
IN THE PRINCIPAT DISTRICT COURT OF KATSINA STATE

IN THE KATSINA DISTRICT

HOLDEN AT SMALL CIAilUS COURT NO. 2 KATSTNA

2arH octqgER zoza

BEFORE HIS HONOUR: ZAHARADEEN SAN|Esq, ACArb

sUlT No: sSc/KT/014 /2a24

BETU1IEEN:

AND

MARIYA DAUDA BIMDAWA. ..,.....,....DEFENDANT

Parties absent

Court: Has the defendant been served?

Registrar: Yes. Summons has been served.

Court: ls there any reason adduced by the parties for their absence?

Registrar: There is no communication from the parties.

8Utlry6

ln view of the non-appearance by both the plaintiff and the defendant, the claim

SCC/KI/AL4/2A24 is hereby struck out for non-appearance pursuant to Article 9(1) of the

Kotsina State District Court Law Practice Direction on Small Claims 2023.

AMINU SANI 8INDAWA....,........ ........,.,.PLAINTIFF

!
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IN THE PRINCIPAT DISTRICT COURT OF KATSINA STATE

IN THE KATSINA DISTRICT

t{oLDEN AT SMATL CtAtMS COURT NO. 2 KATSINA

2tttrucusr 2024

BEFORE HIS HONOUR: ZAHARADEEN SANI Esq, ACArh

SUIT No: ISC/KT lo]r1 12074

BETWEEN:

BUHARI LAWAL ZUMUNTA. ....,.......,.....P1AINTIFF

AND

ALHAJIJAFARU ....DEFENDANT

Parties absent

Court: Are the parties aware of the Court sitting through the Court processes?

Registrar: Yes. All the forms have been duly issued and summons served

Court: Is there any reason adduced by the parties for their absence?

Registrar: There is none

RULING

It is evident from the records that both the plaintiff and the defendant are aware of the Court

sitting and are not before the Court and neither of the parties deemed it fit to avail the Court

with any correspondence to that effect.

To this effect, the claim SCC/KT101017024 is hereby struck out for non-appearance pursuant to

Article 9(1) of the Katsino State District Court Law Fractice Direction an Small Cloims 2023.
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rN THE PRTNCTPAL DTSTRTCT COUU OF KATSTNA STATE

IN THE KATSINA DISTRICT

HOLDEN AT SMAL|.. CtAtMS COURT NO. 2 KATSTNA

z" NovEMBER zoz4

BEFORE HIS HONOUR: ZAHARADEEN SANI Esq, ACArb

SU|T No: SSC/KT/O15 12a24

BETWEEN:

MURJA LAWAL...

AND

PLAINTFF

Parties absent

Count: Has the defendant been served with the Court summons?

Registrar: Yes and they are aware of the date

Court: ls there any communication from either of the parties for their absence?

Registrar: There is none

RULING

From the records of the Court, the plaintiff ignited the proceedings of the Court. A letter of

demand has been issued and summons issued to the defendant to appear in Court today.

However, both the plaintiff and the defendant are not in Court and no reason is adduced from

them for their absence.

ln view of the forgoing, the claim SCC/KTI01S 12024 is hereby struck out for non-appearance

pursuant to Article 9{1.} of the Katsina Stote District Court Law Proctice Direction on Small

Cloims 2023.
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