TN e IIGH COURT OF TsFZLDLH

AT MBEYS

(PC) BATHRITONIAL CIVIL .4PDE.LL NO.3/2301
{From the decision of the District

Ceurt of Iborali Civil Sppeal Nolo8
of 2001 ond Rujews= Primery Court

ivil Cese Mo, 9 of 2001)

TUNTUFYS N‘VAS*" O3¥Arsasaiisrize s s APPELLAIT
VERSUS )
PUPOIE MYASIPOST..zzz:3:e2t33333 3113 sRESPONIENT
JUDGITENT

1is b;:.t\.-TJ;’:\J_ Jd.

The litigants were o married couple with effect from 5th

Jctober, 1969, lMisunderstandings croppcd up shortiy ~fter

the marriage and the marricse went on the rocks., Lt was finally
dissolved by the Rujewa FPrimary Court wiailch held that the

mrrrioge ka d Jxxepearzolf broken down, The trial court did not

ke any order regarding the distribution of matrimoeninl assets.
by -
That was done/tne ¥Mberali District Court in its apneiliate
jurisdiction. In the first appezl the 2»>pcllant vas Tupone
lMwasiposye and the resiondent was Tuntufye Mwasiposra. Tuntufye
Mwasiposya was aggrieved, hence this anpeal,.

The judgment from widch 1t is appecled was delivered on 1llth

September, 2001, and the record shows thoat right of znpeal was
cxnlonined to the parties, Scetion 25(1)(b) of the liziiastr-otes
Courts Act. 19€4, provides that if aggricwved by the dccision or
order of 3 district court in the exercisc of its appellate

jurisd 1ct1wn any party -

eeo/?




.. 1may, within thirty doys after the
witc of the dceision or order, appeal

~werefrom to the High Court.®

4

Sino? the {irst appellate dccision was delivercd on 1llith September,
2001, the -zp:llantfs timc within which to gppeal zccrued on 12th
September, 2001, Thet tine ron qﬁt on 1l2th October, 200i.

ow th2 rceord shows that the apnellant lodzed ais oppeal
on 9th Octeober, 2001 in tcrms of Exchequer Receipt Voucher No,
13261887, That was thc szie day on which the petition of %ppeal
wes presertad for filing, Simple arithmetical comput:tion‘shows
that the c-enl was fil&é twenty—eizht days out of timc, Clearly
the snpeal s thus timc-barred. I will; as a result; not consider
the merite ot the appcal because the appeal the way it is ?ot

.

Accor lingly the appeal is dismissed, There shall bes no

L

ordcr as v costs,.
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Corznag 3.... Lila, DR

FPor aAnpeilent: HMr, Iibise, Advocate

FYor Respordent: Absent

0/C: S, Kasubiri

Ordcrs J 23ment delivercd today in the prcsence of leoxrned Mbise

acvoeate for the appellsnt and in the absence °f the

Re znhondent,

~

s5ds S.A, Idila, DR
22/10,/2002



