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TRIBUNAL OF INQUIRY INTO THE ASSETS OF LOCAL
GOVERNMENT STAFF AND OTHER PUBLIC OFFICERS:

OFFICER: MR,.SIMEON ISHOL.A AMOLE

REPORT:

The Public Officer, Mr, Simeon Ishola Amole was appointed
a olerical officer by the then Ibadan Native Authority in 1946 on a
salary of £48 per amnum, In October, 1960, he became the Tregsurer to
the Tbadan City Council on a salary of £1,368 per annum ond is now the
Senior Treasurer on a salary of £1,584 per annum.

CASE FOR THE STATE:
The State led evidence to show that the total net salaries
.and allowances paid to the Public Officer during the period between lst
October, 1960 and 31lst March, 1969 was £14,556:5:84 out of which only
a sum of £10,238:0:4d was traced into his bank account.

Evidence was olso led to shouw that I, S.I. Anole paid a total
gsum of £3,021:16:104 into his bonk accounts during the period under
consideration. RMurthermore, evidence was led to show that the estimated
cost of londed property belonging to the Public Officer amounted to £5,150C.

fr. Amole was therefore being called upon to explain the

followingi~
(a) BExcess bank lodgement = £1%,783:16:6d
(b) Cost of building = 5,000: =:=d
(¢) Land purchased = 150; =:=d

TOTAL £18,933:16:6d

CASE FOR THE DETENCE:

In his own defence, the Public Officer gave evidence and
also called fourteen witnesses to testify on his behalf, He also
submitted a written explanation in respect of the various bank lodgements
alleged to be suspicious.

At the onset, Counsel for the Pubiic Officer challenged the
correctness of the summation of the bank lodgements deemed suspicious
and contained in Exhibit 12. He pointed out that the total of fthe bank

lodzenent should be £12,860:16:6d and not £13,783:16:64 as alleged by

el
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the Counsel to the Inquiry. This he said, would bring down to £18,010:16:6d

the amount of excess assets to be explained by the Public Officer.

In his evidence, the Public Officer traced the sources of

his various bank lodgements as follows:-

(a)

(b)
(c)
(a)

(e)
()
(g)

lioney deposited by friends and relatives and disbursed
on their behalf for building or domestic pufposeS.
Such monies amountéd to £9,084:2:1dd

Ioan amounting to £1,000 from a friend,

Esusu contribution amounting to £718:10:4d.

Savings from salaries and allowances amounting 1o
£362,

Income from honorarium amounting to £380,

Income from rent amounting to £793:15:11d.

Income from miscellaneous sources a.sunting to

£422+T:8d.

He also called witnesses to support his explanations.

The Public Officer also stated in evidence that moncy deposited

by friends and relatives for specific purposes consisted of the

following:=

(a) £4,985:1:5d which was lodgement in respect of

Mr, Horohundiya's building, the supervision of which
the Public Officer was responsible for.

Ifr. Morohundiya was called as 2 witness and he tendered
as Exhibit 15 the agreement he nade with the

contractor responsible for constructing his building
and in this agreement it was specifically mentioned
that the Public Officer was to supervise the
construetion, DMr., Morohundiya also tendered as

Exhibit 14, a file kept by him and which shows the
record of monctary transactions between hin and the

Public Officer during the construction of his house.
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(b)

(e)

(a)

—%

Furthermore, IHr. lorohundiya tendered as Exhibitsl6
and 17 stumps of bank cheques he issued to the

Public Officer. He nlso testified to the fact that

at times he gave the Publie Officer cash to be spent

on his building.

£415:=:6d which was lodgement of money received either
in cash or in cheque from Dr, T.B, Adesina in
comnection with the making of sandcrete blocks for his
proposed building as well as for other works connected
with the building., Dr. Adesina himself was called as
a witness and he confirmed that he gave some money

in cash and in cheque to the Public Officer who was
helping him with the construction of his house. He
tendered as Exhibiizl9, 20, and 21 photostat copies

and stumps of cheques issued by him to the Public Officer.
£2,374:1:104 being lodgement of noney received from
Mr. M.A. Amole, & hrother ¢f the Public Officer to be
spent on the construction of his (IMr. Ii.A. Amole)
building at Stadium Road, Ibadan. This amount also
ircludes a sum of £72:11:10d being assistance te the
Public Officer by his junior brother in respect of

the sohool fees of his children. IMr. M.A. /mole tendered
Exhibits 25, 26, 27, 28, 29 and 30 to show sources
from where he transferred monies for various purposes
to the Public Officer,

£785 being a joint account held with Mr. E.A, Orokunle.
The Public Officer in his evidence explained the
circunstances surrounding thig deposit which was to
prevent IMr. Orokunle who had just won mmey on the pools
from wasting his winnings. Ifr. Oroicunle was called

as a witness and he stated that he had twice won on
pools=betting, substantial amounts of money.
Unfortunately, the money he won on the first occasion

was spent rather foolishly. Consequently, he made ‘up
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his mind to spend his second winnings on something
concrete. Heneo he approached the Public Officer to
help use the money for putting up o building. It was
then that the Public Officer advised him to open a
joint account with him with the money and to pay
regularly into it hie monthly savings. Mr. Orokunle
tendered as BExhibit 31 the teller with which he
personally paid £750 into the joint account. He also
tendered as Exhibit 32 a letter with which he was
informed of his wimmings on the pools~betting.

Yr, Orokunle further testified to the fact that the
Public Officer did not pay any money into the joint
account, neither did he derive any monetary benefit
from it.

(e) £524:19:2d which was lodcement of money received directly

from or on behalf of Captain E.A. Zmole of the MNigerian
Army who is a half-brother to the Public Officer. The
Public Officer testified in his evidence that he
received on behalf of Captain Amole five months salary
when the latter was away on UK. leave., He alsoc called
Mr. Akinlawon, Secrctary to Adeoyo HMospital os witness
to testify to this fact. The Public Officer also tendered
as Lixhibit 39 a file coataining records of transfer of
money to the Public Officer by Captain Anole, Captain
Amole himself was not called as & witness because he was
not readily available,

In respect of the loan of a sum of £1,000 feceived from a friend
the Public Officer called as witness IMr. S.0. lorohundiya who im his
evidence confirmed that he gave a loan of £1,000 to the Publiec Officer
in appreciation of the scrvices rexdered to him in comection with the
supervision of his building by the Public Officer, Mr. lHorohundiya also
tendered as Exhibit 18 bank tellers with which the Public Officer refunded

the loan.
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In respect of the sum of £718:10s derived frou Hsusu
contribution the Public Officer called as a witness Mr. Ayoade Oyetunji
who said that he had been t he collector for the "esusu' group since its
inception about fourteen yoars ago. He confirmed that the Public Officer
wos and still is a rogular conitributor to the "Esusu". Hec was however
not able to produce records of contributions and collections. However,
he did produce a record showing collections in 1969 and 19%0.
lAccording to Mr, Cyetunji, the Publiec Officer contributes £10 per month
which did entitle him to the collection of £100 in a year.

In respect of the sum of £362, being savings fron salaries
and allowances: the Public Officer gave cvidence to the fact that he
received two salary advances = £114 in 1960 during the celebration of
the country's Independence and £60 during the cclebration of the Republic
Day. He also paid into his account his mileage claim of £5:10:8d for
September, 1960, as well as his leave bonus of £1T:10/—.f0r 1966, The
renaining smount he exploined were made up of odd savings he was able
to effect from his salary.

In respect of the sum of £380 said to have been derived
from honoraria, the Public Officer tendered as Exhibit 42, a letter fron
the Secretariat of the Nigerian Union of Local Authority Staff in
which it was stated that the total honoraria paid to the Public
Officer during the period under consideration as honorary treasurer

of the Union amounted to £640.

On the guostion of the sum of £795:15:11d said to have heen
derived fron rents on his only building property, the Public Officer
tendered as Exhibits BGﬂFD available stumps of receipts issued for
rent collected.

On the question of the swi of £422:7:84 classified as
miscellancous deposits", the Public Officer explained that these
were monies belonging to other persons or bodies but which were paid
through hinm. He called witnesses to testify to most of these deposits
although there was a total sum of £94:14:5d for vhich the Public Officer

could not give an explanation as to how he oame by them.

.e/6



EVALUATION OF EVIDENCE:

In our opinion, all the witnesses except one called by
the Public Officer to testify in his defence were witnesses of truth.
The only exception wes Iir., Oyetunji. It is hard to undcrstand why he,
an illiterate was made the collector for the esusu group when all the
others were educated, Anyhow this was not sufficient to discredit the
income from esusu contributions claimed by the Public Officer since
other witnesses confirmed that the Public Officer did contribute to an
"egusu" savings schene,

Furthermore, almost all the witnesses backed up their
testimonies with concrete and genuine exhiBdts.

Also the way the Public Officer gave his evidence and

answered questions showed beyond doubt that he is a man of no mean
integrity.
FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS:

It is our findings that a substantial part of the
alleged suspicious lodgements made in the various banks by the Public
Officer were monies owned by friends and rclatives on behalf of whon
the Public Officer was carrying out certain assignments fron which he
derived no monetary benefit, It is zlso our opinion that the Public
Officer is a public-spirited man who is always willing to help others to
help thenselves,

It is thercfore our findings that the Puvlie Officer,
Mr. Simeon Ishola Amole has not corruptly or illegitimetely enriched

himself by virtue of his office.

ﬁ.
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PRIBUNAL OF INOUIRY INTO THE _ ASSETS OF LOCAL

o s

OV STATR  AND _ OTHER _ PUBLIC __OFFICHRS:

OFFICER: MR. ERENEZER OYEWOLE _ITADANDOLA

REPORT:

- — s

@ . oror miE STATE:

(a)

(b)

(e)

The period of investigation was 18t October, 1960 to

31st March, 1969.

Mr. Madandola was the Registrar of Egba Grade A Customary
Court end later Senior Registrar of Grade A Customary
Court Ibadan except 1963 -~ 1967 when he was in the United
Kingdom studying Law.

The net salary and allowances paid to him during the
relevant period amounted to £2,122: 18/- out of which
nothing could be traced into his bank account, His banlk
lodgements during the period totalled £1,649: 9s: 3d.
Pxhibits 4 and T respectively.

He should justify before the Tribunal his explanation
that the savings were from his salary. He saved £30 a

month even when he earned less than that.

THE PUBLIC OFFICER'S BXPTLANATIONS

Mr. Madandola explained as follows:

(a)

(e)

That the only source of income as a public officer from
1/10/60 - 31/3/63 and 1/8/67 - 31/3/69 was salary and

allo1ances;

Thet his salary and allowances during the periods amounted
to £2,383: 12s: 6d.
(i) That his bank lodgements of £1,649: 9s: 3d in

Exhibit 7 was made up of:



(d)

Salary savines £1,217: =z -
Transfer from London in September 1966 S g a
From Law School Ol 2g =5 =

£1,649: 9: 3d

(ii) The amount of £371: 9s: 3d paid into the bank account
in 1966 was transferrcd from Barelays Bank London on
completion of studies, being balance of the sum of
£1,046 transferred from the account to London &n

1963 before commencing studies.

(iii) The amount of £61 paid on 10/10/67 was part of £70

sent from London to the Nigerian School of Taw but
later withdrawn. Exhibits 8A and B.
That his wife, a trained teacher was maintaining their
children while he paid most of his salary into savings
towards his own education as a lawyer.
That his salary in October, 1960 was £39: 15s: —-d gross per
month and has not, since then earned less. He paid £4: 10/-
rent monthly, did not smoke or drink alchohol nor lived in

luxury.

EVATLUATION OF EVIDENCE

(a)

The Public Officef earned salary and allowances amounting
to £2,122: 18/~ and put £1,217: -g: -d. in his bank account.

He spent the balance by himself, and nothing on his family.

It sounds curious and unusual that he spent nothing on his
family since his marriage in 1959. . However, this was

corroborated by his wife in evidence.
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He had a dependant houseboy; bought books or tock tuition
as a private law student and bought clothes for use both
in Nigeria and the United Kingdom, It is hard to believe
therefore that he could live on less than £10 per month
including £4: 10/- rent, however poorly he lived,

(b) The statements in paragraph 3(c)(ii) and (iii) and
supported by exhibits 8\ and B are straightforward and

accepted as true.

CONCLUSIONS AND FINDINGS

There is no doubt that the public officer received some
money from unofficial sources in view of paragraph 4(a) above
to augment his maintenance money. The amounts cannot be
determined but it is not substantial.

On the whole, we are of the opinion that he did not

improperly enrichwd himself while a public officer.

Ll
DATED this I day of 3“-**’, 1970.
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TRIBUNATL OF INOUIRY INTO THE ASSETS OF TLOCAL
-GOVERNMENT _STAFF _ AND OTHER _ PUBLIC _ OFFICERS:

OFFIGER: MR. ANMOS ADEGOKE ADEGBITE

REPORT :

CASE FOR THE STATE:

(2) The period of investigntion wons 1st October, 1960
to 318t March, 1969.

(b) Mr. Adegbite's totcl snlaries and allowences for the
period amounted to £3,894: 5s8: Td. and the bank lodge-
ments amounted to £1,369: 2s: ¢d. Exhibit 7. The
galaries and ellowences were paid direct to him and
not through the bank.

(¢) He has a single storey mud building 2t Oyo; built in
1963 and %alue at £1,040: 6s: @d. Exhibit 9.

(d) Mr. Adegbite was called upon to explain:

(i) Excess Bank lodgement £1,369: 2s. Od.

(ii) Iended property £1,040: 6s: ¢d.

£2,409: 8s: @d.

PUBLIG OFFICER'S EXPLANATIONS:

(2) The sources of monies paid into the bank accounts were:

(i) Salaries and allowances; Exhibits 2 and 6
| £3%,894: 5s: -d
(ii) Proceeds from sale of
Cocoa, Kolanuts, Oranges
EXhibit 13 .8 8 8 F N £ 687: 95: "'d

(iii) Rent in 1965 of house 2%
Oyo (P. 15 of Exhibit 12) 112:10s: =d

£4,694: 4s. 9d

He inherifted a 6-zcre family farm at Apempe which he

developed at a cost of £500 over the period. Errnings from

(O BB



sc.le of form produce ranged from £250 = £300 per year until
1962 when fire destroyed part of the farm and substantially
reduced the errnings therefrom. Mr. Tijeni Ayandiran is the
caretaker on the farm, employing labourers and selling the
produce to Co—-operative Produce Morketing Union Limited.

(b) The building at Aketan, Oyo is a storey house built in
196% by ‘direct labour and with cheap materials. The cost

was £800 as detailed in Exhibit 12. Materiels were purchgésed
in bits over a number of years with salary and money from
sale of produce.

EVALUATION OF EVIDENCE:

Statements in Exhibit 4 by the Treasurers of Oyo
Southern District Council, Ife Divisional Council and
Tbadan City Council confirm the officer's statement in
evidence that he was employed and paid £3,894: 5s salaries
and allowances by those bodies during the relevant period.
The Bale of Apempe, Chief Babatunde Akonni gave
evidence that he is brother to Mr. Adegbite and that he
gave the later the 6-acre farm at Apempe. Tijani Ayandiran's
evidence corroborotes those of Chief Akonni on ownership of
the frrm and of Mr. Adegbite's on ecrnings from the farm.
Furthermore; Exhibit 13 is the schedule of cocoa sales from
18/12/60 = 25/1/69, amounting to £687: 9s: 10d. prepared by
the Acting Monager of Oyo Co-operative Produce Marketing tnion
Timited. These evidences are straight forward and convinecing.
Since there is no evidence to the contrary, the statement
by M. Adegbite that he bought materials for his house over

a period of years with cocoa money could be true, It was /3
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possible for him in the circumstance to build a mud house
in 1963. His salary then was £396 per annum.
CONCLUSIONS AND FINDINGS:

The bank lodzements totalling £1,369: 2/- and house
vélued £1,040: 6/= (i.e. total of £2,409: 8/=) were part
of the total esrning of £4,694: 4/- shown in paragraph 3(a)
above. Mr. Adegbite spends his money on his family. He

has a wife and five children.

Ve are of the opinion that the public officer has not
improperly enriched himself by virtue of his appointment

during the period under investigratiom.

DATED this ...l?ﬁ.... day of c W .. 1970

Y
< o
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TRIBUNAL OF INQUIRY INTQ THE ASSETS OF LOCAL
GOVERNMENT STAFF AND OTHER PUBLIC OFFICERS:

OFFICER: MR., MOSES OLAYIWOLA AKANDE

REPORT:

o The Public Officer, Mr. Moses Olayiwola Mkande was
employed as a Sanitary Overscer-in~training on thc lst of July, 1943 on
an annual salarylof £18; by the then Ibadan Native Authority and rose
to become an Assistant Health Superintendent on a salary of £596 per
annum with the Ibadan City Council at the time of this Inquiry.
CASE FOR THE STATE:

paid

The State led evidence to show that the total net incomel}o
the officer during the period between 1lst October, 1960 and 3lst March,
1969 amounted to £4,235 out of which nothing could be traced into his
bank account.

Evidence was also led to shov thet Mr, Moses Olayiwola Akande
nade a total lodgement of £4,277:10:7d into his four bank accounts
during the period under comnsideration.

Evidence was also led to show that the estimated cost of
landed property belonging to the Public Officer and which was partially
developed, amounted to £2,240.

Iir., Akande was therefore being called upon to explain his

excess assets estimated at £6,517:10:7d.

CASE TOR THE DEFENCE:

Mr. fkande in his own defence explained that his salaries
and allowances were normally paid to him in cash or by open cheque by
his employers and it was he who then paid the moncy wholly or partially
(after deducting money for family maintencnce) into his various bank
accounts.

He further gave evidence to the fact that apart from the
income he received as his salary, he had and still has another source

of income by way of rent on his housc at Lodge Street, Oxe~Ado, Ibadan,

Vel 2
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which was built in 1953. He gave the average income from the house at

about £250 every year. In support of this, he tendered the available

stunps of receipts issued to tenants in respect of 1962, 1963, 1968 and
1969; and called as witnesses two long-standing tenants, Mr. J.O.
Lawanson, an executive of the Daily Sketch newspaper in Ibadan and

Mp, J.0. Babatunde, a pensioner, both of whon had lived in the house
within the period covered by the probe. These witnesses gave the names
of some other tenants and stated that the housc was alwvays fully
tenanted,

The Public Officcr also gave evidence that he borraved a
sum of £350 from his Uncle, one late Mr. Abass Ayinde and snother £300,
out of which a sum of £290 was deposited in the banlk, from one Alhaji
Bakare Adenle. He also spoke of a gift of £75 from his cousin,

Mr. Justice Fakayode sometimes in 1961 when he was a proctising
barrister. These funds he explained were given to help hin in the
construetion of his uncompleted building under reference. He called
two witnesses to testify to these loan transactions one of whon

produced a testamentary disposition of the late Abass lyinde exccuted

in 1963 wherein the loan of £350 to the Public Officer was nentioned.

EVALUATION OF EVIDENCE:

The evidence adduced by the State was straightforward but
it is our view that the estimated cost of the unconpleted building is a
bit high and anamount of £2,000 is regarded as keihg nearer the mark.

Evidonce given by Mr. Akande in defence of his asscis was
clear and unambiguous. His demeanor in the witness chair and the way
he answercd questions readily and clearly showed that he had nothing to

hide., The same can be said of his other four witnesses who we have no

doubt were all witnesses of truth.

oo/B



FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS:

According to the evidence led by the State, Mr. Akande was
called upon to explain assets and lod;cments cstimated to £6,517:10:7d.
If we take into consideration the revised estimated cost of £2,000
for the house under construction, this amount will be reduced to
£6,277:10:7d, The Public Officer in his own defence led evidence to show
that he lefitimately came by a total sum of £7,375 made up of £2,350 rent
from his completed house (average of £250 per annum for nine years),
£4,235 from his salaries and allowances and £790 from loans and gifts,

It is therefore our conclusion that Mr. Moses Olayiwola Akande
has not been found guilty of improperly enriching himself or anyone else

during his tenure of office as a Public Officer.

DATED this ....! ..... aeeedaY OF ...'...a‘.".'.\.’:f?.'.’., 1970.




TRIBUN.AL OF INQUIRY INTO THE ASSETS OFf LOCAL

=

GOVERNIENT STAFT AND OTHER PUBLIC OFFICERS:

OFFICER: MR, JIICH OYEDELE IBRAHIM
REPORT:

The Public Officer, Mr. Jimoh Oyedele Ibrahim was a Forcst
Guard with the Aiyedade District Council on a salary of £145 per annum
in 1960. He retired in 1965 on a salary of £216 per annum.

CASE TOR THE STATE:

The State led evidence to show that the gross salary and
allowances paid to thc'Eublic Officer during the period under considera-
tion amounted to £954:18:6d out of which nothing could be traced into
his Bank ficcount.

Evidence was also led to show that Ir. Ibrahim operated a
Bank fcecount on the 1st of October, 1960, This account was a current
one with the Standard Bank, Bank Road, Ibadan where he deposited a sum
of £230 on the 5th of October, 1960. Between that date and the 2lst
of March, 1965, evidence was led to show that the Public Officer paid
a total sum of £36,165:8:5d into that account.

The State further led evidence to show that the estimated
costs of landed property and houses acquired by the Public Officer
between 1960 and 1965 was £10,360:=:= vhile the estimcted cost of the
motor vehicles owned by him wag put at £2,400,

I, Ibrahin was therefore called upon to explain the

following:-
(a) Excess Bank Lodgenent £36,165:8:5d
(b) Cost of buildings 10,130:=:=
(¢) Lond 230:=1=
(d) Motor vehicles 2,400:=1=
TOTAL £48,915:8:5d

However, when the defence opened its caose, it was disclosed

that the Public Officer has substantial investments in landed properties

NanelZ



before 1960 in the form of two-3 storey residenticl houses at SW8/661
A & B Oke~Ado in Ibadan. These houses were valued nt £10,250 and
the Public Officer was therefore asked to explain how he acquired
this amount between 1954 and 1959,

See Proceedings of Doy 28 and Day 31 Pp. 23 - 25 for case
for the State.
CASE FOR THE DETENCE:

q In his own defence,; the Public Officer gave evidence and alse
oalled six witnesses to testify on his beholf. He also submitted as
Bxhibit 15 a written explanation in respect of the various bank
lodgzements alleged to be suspicious.

In his evidence, the Public Officer explained the veorious

sources of his income and bank lodgements as follows:-—

(a) Money realised from his tronsport business. This
amounted to £7,939:14:0d during the period between
1960 to 1965,

(b) Money collected as rent fron his buildings. This
amounted to £6,517:10:0d4 between 1960 and 1965.

(c) Loans and advonces received for business purposes.
Thezse total £2,417.

(@) Ioney realised from sale of cocoa amounting to
£2,087 between 1960 and 1965.

(e) Interests on fixed bank deposits. These total
£55:3:10d.

(f) Money realised from other trading and business
enterprises, This amounted to £7,871:12:1d.

(g) Transfers from fixed bank deposit to current
bank account. These total £3,709:9:04.

(h) Miscellaneous income totalling £2,396.

While giving detailg of the sources of his income the Public

Officcr explained that he bought two lorries in 1959 and with them he

ran a transport business. See pages 3 and 4 of proceedings of Day 3l.
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In 1960 he also bought a reconditioned tipper and hired it out to
ocuatomers. These vehicles acccording to Exhibit 2 cost him £2,400,.

The Public Officer then called Ir. fkinbolas as a witness who stated
that he arranged for Mr. Ibrahim the purchase of the first two vehicles
fron the then 'U.A.C.' motors. He also said he was running the
transport business on behalf of Mr. Ibrahim. See proceedings of

Day 30 page 1.

Giving details of his income from his buildings, the Publie
Officer stated that he built his first house in 1958, the second in 1959,
These are at No. SW8/661 A & B Oke-ido respecihiveldsr, According to
Exhibit 2 he built two other houses at SW8/666 A and B Oke-Ado, one in
1961 and the other in 1963. These four houses according to the Public
Officer brought in a large incone between 1960 and 1965 out of which
he deposited £6,517:10/- into his bank account.

Giving details of loans and advences received from business
partners and some of his wives, the Public Officer explained that he got
a total loan of £1,950 from Ifr, Aluko for the purpose of trading in
beans, He also stated that he got a payaent of £890 from one
Mr. Adigun Elere for beans bought on credit. He got a total sum of
£577 loan from two of his wives for business purposes. To support
these his claims, Mr. Ibrahim czlled only Mr. Aluko ond Madanm Aolatu
Ibrahim as witnesses,

Giving details of his enrnings, from his cocoa farm, the
Public Officer explained that he inherited a large cocoa farm from his
mother. According to him, he engaged one Mr, Olorundungbekele to look
after the farm and to sell the crops. He called Fr., Olorundungbekele
as a witness to confirm his statement.

Giving details of his earnings from his trading enterprises
the Public Officer explained that he engoged in trading in rams and beans,
According to him, on many occasions he advenced varying amounts of noney
to friends to go to the Northern part of the country to purchose beans

and rams for sale in Ibaden and Ikire. He also engoged in the buying
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of produce for the Western Iligeria lMarketing Board. He called o8
witnesses Mr. Kilani Akinremi and Alhaji Raji Bangogi who at vorious
times took money from hin to help buy beans and rams respectively fron
the northern part of the country. He alsc called Mr. Olorundungbekele
to testify to that fact that he also ensaged in trading in rons on
his behalf.

Explaindng the transfers from his fixed bank deposits to
his current banlk account, the Public Officer explained that the
amounts concerned were initially transferred from his current account
to fixed deposits.

On the question of his miscellaneous deposits, the Public
Of ficer explained that he could not remember the source of a total of
£2,3%6 while the sum of £60 was from money he had with him in the house.

EVALUATION OF EVIDENCES

While giving evidence particularly during cross—examine tion,
Mr. Ibrahim proved to be an enigmatic witness. There is no doubt that
despite his limited education, he con be quite clever. His direct
evidence had no doubt been properly rehearsed and there were occasions
durinz cross-examination when he was quite impressive in the way he
answered questions. But on too many occasions, he was not sure of himaelf
and many times after answering a guestion, he would guickly glance at
his Counsel as if seeking assurance that he had answered right. His
Counsel too did not help matters by cutting in for more than necessary
when HMr., Ibrahim appears in the slightest difficulty.

This whole case sccm to hinge on the fact that by 1958
Mr. Tbrohinm had made enough money to build two houses valued at
£10,250 albeit with an advenece rent of £850 from the Police., This means
he wos able to find £9,400 on his own and in addition purchase two
lorries within a year to the value of £2,000. This means thet by 1959
Mr. Ibrahim had bought assets worth £11,400. Host of his earnings
after this date were from these two investments., The question is, how

did he get this money?
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According to the evidence by Mr. Olorundungbekele,
earnings from Mr, Ibrahim's cocoa farm which wes put at £600 per
annun during the period 1948 - 1952 was being paid to Ibrahim's Uncle.
There is no evidence to show that this noney was cver paid to the
Public Officer, Mr, Olorundungbekele olso said that earnings frow
cocoa sales since 1952 were being paid to Mr. Ibrahim direetly.

Mr, Ibrahim confirmed this 2nd said the money was put in the Trust Bank
at Tkkire. But by 1954, according to his own evidence lMr. Ibrahim was
desperately looking for a job ostensibly as he said to learn how to
manoge business since he wes too young to start on his own. FPoge 9 of
the proceedings of Day 31 is very relevant., We find ourselves unablc
to believe this. It is our view that Iir. Ibrahim was desperately
loolcing for a job in 1954 because he was down and out after his life
savings hod gone down the drain with the liquidation of the Trust Bank.

On the guestion of carnings from his cocoa Earm, both Messrs
Olorundungbekele and Ibrahinm estimoted these to quzgggupcr annmun in
1954, If this were so, there was no need for Hr. Ibrahim to be looking
for any job by then. He could then have remained under the wings of
his Uncle on experienced produce buyer and learnt the tricks of the ftrade.
The fact that he did not is in our opinion that the cocoa farm was not
bringing in as much as that. e do not doubt the fact that he has a cocoad
farm but it is our view that the earnings from it are grossly
exaggerated. The fact that no receipts of cocoa sales were tendered
at all goes to confirm this our view . It is also relevant to look
at Bxhibit 2 vhere the averaze annual earnings from form produce
comc to £352.

Tn Exhibit 23, the Public Officer quoted substantial
profits from his trade in rams betuecen 1954 ond 1958. In fact
according to the Public Officer, this trade was bringing in almost
100 per cent profit. £1haji Bangoni and Mr. Olorundungbeckele also
confirmed this in their evidences, But as explained earlier, we are
of the opinion that by 1954 Mr. Ibrahim having lost his savings in the

liquidation of the Trust Bank was desperately looking for any job and
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actually *-ok the job of a forest guerd at a salary of cbout £60 per
ammun. If by this time as he said he had £500 and he hod a cousin who
knows the tricks of the ram trade which brings in 100 per cent profit,
he would not have taken the job of a forest guard. It is therefore our
opinion that Mr. Ibrahim did not engage in any ram trade until

probably 1958 when he seemed to have hit a jackpot. We thercfore
consider Alhaji Bangoni an wntruthful witness.

Another source of income claimed by the Public Officer
was profit from the sale of beans through Ilr. ikinremi in 1958, This
yoar 1958 seemgto have been the year of destiny for Mr. Ibrchim. This
gtory is no more credible than the other stories. IMr. Akinremi in
hig evidence (See page 26 of proceedings of Day 29) said that gross
profit on a bag of beans bought for 45/~ was about 20/-. After
transport and handling charges the net profit would be about 15/-
for every 45/- invested i.e. 33F per cent. This is definitely not
in agreement with the statement on Exhibit 23 that a profit of £1,200
was nade on a capital outlay of £1,500.

Another source of income claimed by the Public Officer
prior to 1960 was rent on his mother's house. #ccording to Exhibit 15
page 1 line 2, this was poid amnually. It is surprising that in a
place like Ikire such astute traders as portrayed in the evidence
before us would pay their rent annually and in advence. HNevertheless,
since there was no evidence to the contrary, we can only express
reservation on the credibility of the story.

Tn December, 1960 the Public Officer claimed to have
received a loan of £850 from lir. /lulkko to buy beaans froqéﬁgith. This
was confirmed by Mr. Aluko himself. Yet in the bank account of
Mr. Ibrahim, there is nothing to show that such a large amount was
withdrown for the purpose of sending someone to the North., On the
3rd of January, 1962 the Public Officer orid he ot ~nother loan of
£1,100 from Mr., Aluko who also confirmed the transcction. This he

deposited in the bank, But the Public Officer went on to soy during

oo/
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crogs=examination thatthe very ncxt day i.es 4th January, 1962, he sent
Mr. Mcinremi with the noney to the North to buy beans. See page 18

of the proceedings of Day 31. There is nothing in the bonk accoun¥ to
show that the Public Officer withdrew the sum of £,100 from his bank
account on January 4, 1962. So it can be readily deduced that the
evidence of both lMr. Ibrahim and lMr. Aluko on this subject are falsc.

Another source of income claimed by the Public Officer is
the various loans totalling £577. On the 4th of August, 1961 the
Public Officer claimed to have got a loan of £150 from his wife to
gsettle an outstanding business. Yet his account at the bank was
buoyant at this time. The wife Madam Aolotu Ibrahim who gave evidence
in support of the loan was very unsure of herself. The same goes for
the loans of £128 alleged to have been received from his wife on the
Z2rd of April, 1962 and that of £292 alleged to have been received
on the 18th of July, 1964. ¥e arc thercforc of the opinion that thesc
amounts of moncy did pot come Trom any of his wives.

FINDINdé:

Ve have found as a matter of fact that the Public Officer,
Mr, Tbrahim lost his proevious savings from his carnings, from his cocoa
farm when the Trust Bank where he kept his money went into liquidation.
This prompted him to start locking desperately for a job as he himseclf
said on page 9 of proccedings of Dey 31. As a result of this, we find
that Me. Ibrahinm could not have advanced the sum of £500 to Alhaji Bangoni
in 1954.

Vo are quitc prepared to concedc the fact that his cocoa
farm was bringing in a sum of about £350 net por annum from 1954 which
he could have kept in the house since he was then understandably very
reluctant to put his money in the bank but we find it difficult that
he in 1955 would be willing to give the money from his cocoa sales to
Mlhaji Bangoni for tho purpose of ram trade so quickly after the loss
he suffered from the Trust Bonk, Even, if he was preparcd to gamble,

he would not have given him £700. Ve therefore conclude that no moncy
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was given to Mlhaji Bangoni for trading in raoms until 1958, the year
by which Mr. Ibrahim had come into substantial sums of money.

e thercfore find that the legitimate savings which
M, Ibrahim could have made by 1958 when he started spending lavishly
was his average carnings from his cocoa form for the years 1954 1o 1958
i.0w £350 per annun for five ycars i.c. £14750. By 1959 this would
have gone up to £2,100. He said he was spending his salary to maintain
himself yet by then the Public Officer had put up two buildings valued
at £10,250 (although he got an advance rent of £850 from the Polico
authorities who were his tenants). He also bought two vehicles at
a cost of £2,000 thus acquiring assets worth £11,400. It is our
findings that the differences between his estinnted legitimate earnings
of £2,100 and his assets acquired at a value of £11,400 i.e. £9,300
had been improperly acquired.

Furthermore, we find ourseclves unable to believe the sum
of £1,950 alleged to have been given to him as loan by Mr. Aluko as
woll as the loan of &£577 alleged to have been received from his wives.
Thus we find that these sums of money totalling £2,527 were improperly
acquired.

CONCLUSION:
Tt is thercfore our oconclusion that the Public Officer

1. Jimoh Oyedele Ibrahim has improperly enriched himself by virtue of

his position as a public officer to the tune of the following amounts:

1, Cost of erection of buildings P R
situated at SWB8/661 A & B Ofe-Ado
less the advance rent of £850 B SONNE = =

2. BRent collected from building at
S\I8/661 /4 since 1959 i.c. £24 per
roon per annum for 34 room for
11 years. Byore = =

3« -Rent collected from building at
SHBfSElB since 1960 i.e, £24 per
room per annum for 30 rooms for

16 years, T,200 = =
4. Deposits that have not been
properly explained (see para.29) 2,527
£ 28,003 = =

/o
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b/ 28,003 = =

5. Deposits that could not be
oxplained at all (Sce Exhibit 15) 2,33 = =
TOTAL = £50,339 = =

In arriving at value of rent collected on the buildings
situated at SU8/661 A & B Oke~Adp, Ibadan, we have taken into
consideration evidence by the Public Officer as at page 8 of the
proceedings of Day 31.

In dealing with the houses built in 1962 as well as his
tipper lorry bought in 1960, we have been guided by the belief that
these were all acquired from rents on the houses built in 1958 and
1959 and from profits derived from his then existing transport business.
e have not included what he realised from his transport business in
the aggregate of improper cnrichment since we Had no evidence of his net

profits on these undertakings.

DATED this..lf??‘i‘..day of.......f‘:‘!.‘."}.\".".‘ﬁf..., 1970.
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TRIBURAL OF IN UIRY INTO THB ASSETS OF T.OCAL
66?Eﬁﬁﬁﬁhﬁr'ﬁﬁﬂﬁ%L OTHER _ PUBLIC OFFICERS:

OFFICER: ATHAJI ISHOLA BADIRU

REPOR?:

CASE TOR_THE STATE:

(a) The period under investigation was 1st October, 1960
to 31st March, 1969.

(b) During this period, Mr. Badiru, a Forest Guard, was
on a salary of £174 per annum, rising to £242 per
ammum by March, 1969. He earned a total of £2,295:
7s: 8d salaries and allowances out of which nothing
could be traced into his bank. account.

(¢) However, he had a ourrent account with the Barclays
Bank TLehanon Street, Ibadan and a sum of £100 was
deposited into that account on the 7th of November
1960, Between that date and 29th of March, 1969, a
totai sum of £13%,000: 17s. was deposited into the account.

(&) The public officer has two buildings at Oke-Ado,
Ibadan wvalued at £4;850 each,

(e) He has a freehold land at Bodija acquired on 11/2/63,
for £1,000 and another freehold land acquired on
1/5/63 at Orita Bashorun, Ibadan, for £210. There
is a third freehold land acquired at Mokola-Oyo Road
Thadan in April, 1967 for £250,

(£) There is a poultry farm at Bodija Ibadan valued at
£3,550 by Mr. Aderibigbe; and a Peugeot Saloon car

costing £960.
.!.lfe



Alhaji Badiru, in short has to explain pssets amounting
to £27,770: 17s: @d.

Alhaji Badiru failed to declare the following assets
totalline £20,709: 10s: 8d. in forms 2 and 3 (Exhibits 3 and 4)
as was reguired of him but they were detected by the Tribunal
during cross—-examination:-—

(1) Fixed Deposit Account for £4,000 opened

with the Barclays Bank, Lebanon Street
Ibadan, in October, 1963 and closed in May,
1965 (see Exhibit 21).

(ii) Savings Accounts Nos. D41716, 872690 and 016895
also with the same branch of the Barclays Bank
having a credit balance of £2,011: 11s: 3d. at
1/10/60 and deposits amounting to £14,209:10s:8d
between that date and 17/4/67 (See Exhibit 24).
This deposit was made up of £11,179: 10s: 8d.
in cash and £30,030 transférred from other
accounts,

(iii) Cememt Distribution Agent with £2,500 deposit
with the West African Portland Cement in May,
1965.
(b) A5 a result of the deliberate omissions, the amount

of £2,709: 10s: 8d. involved was not previously known

to the State Counsel and hence not included in the

original emount of £27,770: 17T: 0d. he was asked to
explaine

IHE PUBLIC OFFICER'S EXPTANATTONS :

(a)  Sources of income during the period 1/10/60 — 31/3/69



were:
(i) Salary and allowances 1/10/60 - 31/3/69
(ii) Transport business 1/10/60 — 1964
(4ii) Rent of houses 1/10/60 = 31/3/69
(iv) Cocoa sale 1/10/60 - 31/3/69
(v) Poultry 1964 - 31/3/69.

There were also two loans:

£6,000 by Alhaji Adedibu

and £2,000 by Alhaji Are

not declared in forms 2 and 3.

A1l these amounted to £34,760: Ts: 84 (See Bxhibit 18).

(b)

His salary and allowances during the period amounted

to £2,295: Ts: 8d. as against £2,339: Ts: 8d. guoted by

the Counsel to the Tribunal,

(e)

(d)

(e)

He started the Alubarika Trading and Transport

Service in 1954. The income from there between
1/10/69 and 1965 when it wes wound up was £9,000,
calculated on average of £2,000 per annum - Exhibit 18.
The public officer stated at p. 33 of Day 24 proceedings
that he loaned £6,000 from Alhaji Adedibu to build: his
two houses at Oke-Ado Ibadan. The houses cost £5,000.
Rent of the houses fetchéd.neaxly £4,475 between
1/4/60 and 31/3/69. The houses were let to the
Nigeria Police, supported with occupancy agreement -
Exhibit 9.

The public officer stated that he inherited 30

acres of farmland from his father, being his own

portion of the late father's farm:



Elese~erin —~ 12 acres
o

Egbeda - 10 acres

Olojuoro - 8 acres

30 acres

(See p. 28 of Day 24 of the Proceedings).

Yakubu Akanji is the Caretaker. The total income from
the farm during the relevant period was £2,250, He paid
the Oaretakef £35 - £40 annually and also peid th& other
labourers about £30 = £40 each year.

(£f) There is a poultry farm started in 1964 with £2,000
loan from Alhaji K.:Are, = Sce Exhibit 11. Income

is £1,000 per annum, (See Exhibit 18).

He has fully repaid both loans by Alhaji Adedibu and

Alhaji Are,

(g8) Bank Lodgements:
(1) Todgements amounting to £13%,000:17/- in the
current account was from transport, cocoa,
rent and poultry.

(ii) The amount of £20,709: 10s: 8d. in the
Savings ficcounts was from transport,
poultry, rent, sale of cement and monies
transferred from the current Account- .

(iii) The amount of £4,000 in the Fixed.Deposit
Account was transferred from the Savings

Account on 10/10/63,

e /4



EVARUATION OF EVIDENCES:

(2)

(b)

(e)

(a)

Alhaji Badiru is wealthy man who did not appear to place
much promum on hig meagre salary and allowances. He did
not mention this source of income in expenses on his
buildings, poultry, transport business; not even a
penny of it was paid into his bank account. It would
appear, therefore, that he spent all the salarles and
allowances on maintaining his family.
Alha ji Badiru stated in Exhibit 11 and in evidence that he
started the transport business in 1954, buying vehicles
on hire purchase. He said "between 1960 and 1962 I was
in active transport business but between 1962 and 1964
I have reduced the activities to a smell scale, I packed
up transport business in 1965"., Thesc facts were corro-
borotad in evidence by Alhaji Iyanda, the illiterate
transport manager. The claim of £1,000 from transpor?®
from
business A /10/60 to 31/3/65 at £2,000 per annum is
fantastic and unrealistic, particularly as the busincss
wont doWh heévily in 1962. Alhaji Tyanda stated that
he collected all revenue from the transport service,
defrayed ‘expenses and paid the balance to bank account
with Teller.
The evidence on the ownership of cocoa farm is conclusive.
The estimated income is reasonable and corroborated by
both Akanji the Caretaker and Mr, Gbadamosi who was
buying the producc.
Houses:

Alhaji Bodiru asked for and got a loan of £6,000,
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froe of interest for his £5,000 twin houses at Oke-—Ado,
Tbadan, from Alhaji Lomidi Adedibu, a general contractor.
i"his loan was surprisingly not mentioned in Torms 2 and 3
(Exhibits 3 and 4) which were Declarations of Assets. The
only documents on the loan were receipts issued in March
1961 but dated retrospectively from June 1957 - September
1958. The reason given was that Alhajl Adedibu preferred
receipts to the 'I Owe You' purported to have been given
him initially, and hence asked for the change. This
happened nearly four years and one year after thc first and
lact instalments respectively of the loan. No copy of the
returned "I Owe You" however was produced as exhibit. The
evidences of Alhaji Adedibu and Alhaji Badiru on this loan
did not corroborate on many szliont points:

Adedibu said that Badiru refunded the loan in three

years at an averase of £2,000 or more a year (sece

p. 15 of Day 22 of proceedings). Refunds started in

March 1961 (®xhibit 10D1) and should have ended latest

8=15
in March 1964. But fGxhibits 10 z showed that

£3,540 was refunded by Badiru to Adedibu between
September 1964 and March, 1967.

Although the laan was started in 1957 and houses
built in 1958 = 1959 and rented in 1960; » £1,500
of the loan itself was given by Alhaji Adedibu in
three instalments between January and December 1960.
Furthermore, the houses cost £5,000 according to
Alhaji Badiru, it is baffling that he raised £6,000

loan £1,500 of which he got after he completed the



buildings.
It is significant that the whole transaction was in
cash even though both Adedibu and Badiru had bank accounts
and could have issucd cheques or bank transfers. These
would have been more creditable than the back-dated receipts.
Alhaji Adedibu'ls evidence was unconvincing; as flambopyant
as is evidently untrue. He trusted his friend so much that he
did not want any records initially but later said he even pre-
ferred receipts with stamps to "I Owe You". He said, "I gave
out £2,000 as a gift fust recently," to prove that he is wealthy,
yet he gave this purportcd loan over four ycars. It is incon-
ceivable that a contractor or anybody indeed would give £6,000
loan to an ordinary friend without interest, without an Agrecment
and no one except Adedibu and Badiru knowing about the loan.

Alhaji Badiru did not state what he did with the £1,000 of the

loan left over.
storey

We do not believe that each of the two/residential build=
ings of the descriptions in Exhibit 1 and 2 could cost
£2,500 ecach., The value placed by the 'Qualified Person! as
£4,850 each is far more realistic and is accepted.
Poultry:

The Poultry farm started in 1964 with an initial loan
of £1,000 by Alhaji Karimu Oladimeji Are on 28/9/63% and a
further loan by the said Alhaji Are of £1,000 on 10/2/65 -
pp. 22 - 23 of Day 24 of proceedings. Toang were in cash,
and without any supporting documents whatwoever.

Alhaji Are's evidence was clever, evasive and

e~
unbel%yable. Alhaji Badiru however summoned up courage
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under cross-examination to give gestures that Alhaji A?e
did not give him any loan.
Bank lodgements were mainly income from rent, trangport
cocoa and poultry.

CONCLUSION AND FTNDINGS:

(a) There is no doubt thet the Public officer is a good
businessman whose wealth stemmed mostly from the rents of
his houses and from his poultry farm.

{b; Evidences on the loan of £6,000 and £2,000 were shaky,
flambouyant in part, and umtrue. We therefore dc not accep?t
them.,

(c) Alhaji Badiru had many things to hide by not declaring
in Forms 2 and 3 bank accounts with a total of £18,209: 10: 8d
of £15,179: 10s: 8d. was in cash; two loans totalling £8,000
and a Distribution Agency with the West African Portland
Cement. The deliberate omissions: brought severe repremand
and warning by the Tribunal to Alhaji Badiru..

(d) The transport business went down in 1962 and out
finally in 1965. Incouwe from it between 1962 and 1965 was
triffling,

(e) Income from cocoa after 1962 was around £150 a year at
best. It is doubtful if it was ever more.

(£) We accept the values put on the following assets by

the 'Qualified Person' and Mr. Aderibigbe:

17 Poultry Farm £3,550.
2 Two houses at £4,850
each £9,600
Total

£13,150

-




Having sought out the evidences, we conclude that
Alhaji Y. I. Bsdiru has improperly and corruptly'enriched

himgelf, at least to the tune of

Cost of the buildings £95, 600
Value of Poultry 3,550
Rent from Houses 1,400 from

22/8/60 - 31/3/69
and all rents
collected up to
date

Tncome from Po@ltry 2,295: Ts: 84.

(from 1/4/64 -
%1/%/69 and all
income from
poultry up to
date).

£16,845: Ts: 8d.

| @ %
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TRIBUNAL OF INQUIRY INTO THE ASSETS OF LOCAL
GOVLRNMENT STAFR | AND OTHBR PUBLIG OFPIGERS'

OFFICER: LATIFF DUROJAIYE LADIPO:

REPORT

The Public Officer, Mr.Lattiff Durojaiye Ladipo was
employed as a site and Building Inspector on Suptember 11,
1961 by the Ibadan Town Planning Authority on a salary of _
£132 per annum. By March Fist, 1969 he was on a salary
of £224 per annum,

There was no evidence before us that the Public
Officer operated any Bank Account until January 21st
196l, when he opened a Saving Account with the Standard
Bank of West Africa. Into it between 21st January,196L
and May 16, 1968, he made total deposits amounting to
£1,131: 9/-. He opened another Savings Account with the
United Bank of Africa, Jubilee Street, Ibadan on January 6,
1967. Between then and March 1st, 1968 he made a total
deposit of £417: 18/-.

There fore between 21st January,1964 and May 16, 1968
the officer had made aggregate deposits of £1,548: 19/-
into his two Bank Accounts.

His net salaries and allowances between September 11,

1961 and 31st March,1969 amounted only to 21,610: 6: 7d,

and yet between 1964 and 1968 he had deposited £1,548: 19/-

into Bank Accounts, The offieer had also built a house which
he valued as costing him £2,677: 1: Ld, but which the
"Qualified Man" valued at £5,050. He alsoc owned Landed
property valued £270.

He was therefore called upon to explain a total sum
of £6,868: 19: -,

The evidence relting to him will be found on our
Proceedings for Day 22 pages 1 to 7 and Day 23 pages 1 to 28.

The Public Officer gave evidence of his participation
in Esusu Contributions but even accepting fhat he took part

in Esusu Contributions, we still have to find wherefrom he
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got the money for his participation. This he explained
by saying that he obtained rents from his mother's house
part of which he used in making the contributions.

The Public Offiger also claimed to havc worked as a
Storekeeper under P;"Z. in Lagos for 10 years before he
finally came to Ibadan in 1960 and that he gave to his
mother his savings for 10 years (1950 - 1960) for safe
keeping. He explained that the £650 was used in trading
and that his mother paid back the money ° =~ in bits, which
he put into his Bank Account in preparation for his
building.

We do not believe the story relating to the alleged
£650. We do not believe that there was any such £650 which
he gave to his mother or which he brought home from Lagos.
We are convinced that the public officer would have readily
put his "life Savings" as he called it in a Bank Account
rather than give it to his mother for '"safe keceping" if he
ever had such a sum. This officer has in our view set up
the story, false and unbelievable, to hide the source of
the £650, which we conclude must have been illegitimately
obtained by him and we do not find him liable of the
"unjust enrichment" of that sum withién the ambit of our
terms of reference,

We do not ﬁs%% that the public officer collected rents
from a house, which he alleged was built in 1955 for him by
his mother (see his return to Form 3, tendered as Exhibit
Ladipo 2) "to entice him to return to Ibadan from Lagos".
We believe the existence of the house, and the Public Officer's
collection of rentis therefrom. We do not believe that his
"mother built it for him". We would rather believe that
whilst he was in Lagos working under P.Z., he sent monies
home to Ibadan to have it built for him., This was before

he joined the Ibadan Town Planning Authority. The house
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whilst he was in Lagos working under P.Z.,, he sent monies
home to Ibadan to have it built for him. This was before

he joined the Ibadan Town Planning Authority. The house
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has yielded rents which increaded his legitimate income,
and this must be taken in his favour. The rents from
the house as well as part of his earnings no doubt have
gone towards the building of another house which he
began in 1955 and completed in 1969. We would accept
the cost of £2,677: 1: 74 placed upon it by the Public
Officer.

The public Officer claimed to have obtained a loan
of £250 from one Mr. E,A. Latubosun of Kudeti in December
1968, He tendered an unstamped document in support of the
story of the loan. We have examined the Form 2 which the
Public Officer filled when he was asked to make a
declaration of his Assets, It was tendered as Exhibit
Ladipo 1. Under the column asking him to state "Loans
or advances received this officer made no mention of any
£250. Furthermore he called pne Mr. Latunbosun to support
the story (see Day 22 pages 5 to 7) who claimed to have lent
him £250. At the time the witness claimed to have had £350
at home in cash., The money according to him has not yet
been repaid. We do not believe the public officer or his
witness Mr. Latunbosun on the issue of the loan.  We believe
there was no such Lean, we hold that the story of the £250
Loan was concocted to hide the true source of the £250 which
appears to us illegitimate. We therefore find a case of
improper enrichment in relation to the £250.

Upon an overall consideration of the whole case, we
find that the Public Officer here in question has corruptly
or improperly enriched himself in the total sum of £900

within the terms of Section 3(a) & (b) of our terms of

DJ!LTED this n!lgtkooubday Df IIW"’OODOQ‘I??O'
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