


supported by affidavit deposed by Mr. Mashaka Ngole, learned Advocate for
all the Applicants.

According to the affidavit in support of the application, the Applicants
intends to challenge the decision of this Court (Masaju, J.) dated the 9 of
October, 2022 which did strike out Land Case No. 8 of 2019 as the Applicants
herein had no /ocus standi. Leave as per paragraph 7 of the affidavit, is
premised on the following grounds:

1. That, the trial judge erred for entertaining an objection
which has been improperly and unlawfully brought before
the court;

2. That, the trial judge erred in law for arriving into the
findings that the Applicants including the co-adminstratrix
of the estates of the late Ally Yusuph Mpore have no “locus
standi” to sue for the property of the late Ally Yusuph
Mpore,

3. That, the trial judge erred in law and facts for entertaining
a point of facts which is disputable and erroneously struck

out the suit.







of the affidavit contain issues of general importance or comprises novel
point(s) of law or in their face value, is there any arguable appeal to the
Court of Appeal?

Beginning with the ground relating to entertaining an objection
improperly and uniawfully brought before this Court, I have not seen any
substance in this ground meriting for determination by the Court of Appeal.
In the impugned decision, this Court allowed, and did entertain a preliminary
objection raised orally. The Applicants’ Counsel did not clarify this ground in
his written submissions. If he meant that the objection has to be by way of
written notice, I know of no law providing such restrictions. If there is any,
then, the irregularity is curable because the Applicants had an opportunity
to submit on the raised preliminary objection regarding focus standl. There
is nothing in ground 7(a) suggesting arguable appeal, novel point of law or
issues of general importance.

In ground 7(b) and (c), the Applicants’ complaint hinges on /ocus
standi. The gist of the complaint is that, this Court wrongly struck out Land
Case No. 8 of 2019 such that, all the three Applicants, none had a locus
standi. In his written submissions, the Applicants’ counsel was of the view

that as other Applicants have interests in the estate of the late Ally Yusuph







