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The P!amt;ff SUKU JUNGU MASALY, a natural person and resident of
Nzega, has mstltuted this suit, claiming severally and jointly against the first

to fourteenthiDefen_dants, res;aectnvely‘ In this suit, the Plaintiff has sued the
first Defendant a statutory body corporate established under the Local
Government (Lafrban Authoritias) Act, 1982, To meet legal
req.ui‘%é;ﬁ:ents; the Plaintiff has also sued the fourteenth Defendant as a
nece_sééfy _' party to fhis' suit. Noteworthy, the .rérrjaining Defendants are
natural pe_ffsoné" and residents of Lindi Region, fin@:!t.idiﬂg the second to
thi‘rteéhfh ‘Déféndéhts, respectively,

The Plainﬁﬁ"s .'C!aim against the é‘efeﬁdanﬁs jointly and severally, is for
the recovery of :and Situatod m ah@ foﬂowmq plots:

) :'_ C Plot No.64 B!oni S5 Tithe No, 11796, measuring about 450 Sovare Meters,
S located” and situated at Mtuleni (Rips) in Matopent Wara, within Lindi
' Mumqaaf Councr, Lindi Region;

() - Plot- Ne.62 Block S5, measuring about 450 Square Meters, focated and
e situated at Miuleni (Rijps) in Matopeni Ward, within Lmd/ Muriicipal Council,
o Lindi R"ea/on
(i) PlobNe.60 Block S5, measuring sbout 450 Sguare Meters, located and

P _wfur?fed at Mtulery (,f?/p ) in Matopeni Werd, within Lingi Mm;apaf Coundy,

i Lind| Region.
. Plot No:61 Block SS, ﬁ?(:’c?SUﬂf?g about 450 Sguare Meters, located and
" situated at Miuleni (Rips) m-Matopeni Wara, within Lindf Municipal Coundil,
- Lindi Region,
- Plot No.63 Block 55, measuring about 450 Sguare Meters, located and
. Sius z‘ed a{ Mitvtari {Rw 5) i Matopen/ Ward, W!ff‘?if? Lindi Municipal Cound,

) Plot Wo, -66 Block 55, measumg ;wauf 450 Sc;uare Meters, lecated and
L sitiated ar Miule r; (Rips} in Matopeni Ward Within Lindi Muricipal Council,
~Lindi Reglon, _
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i) Plot No.65 Block 55 measunng abau&‘ 450 Squaze_Meters foc tect and
- situated at leem (Rips}in ,Mdfﬁpc‘/’?! Ward wilhin Lindi Municip: '
' Ling Regiorn. -
(i) Plot No.67 Block S5, meastring about 450 Square Meters, locared and
sitirated at Midleni: (prs) in Matopeni Ward, w/mm L!ﬂdf Ma‘f?fopc‘?__.___COUf}C!/ .

Lindf Reg;on

The Plaintiff Fthher cla:ms unlawﬁ,l measurement and demarcation

aforementioned plots, trespass, and unlawmi zssuance of a Cert;F cate
in the names of the 2nd to 13th. Defendants whzch he asserts, 5 nult2
void ab initio. Moreover, the Plaintiff cialms agamst the lefe_ndants Jom’dy -

and severally, for unlawful sale agreementﬁ and aiiocatlon of plots as well
_.;Piot No.64 Block SS,
Title No. 11796, measurmg about 450 square meters, located at Mtulem

'(Rlps) in Matopem Ward, Wlthln Ltndl Mumca{aal Cour -"'l"--"-Lmdl Regl The |
as transferred to |

as. the illegal grant of rights of occupancy in respec

pf‘Opu’ty dilc:ged!y, fm‘uaily owned by BISIE AT‘HUMAN{ W
BALTAZER KOMBA.

The Plaintiff prays for‘ 'he_:__fcallowmg rehefs

(7 Jzﬂdardr/an 'fhat z"?e PlaintifFis {'/?P /a If'fﬁ!/ OWI?&‘ of z‘hé SﬁPC!f ecf p;’ots :
(i) Declaralion that the purported sale and-allocation by the 15t Qefendémf to
the Znd to 13th Defendants is unfawii, ilegal, and noil and void,
{4} Decizration that the Respondemi, ara treﬂspassers with an cev?crfon orde/‘
against the Defendants. . o -
() - Perpiranent injunaction: fesrra/rmg the D@féﬁdantg fmm mz‘erfafmg le‘ﬁ_ the )
- Plaintiffs lawful ownership and.development ambitions, .
[v) Order for the cancellation of the illegal ,r;r@cess o_-. fanffnq Cemf care5 of
- Title to the 3rd to 13th Defendants. "
(Vi) Ordler for the canceliation of Certificate of Title Na j 1 796, Pfor /Va 54 Sfock
_ S8, to BIBIE ATHUMAN, who transterred it o BAL TAZFR KOMBA: :
(i) Order for the. payment of Tanzania 5/7;///;} s @ne Hendred M/ﬁoﬁ (775
. 100,000,000/=) as general a’amagé*s
(vif)  Costs of tis suft. o
X} Any-other re/xef(’s) the Hafzourab/e Cowt md,v deem ﬁ!‘ and ;usf to granf
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It zs notewol Lhy that only the first and fourLeenth Defendants have filed
the jomt Written Statmmem of Defence. When thls matter came up for
necessary - onders the Plaintiff was _rep_re:ented by Ms. Radhia Abdaliah
Luhuna, fearned ' Advocate holding brief for Mr. Dotto Bija, a learned
Advocate, The first and fourteenth D._éafe.r;da_n_ts_ were represented by Ms.
Getruda Songol, a learned State Attorney.

Ms. - S_o:n_go_i'lsu'b.mfiited?_that', following the court's instruction, the Plaintiff
was advised to 'fw:i:-thdfa_w the matter with leave to refile after attempting
mediation, which proved unsuccessful due to missing pér’t’ies Ms. Luhuna
c:omf’ rmed this pos;tion but a gued that thgy have eviderce that the
summons was fssued on 30/7/2023 and received by the 2nd to 13th
'Defendants on 1.:/8/2023 and they have not filed anything so far. Ms.
Luhuna requested to proceed ex part.e against the 2nd to 13th Defendants,

'Endica’ting that if a'cceptabie they v\kouid proceed with the necessary orders.

In rejo nder M.J Songor dzsagreed with the Plaintiff's counsel, insisting
that the learned counsel is unclear about their intentions. The learned State
Attorney expla:ned thaf My, Bi}o had stated that he did not find the
Defendants in person leadmg to the advice to withdraw the matter. Ms.
Songcu p:oposed striking out the, matter and she did not object to refiling.

' -H-ai'nhg 'cons;'der-'ed the submissions from- both learned counsel, It is
ob\nous that thp learned counsel for the Plaintiff is not only unclear with

mform

'_'_ltan f.ommg from him thraugh many advoc:c,tes wha have heen
holdmg brlef for hlm for the most. oF the past two years It is further noted
'that the ieamed wunsc:i for the Plaintiff lacks commitment to prosecute his

case. Thl& is ewc!ﬂnced from his many nonappearances or rather getting
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fellow counsel to hold brief for him with little if any. mandate to proceed and

absolut&ly no knowledge abouL t"xe mtty gn*t\f of the’_'_"_ontrovef sy

prsfessfona/ s as’so 3/ ofﬁlﬂer of fﬁ courz“'an :
 rolein the administration of Justice An‘advocaté js. _therefore
© expected to assist the Courtin-an’ pproprfaz“e manneér. in; the
administration of jmrm:- Indeed, ‘one’ of the 1myartant
characteristics of an advocate ;s openneass in dlﬁ’erent
ways fo sHare (o e court the refevant information or-
message which comes b kis .?tfentmn whether [rom fis
afent or his m//eagues cohcerning. the /7amﬂwg of the case-.

- régargless-or Wf?Eff?@/‘“ he has: been reqyesz“ed b)r me cowz‘ to.

da 50 or: noz‘ L

There is every reason to beheve thaf the Searned counee! for the Plamtlff
is not being open enough to this court on why hlS htlgation ]oumey has;-taken :
a sna;ls pace Ieadlng to the matter baciflaggmg thls court_un :ce' arsly

There are also | ndications that the Ieamed counsel lacks clar ity on'the un’ent R

status of the defendants leading i;o_ob_wous !Hc_k of com_m;pme_ o

-As a counsel based in; Mdeza, while the matter 15 in, Mtwara many
kilometers away, the leamed Counsel may- also be adwsed to rethmk his
strategies and ensure that the court and other stakeholders are not made to

suffer for his convenience.
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