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IN THE HIGH COURT OF TANZANIA

o " (DAR ES SALAAM DISTRICT REGISTRY)
2 e e g TR
: o AT DAR ES SALAAM
2 : : ' 9
MISC..CIVIL APPLICATION NO.96 OF 2000
TANZANIA BREWERIES LTD.ccoveen APPLICANTS
. o ' : VERSUS
EDSON DHOBE & 19 OTHERS........ RESPONDENTS
ok i EER A p RULING
(i LUANDA, J:
g - The Applicants are aggrieved with a decision of Kimaro, I. They are asking leave lo
appeal o lh‘c_.("m;tft; ol Appeal of Tanzunia. _The applicants have engaged a l:n’yxﬁ'ﬁn_ known as
Ndanzi & Kifunda & Co: Advacates. i
e 2 il , i p 5
After'the filing of the counter affidavit by the Respondents, through a Law fimn Law
Associates (Advacates) pilrlics to the application proposed and the same wis granted that the
matter be disposed ol by way of Written Submissians. A schedule was chartered oul. Applicants
| 5 o file Latest by 1671252002 whereas the respondents to file theirs Tatest by 1671720030 And
r;-jnindcr Hany by 3071722003,
s : : .

’l'hc‘:ﬁ)plic:mls filed iheir \Written SuhmissiAon on l7’:‘l2‘./.‘2(')()2'\.4;1‘?:‘ ERV ]~S/().'513?4'. It goes
withaut saving lh:ll. lilc liling was done e day late without lc:n'c,&[ this court. - That is not
proper. Court orders should be respected and cumpl-icd'\\'il‘h.' Court should not condo-nc su’gh .
Fathires<. To do sa s ;.'» set o bad precedent and invite chaos.  This should not be allowed

O
occur. Always cowrt should exercise firm control over proceedings.

Since the submissions were filed in defiance of court order., 1 take it that ne submission
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were liled. | dismiss the applicationvith costs.

Order accordingly.”
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AN )F\) o
.M. Luanda -

UDGE.

sl | 30_/412(1/

" Ruling delivered int he presence ol’_l\lr. Ii'l\\"ambo for the Applicant and holding briel of

7 Mr Kifunda for the Respondent. _ '. ‘ | 4
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\\ JUDGE.
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