take benefits enacting therefrom. 4

3. WHETHER, and if the 1% Respondent/Defendant had taken over the
payment of the consultancy fees due to the claimant from the 2™
Respondent/Defendant, the claimant is not liable to provide documents
evidencing the Agreement as between the 1% Respondent/Defendant and
the 2nd Respondent/Defendant with respect thereto.

4. WHETHER there exists any privity of contract as between the claimant
and the 1¥Respondent/Defendant.




.  WHETHER the contents of the letter dated the 29" day of December
2016 issued by the Katsina State Government, Ministry of Finance
effectively assigned the consultancy fees due to the claimant from the 2™
Respondent/Defendant.

6. WHETHER on the preponderance of evidence before the AMDC the
claimant had established any cause of action against the 1%
Respondent/Defendant.

WHEREOF the 1" Respondent/Defendant shall urge the AMDC to find
that it is not privy to the Agreement between the Claimant and the 2™

Respondent/Defendant and subsequently no cause of action established
against it.

Dated this  2$™  day of a4l 2018

G8
Dr. Ayodel% Gatta
Lucky Harry Briggs Esq.,
Anita Oteh (Mrs) Esq
1"Respondent/ Defendant
Solicitor
Ayodele Gatta & Co.
Suite B2 Ndamela House
Plot 500 Tafawa Balewa Way
Area 3, Garki
Abuja

'FOR SERVICE ON
1. The Claimant

c/o Her Solicitors
Peter Jiya, Esq.
Ayodele Lawrence, Esq.
Philip A. Jego, Esq.
Abdulbasit Usman, Esq.
Josiah A. Ojenya, Esq.
Counsel to Plaintiff
GREENFIELDS (Solicitors & Advocates)
Suit B.8/9, Abuja Shopping Mall,
Wuze Zone 3, Abuja.
08034515939/08174080505
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" INTHE ABUJA MULTI-DOOR COURTHOUSE
* INTHE-ABUJA JUDICIAL DIVISION

: HOLDEN AT ABUJA -l
. SUIT NO: cvniesiT. -
Frkas 2 BTGNS o
| .'_'_"BETWEEN L | - ) - Pl
‘RIVERDALE FINANCIAL SERVICES LTD it gt ® C.LAIMANT."-
AND. R | '

1. NIGERIA GOVERNORS’ FORUM -
' 2.KWARA STATE GOVERNMENT . | e B
- 3. THE HON MINISTER, FEDERAL MINISTRY OF FINANCE RESPONDENTSJ

4, THE ACCOUNTANT GENERAL OF THE FEDERATION ' DEFENDANTS ol
oo CENTRAL BANK OF NIGERIA | ' :

s 1St RESPONDENT/DEFENDANT STATEMENT OF ISSUES BROUGHT
PURSUANT TO RULE 9 OF THE AMDC MEDIATION &
: ARBITRATION RULES (2003) )

‘Pursuant to the AMDC Medlatlon & Arbltlatlon Rules (2003) the F _' _
i .-715tRespondent/Defendant has. formulated the followmg issues for the resolutlon_ oty
of the Abuja Multl Door Courthouse ' '

1 WHETHER by the contents of the 1ette1 dated the 29“‘ day of December e i
12016,-it is’ conclusive evidence that the 1% Defendant/Respondem had <

. taken’ over the payment of the' consultancv fees due to the Cleumant from‘;-'fi :

K '-‘;"“,;_'the 2nd Respondent/Defendant ' e

W_J—IETHER anid. if the ‘1% Respondent/Defendant had taken over: the

?fthe 2nd Respondenthefendant with respect ther eto , Fi

. l'; WHETHER there eMStS any. PIlVlTY Of con‘u act as between the clalmant-.’_" i) i
"~‘V'and the 1° Respondent/Defendant : W

Hi %';';;._;'7WHETHER the contents ofthe letter dated the. 29“‘ day of’ Decemh: ‘s S g
%2016 issued by the I\.atsma State Govelnment M1mstry of Fmance

R _ effectively assigned the consultancy fees due to. the clalmant from the 2“d' )
el Respondent/Defendant '

.,payment of the consultancy fees due to the claimant from the - 2““_};'__:',_
;Reslaondent/Defendant the cialmant is not liable. to: pr0v1de documents S
;ev1den01ng the Agreement as between the 1% Respondent/Defendant andi:_—.,,_f ot e



5 WHETHERby the term of the consultancy Agleement dated the: 13‘h 'day"

™

Y N -." | Respondent/Defendant bindsithe 1% Respondent/Defendant cogmsant ef:,ﬂf-'—.'

Cof ¢ HJuly 2011 and exeeuted as between. the (,lannant -and the 2““_",. L

‘the fact that the 1% Respondent/Defendam was neither a party to same and L o

.\.Adld not take beneﬁts emananng therefrom

e ¥ WHETHER on the preponderance of evidence before the AMDC the
' clannant had estabhshed any eause of aetxon against the 1%

THE ;.lr

WHEREOF the 1St Respondent/Defendant shall ur ge the AMDC to ﬁnd "
that it is not privy to the Agreement between the Clalmant and. the i

' Respondent/Defendant and subsequently no cause of acnon estabhshed
‘ agalnst it:’ | e '

- Datedth_is—_' Ly, déynf'_'s_%éie’-ﬂi‘?vééh ' 2018 -

T Dr.AyooeleGatta

* Anita Oteh (Mrs) Esq.~ .
1"Respondent/ Defendant
“Solicitor '
- AyodeleGatta& Co. '
- Suite B2 Ndamela House"

-~ Area 3, Garki -
| A e . Abuja
; FORSERVICEON"’ R

3 "The Claimant
- ¢/o Her Solicitors:
- Peter Jiya, Bsq.
.. Ayodele Lawrence, Esq
- Philip A. Jego, Esq..
Abdulba51tUsma11 Esq...
_+ Josiah A. Qjenya, Esq.
. i, Counsel to-Plaintiff ~ -~ .-
" - GREENFIELDS (Solicitors &Advecates)
. Suit B.8/9; Abuja Shopplng Mall
. Wuze Zone 3; Abuja. -
=4 _'08034515939/08174080505
%’ greenﬁeldsohenors@gmaﬂ com -

4 The 2nd Respondents Solicitot
o Abdulwahab Mohammed Esq

- . Lucky Harry Briggs Esq, e e o

Plot 500 TafawaBalewa Way T



Cun. P / Pz o g;élgm s
IN THE ABUJA MULTI-DOOR COURTHOUSE
IN THE ABUJA JUDICIAL DIVISION

HOLDEN AT ABUJA |

SUIT NO: CV/2165/17

AUDCNO: csnmassnssion
BETWEEN
RIVERDALE FINANCIAL SERVICESLTD. - - = CLAIMANT-
AND -
1. NIGERIA GOVERNORS’ FORUM
2. SOKOTO STATE GOVERNMENT
3. THE HON MINISTER, FEDERAL MINISTRY OF FINANCE | RESPONDENT/
4. THE ACCOUNTANT GENERAL OF THE FEDERATION | DEFENDANT
5. CENTRAL BANK OF NIGERIA e LY 5

i RESPONDENT/DEFENDANT STATEMENT OF ISSUES BROUGHT
PURSUANT TO RULE 9 OF THE AMDC MEDIATION &
ARBITRATION RULES ( 2003)

Pursuant to the AMDC Mediation & Arbrtranon Rules (2003) the
IStRespondent/Defendant has formulated the following i issues for the resqutlon S
of the Abuja Multi-Door Courthouse '

1. WHETHER by the ‘Contents of the letter dated the 29ﬂ1day of December
2016, it is conclusive evidence that the 1% Defendant/Respondent had

taken over the payment of the consultancy fees due to the Clarmant from '
the 2nd Respondent/Defendant '

' -2__.};WHETHIER and if the IStRespondent/Defendant had taken over the._
jf’payrnent of . the eonsultancy fees due to the clalrnant from the.
| E“dRespondent/Defendant the clalmant is not Tiable to prov1de documents' B
~ evidencing the Agreement as between the 1% Respondent/Defendant and
~ the 2nd Respondent/Defendant w1th respect thereto."

3. WHETHER there exists any prmty of contract as between the clannant,:lﬂ
and the 1¥Respondent/Defendant. : '

“4;"WHETHER the contents of the letter dated the 29th day of Decernber _
~ 2016 “issiied by the ‘Katsina' State -Government; - Ministry of Finance

effectively assigned the consultancy fees due to the clannant frorn the 2“d -
Respondent/Defendant. . "




73 [S/ WHETHERDby the term o1 %ﬁ Ce;f tﬂtaney Agreement dated the i{ 30*h day .
of June 2014 and GXECUTLT’/QS between the ' Claimant,, and | 2“?
Respondent/Defendant bﬂé"o“@:ts%ng’t of M that ﬂé Jé
Respondent/Defendant was neither a party to sqme and did no¥ take

benefits enacting therefrom. - !

e"‘“@nq’f—b\q

6. WHETHER on the%reponderance of ev1dence before the AMDC the
claimant had established any cause of action’ agamst the 1“
Respondent/Defendant. ‘ - : T

WHEREOF the 15t Respondent/Defendant shall urg'e the AMDCto ﬁnd -
that it is not privy to the Agreement between the Claimant and the 2™

Respondent/Defendant and subsequently no cause of aetlon established
against it.

Dated this Zoh, dayof  SEPRT - 2018

Dr.Ayodele Gatta
Lucky Harry Briggs Esq.;
Anita Oteh (Mrs) Esq. -
1"Respondent/ Defendant
Solicitor - .
Ayodele Gatta & Co.
Suite B2 Ndamela House
Plot 500 Tafawa Balewa Way
Area3, Garki . - -

- Abuja

FOR SERVICE ON .- .

1. The Claimant
c/o Her Solicitors
Peter Jiya, Esq.
Ayodele Lawrence, Esq-.
Philip A. Jego, Esq.

. Abdulbasit Usman, Esq."
Josiah A. Ojenya, Esq.
Counsel to Plaintiff
GREENFIELDS (Solicitors & Advoeates)
Suit B.8/9, Abuja Shopping Mall
Wuze Zone 3, Abuja.. . \
08034515939/08174080505
greenfieldsolicitors@gmail.com

2. The 2nd Respondents Solicitor )
- Abdulwahab Mohammed, Esq.




N THE ABUJA MULTI-DOOR. COUR l‘HOUSE
e IN THE ABUJA JUDICIAL DIVISION

- HOLDEN AT ABUJA A
‘ SUIT NO: CV/2165/17
_ AUDC NO: ..... |
.”RIVERDALE FINANCIAL SERVICES LTD il g -CLAIMANT -, gy

: 'NIGERIA GOVERNORS’ FORUM

. BAUCHI STATE GOVERNMENT | | - s e
. THE HON MINISTER, FEDERAL MINISTRY OF FINANCE RESPONDENTS/.;

‘THE ACCOUNTANT GENERAL OF THE PI:DERATION , DEFENDANTS r
. CENTRAL BANK OF NIGERIA - |

m'g,mmi—x

| _. 1SE RESPONDENT/DEFENDANT STATEMENT OF ISSUES BROUGHT
' PURSUANT TO RULE 9 OF THE AMDC MEDIATION &
x | ARBITRATION RULES (2003_) ‘

'Pursuant 0 the AMDC Medlatlon & A1b1t1f1t10n Rules (2003) the::.. ’
- S'tRespondent/[)efendant has. formulated the followmg 1ssues for the lesolutlen R Ly
- . of the AbuJa Mu1t1 Door Courthouse K

1 WI—IETHER by the contents of the ietter dated the 29“‘ day of Deeefnber i o
. 2016 it. is conclusive evidence that the 1% Defendant/Re8pondent had
* taken over the payment of the consultaney fees due to the, Claimant frern = gt
o __'_-"’“ the 2nd Respondent/Defendant . 3

5

"l =WI-[ETHER and if the 1 Responden‘c/Defendant had taken over the;
‘payment of the consultancy fees due to ‘the clalmant ﬁom the 2“‘1 " A
b Respondent/Defendant the clamlant is. not liable to- prov1de documents i
‘evidencing the Agréement as between the 1 Respendent/Defendant and gl S
- ;the an Respondent/Defendant with respect thereto AT

3 -WHETHER there exists any. prmty of eon‘u:act as between the clalmant,_
- andthe ko Respondent/Defendant ' i R i
= 4 ‘_'WHETHER the contents of the letter dated the 29“‘ day of December o Rl
I .2016 1ssued by the: Ixatsma State - Govemment M1mst1y of Fmance! ; :

he 'y effeetwely assigned the. consultancy fees due to the clalmant from the 2
it ReSpondent/Defendant '




: 5 ' WHETHERby the terms of the. consultancy Agreement ‘dated the 29Ih
" day of September 2011 and executed as, between the Claimant and the 2“d £

-Respondent/Defendant binds the 1% Respondent/Defendant cogmsant of

.. the fact that' the i Respondent/Defendant was: neltner a party to sa:me and‘.'"". e

- idid nottake beneﬁts emanatmg therefrom

_.'6.fj‘.WHETHER on the preponderance of ev1denee before the AMDC the_-.‘
‘éclaimant ~had established any-. cause of action- against the 1“‘- R

i Respondent/D efendant

' ,WHEREOF the' 1% Respondent/Defendant sh‘ﬂl ur ge the AMDC to ﬁnd

thatit is not pnvy to the Agreement between the Claimant and the e

v_Respondent/Defendant and subsequently no cause of aetlon estabhshed
- _'agalnst it o '

"'-Datéd'-this’_u_" M. dayof - "ﬁéwém«?umei* N

Ghs

‘Dr. Ayode}é(}atta _’ o
. ‘Lucky Harry Briggs Esq., -
* Anita Oteh (Mrs) Esq . -

-Solicitor _
, AyodeleGatta& Co:
" Suite B2 Ndamela House. -
. Plot 500 TafawaBalewa Way
" Area 3, Garkl .
Abuja '

" FOR SERVICE ON -
1 ‘The Claimant.. .
iy - ¢fo Her Solicitors |
* Peter Jiya, Esq. -
C .--Ayodele T.awrence, Esq.-
* Philip-A. Jego, Esq.
" AbdulbasitUsman, Esq.-
. Josiah-A. Ojenya, Esq.
Counsel to Plaintiff - -
..~ GREENFIELDS (Solicitors & Advecates)
' Suit B.8/9, Abuja Shopping Mall o
. Wuze Zone 3, Abuja. -
B @8034515939/08174080505
iy greenﬁeldsohcnors@gmaﬂ corn 2

7 “The 21id Re3pondents Solicitot '_
' -._-'Abdulwahab Moharnrned Esq

. 1"Resporiderit/ Defenda:nt W e R A



IN THE ABUJA MULTI-DOOR COURTHOUSE
IN THE ABUJA JUDICIAL DIVISION

HOLDEN AT ABUJA
SUIT NO: CV/2165/17
ALDC NO: s
BETWEEN
RIVERDALE FINANCIAL SERVICES LTD. - - CLAIMANT
AND

1. NIGERIA GOVERNORS’ FORUM
2. ZAMFARA STATE GOVERNMENT ‘
3. THE HON MINISTER, FEDERAL MINISTRY OF FINAN CE RESPONDENT/

4. THE ACCOUNTANT GENERAL OF THE FEDERATION - | DEFENDANT:
5. CENTRAL BANK OF NIGERIA Sk 9 E s

¥ RESPONDENT/DEFENDANT STATEMENT OF ISSUES BROUGHT =
PURSUANT TO RULE 9 OF THE AMDC MEDIATION &
ARBITRATION RULES (2003)

Pursuant to the AMDC Mediation & Arbitration Rules (2003) the
1"Respondent/Defendant has formulated the following issues for the resolution
of the Abuja Multi-Door Courthouse.

1. WHETHER by the contents of the letter dated the 29‘hday'of December .

- 2016, it is conclusive evidence that the 1% Defendant/Respondent-had = - i ..
taken over the payment of the consultancy fees due. to the Claunant from =i fhe o
the 2nd Respondent/Defendant | ‘

2. WHETHERDby the terms of the Consultancy Agreément ‘dated the :14%: ¢
day of February 2011 and executed as between the Claimant and the 2™~
Respondent/Defendant binds the 1% Respondent/Defendant cognisarit of
the fact that the 1% Respondent/Defendant was neither a party to same and

- did not take benefits emanating therefrom. -

3. WHETHER, and if the 1"Respondent/Defendant had taken over the
payment of the consultancy fees due to the claimant from the
2"Respondent/Defendant, the claimant is not liable to provide documents
evidencing the Agreement as between the 1% Respondent/Defendant and
the 2nd Respondent/Defendant with respect thereto.

4. WHETHER there exists any privity of contract as between the claimant
and the 1*Respondent/Defendant.




5. WHETHER the contents of the letter dated the 29% day of December
2016 issued by the Katsina State Government, Ministry of Finance

effectively assigned the consultancy fees due to the claimant from the 2™
Respondent/Defendant.

6. WHETHER on the preponderance of evidence before the AMDC the
claimant had established any cause of action against the 1%
Respondent/Defendant.

WHEREOF the 1% Respondent/Defendant shall urge the AMDC to find
that it is not privy to the Agreement between the Claimant and the 2™

Respondent/Defendant and subsequently no cause of action established
against it.

Dated this _ 25h, _ dayof s€pT 2018

G i
Dr. Ayodel¢ Gatta
Lucky Harrg/;%riggs Esq.,
Anita Oteh (Mrs) Esq
1*Respondent/ Defendant

- Solicitor

Ayodele Gatta & Co.
Suite B2 Ndamela House .. <
Plot 500 Tafawa Balewa Way
Area 3, Garki
Abuja

FOR SERVICE ON
1. The Claimant
c/o Her Solicitors
Peter Jiya, Esq. Ea e, Bl
Ayodele Lawrence, Esq. A&t {adustiel ]
Philip A. Jego, Esq. R
Abdulbasit Usman, Esq.
Josiah A. Ojenya, Esq.
Counsel to Plamtiff .
GREENFIELDS (Solicitors & Advocates)
Suit B.8/9, Abuja Shopping Mall,
Wuze Zone 3, Abuja.
- 08034515939/08174080505
greenfieldsolicitors@gmail.com




