TN THE HIGH COURT OF TANIANTA
DAR E8 SALAAM DISTRTPT REGTSTRY
. AT PAR. Eﬁ SALAAM
CIVIL CASE NO. 143 OF 19098
MR GFORGF NANGALE AND 2 OTHERS.....ooono s PLAINTIFF

SAM KASULWA AND 4 OTHERS ..................... DEFENDANTS

J‘U n G R MFENT

KALEGEVA, J.

The plaiﬁtiffs Gpofge Nangalp (1st Plaintiff), Mrs. Nangale
7. G. I“nde1a1nL1ff) and Nydnzu1a oriuins Tanzania Ltd t\a Links
Training Fenrrp (3rd pla:ntJFf) aupd jointly and severally, Sam
Kasukwa Jim Godwin, Fdltor The Exprpqu, Media Holding (T) T.1d
and Nnironal Newspaper Ltd (1st } 5th Nefendants respectively)

for dafwmat}on, claxmtno amona othprk.

"(a) Damaaes of Sh1111ngq 500 000.,000/=
() Intevest on (a) at 40%:pev annum from Mareh 1997 to the
‘date of judgement. o
() Interest on: the. devreta] cum at court rate from date of
judaement until payment in full™.

The defundants haV1ng failed to. f119 their written =statement of
defences (though: sezved);the o1a1nt1ffq were allowed to prove

their claims 9xpar*9”by a f:dav1t hence the vresent indoement .

n upporr of theLr;GJ
affidavits deponed by 1st:
the plantiff r]almpd that
pages 1 and 2 nf'"the Fxpfé€Q' iﬁsum No. 406 TSSHN 0856 - 3985",

imsfﬁhe plaint iff submitted two
nd 2nd plaintiffs. Tn their vlaint
on or about 20ih February 1997 Al

the defendants join y:ahd‘severally; falselv and maliciously



prepared for publication, edited, printed ani citenlated an
article entitled,

"Oover 15,000 lured a ,ondon ‘Beckonsa' 'chillings wise, Pound
foolish' and whos gontents, among olhers rim a8 under,
"yundred of young Tan?anlahs re reportedly falling for lure
of hetter future promi by computer and business studies

in Britain, But once thére, they gel the least thev
lvirgained for" : :
The ronqnlrary a]1eg9 revolves around a Tanzanian
couple, identified a: M. and Mrs. Hangale, who run A
srudent placement progfamme in Dar es Salaam on behalf of
a berkshire based Comp“%er training institute, the future
Rusiness Collpce :

N

The ro]p!ant article 18 Ann toifhe plaint . The plaintiff clain

that "tha tenor'

vontent man r of heading and position in the

newspape:r Aasg W .1as 1ts acca@pany;na cartoonic depiction clearly
S ,";‘
,almed at port y1nu (directly, in innmando and by

indicate mali

juxtaposition he plaintiff s schemers, criminals,

congpirators y perijured, swindlers who are

unfit to hold‘any respon91b10 yffica as well as incapable of

carrying nut thnlr dutles an r ohiects as contained in their
mamoranda of Assoclation andA%ierefnrp cannol be counted amony
the honest members‘nf~thelr ipect ive sociel jes'" . which picture
thevy disassociate themselves ;om‘hanve the clamm for damages Yo

“image of their names which stand

make gond the otherwise pos
tarnished. b : |
\ ‘ﬁé .
Havingf%arefuilu d.the plaint and its annextures,

court is of

unanimous dec:

Indaed hé i ;‘ ‘ cle alteady quoted above, and

) ents to part with their money for
saervices whlch are:elther C f‘,, or balow the standards



required and expected. And this can further he descerned from
other excerpts of that artic1e which run as under,

"The Nangalps and . the?college are charuing their galudants

1600 sterllng (1’6

the Gfod Samariian Wwear thai the highest a computer

lllon) in tuition fees per year, but

training centreican;charge anywhere in the UK is 700
sterling (700,000/=) a year.

¥

At that, what the beqt computer school charge for a year s

course of instruction 18 pxactly what the Nangales chardge a

sinule prospective student in "consultation fee

alone. ...............,l....jé.i..A........, ..... e Ce e
Nangale and wife through thedr links training centre housed in A
single studig a ] Do HUate' alnng Ribi Titi Mohamed Road
boast of heing 3; ”A de tra1n1nc oppor tunities and jobs in

the UK".

early, froﬁgphe;abov ” ' élgintiffs’ asl eam and respect among
the ordlnary members “ ot ..oc ety must have been lowered with a
consequence of being st f' away for being tainted with
unreliable, dublousphand unttuatworthy characteristics let alone
heing looked upon as‘ o n. Flowing from that, their business

would naturally have been affPCth for no nnfpntla1 student. would

That sett]ed, he" - ould procppd on what should be

o1dint1ffq clatm‘ d00,000/= 3 t from Tnterest. The gent]emen
ABBa880T S haVa aa;h el XGS J ing viaws in terms of quantum.
They have Dropcﬁe &ha min. W{gnd 25m. They have all expressad

views that “extent O i plaintiffs’ tarnished name deserve



I have ﬁarefully ConsiderP’m heir views and weighed the same
with the ,tatus of the plaintlf

the axtent of thp area covered b

3, the potential in business and
he said defamatory publication
and T havs come to settle on a gure somehow below the

propositions: op]ned by the gentlamen assessars.

No doubt,.the. 1qr plaj
portlayved in h¥s affidavit

'tlff is a person of sound status as

a hoider of a first degree in
Agricultural Engineering, a master of science dearee in renewable
Fnergy and Master of Business administration. a Technical Manauer
in Fguitv Tnvestment Management Ltd, Member of Bnard of Directors
of TTR, and had held various kéy positions, in Umoia wa Vilana
(M), ¥ilombero Sugar coy, Director of the 31rd vlaintiff) but
his has not establlqhed how he reached at shs. 200,000,000/= of
his worfhuoss. Apart from the qaid 1gt Plaintiff, the 2nd and 3rd
plaintiffs have not beean SufflCient]y proved to have a reknown
focal aftrnction both locally and internationally if we put aside
the link in business which.was 8ubjent af the attack by the
ralavant libellous articlp; Neither was aevidance gsufficiently

stablished which show that fheerd plaintif{{ has losl husiness
potential to a tune of shs. 150 000 000/= claimel A5 per
th 2nd Defendant .

affidavit and 8o is the case w

All in all, I'ém3satiaf e ; hat the damage caused by the
Jibellbus article to all the‘iﬁ' @ plaintiffs can be atoned by a
liheral siun to a tune‘of?téﬁ million shillings which is hereby
awarded. As observed by thelgen ‘emen assessors the plaintiffs
Are Aalso Phtltled to 1nteresf bu ‘not commencing from the date
when the defamatory article was biished but rather from the
date of judgément, and the raté not 40% as «laimed (whose

basis was not.established),bu ‘should be at ihe ruling Bank rate.



Judgement is entered in favour of the plaintiffs in the terms as

indicated above with costs.

(L. R. Kalegeva)
JUDGE
16\11\98

NDelivered in the presence ofﬂthe plaintiffs (1st and 2nd) and Mr.

Kalolo, today the 16th November, 1998.

L. B. Kalegeva)

AT DAR ES SALAAM
Y JUDGE

16th. Noyemb




