IN THE HIGH COURT OF TAN7ANTIA
AT DAR IS SALAMM

MISC. CIVIL CAUSE NO. 114/02

K&LUNGA & COMPATY ADVOCATES 4es8c00s00 APPLICANTS
Versus
NATIONAL BANK CF COMMERCE LTD cesos RESPONCENT

RULING
IHRMA, J3
In these consolicated miscelleneous Civil Applicatiorf Nos 114 and
117 of 2002 Kalunga and Compony Advocates herein-after referred to aos
the opplicant is seeking for the follewing orders, nomelysw

(1) that the Bill of Costs annexed here-to be taxed by the
Toxing Officer according to lawg

(11}  that the Taxing Officer toxes mot only the Bill but also
costs of the toxation ond certifies what is due to the
applicont in respect of the Bill and in respect of the
costs of toxationy

(iii) that until the texotion is completed, no action should
be commenced on the hill and any action alreudy

commenced be stay.

(iv)  that {interest be psid on the Bill at the rote of 7%
per onnum from the dote of delivery to the resporndent
of the said Bill to the dste of satisfaction by the
respondent,
In support of these oprlications filed under Sections 61, 62, and 64 orf
the Advocates* Ordinance Cap 341 the affidavit deponed by Leopeld Thomes
Kalunga Bsq The Principol Partmer of Kalunga and Company Advocates is
attached,

It is argued for the applicent thot upon instructions to conduct the
Nation~l Bank of Commerece!'s sy the respondent, defence no royments were made
by the respondent to the applicant of its legal fees. It is further
contended for the applicantﬁ@ﬂgse applications are being mode because no
agreement was made between the applicont and the respondent stating the
quantum of the remuneration of the applicant nor how such remuneration
was to be calculnted,

In reply Mr. Mjepera the icting Compony Secretary of the respondent
admits the liability to pay seve for the failure of the aprlicant to aveil
to it the relevant case files in order to verify the bills es submitted,
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As the resrondent does n~t in prrinciple oppose the applic-tions

herein filed I will allow the: and grant the orders as proyed in the

chomber summonses. Costs to &« ide in the cause.

Order accordingly.
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COJVRT:  Ruling delivered before Mr, Mh¥ngo and Magai learned
idvocetes far the porties today 11/10/2002.
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