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IN THE MAGISTRATE'S COURT OF IMO STATB OF NIGERIA

IN THE OWERRI MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT
HOLDEN AT OWERRI
BEFORE HIS WORSHIP O0.1. NJEMANZE CHIEF MAG. GDI
TODAY THURSDAY THE 25TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2025.

OW/480¢ /2025

COMMISSIONER OF POLICE
VS.
CHINEDU AGU

Defendant present.

APPEARANCES:=- F.0. Itua Esq O/c Legal with Peter Abel Esq,
Obodo Samson Esq, Francis Odu Esq, M.O. Onwuegbule Esq, Bright
Andrew Esq, Kingsley Ngere Esq and Joy Chris Esq, B.C. Iwu Esq

and P.U. Nze Esq for the prosecution.

M.O. Nlemedim Esq with D.0. Nosike Esq Vivian Onyenwere Esq,
0.0. Okonkwo E8q, J.S.C. Ofuebi KEsq, U.D. Thegbu Esq, I.K.Ujeh

.nf'\l
E§q>ror the»defendnnt.

'ck out. No Objection raised by the defendant.

e application of the prosecution, Count 4 ig hereby
Sl ke
| Thg,gh:rE’Jis resd out to the defendant who understands sgme.
The prosecutor submits that the offences as charged, the
Honourable Court lacks jurigdiction to try same. As such, he re-
quests that the defendgnt be remanded in line with section 223(2)(a)
ACJL, Imo State Law No.2, 2020 at the Owerri Correctional Centre,
Owerri. He also lpplles that the case file be transferred to the
office of the D.P.P. Imo State, for legal Advisge. The1rorn 27 is
filed slong with CA affidavit in support.

grant_the application.

The court is urged to
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M.O. Nlemsdim Esq for the defendsnt urge the court to refuse
the application for a remsnd. He submite that there is no basis-
for the application as no foundation @ ¥a8 presented to the %@
court to warrant the grant of the spplication. The prosecution =
Placed “Televence in section 223 of the Imo ACJL which is not appli-

cable with the ingtant case. It is converted that the court

g
iB
=
it

has no jurisdiction in respect of an offence charged under the
Cybercrime prohibitien priventim etc) Amendment Act, 2024. It is
sybmitted that even where a.proper. application for remand is

sought, the court can still rely on section 225 of the ACJL to
grant bail. The defendant is already on administrative bail by
the police which was granted to him on self recognizsne on the

17th September, 2025. As such, the application for a remand is

made in bed faith. The defendsnt is a lawyer with his law office

in Owerri and th‘ei'e is no resson for him to jump bail. The appli- {
g |

c?{:iﬁnﬁfor s remand is an abuse of the courts process and the i

cta‘\\‘\tourt is ur gedi;iat to countenance same. Under section 93(2) ACJL, ./'1
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e court is urged to grant bail to the defen- '*?, i
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bail. Where the office charged is not puni-

to secure a remand. Bamaiyi Vs. The State (2001)8 RWLE (Pt.715)
pg. 270 is relation. The defendant is also presumed Innocent
until the contrary is proven. See - section 36(s) C.F.R.N.1999
(_ig{pﬂ.ﬁ). Where the court decides to grant bail, the defendant

alsoc has sureties to take himonbsil where - self recognizance

is not granted. The court is urged to refuse the application

for a rennd‘a'a'~ it 'h- ho basks in law.




issue of Jurisdiction. It is also argued that

granted administrative bail by the police before

The defendant is prEBumed innocent until the con-
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tional Services

rrectior

.!i:ié{';‘reﬁrieved and

”:6ﬁIEF MAG. GDI
25/9/2025.
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