


Salaam, dated 03 May 2017, in
Commercial Case No.167 of 2014.
(b) Costs of the Application be provided for.

The Respondent contested the application by way of filing
a counter affidavit on the 15™ April 2021. On the 5™ day of
August 2021, the Respondents appeared through their
advocate, one Mr Daniel Ndossi. The applicant’s learned
advocate did not appear in Court. This Court gave orders that
the application be disposed of by wer% erittén !submissions. A
schedule of filing was issued rjf;ld théx.partiess have\ duly
complied with that schedule. In fhenfirst place,\xl\\ngillzzexamine
such written submissions. , <" \‘\f\ , g

Submitting in squort\o\f\ the ggallcatlor;), Mr Deogratias
Lyimo Kiritta, Iearned\ advocige\for theprplicant submitted
that the Apphcant is seeklngfthe leay€’ of this Court to appeal
against the.ruling and o\rder of tf this Court dated 03" May 2017
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in Comm? Gase No.167 of+2014. Mr Kiritta further relied on the

P SN EN%
pleadanS“F Ied in thlS“‘COUI’t and the skeleton argument which

N
he adopted as f@rmlng*part of his submission.

Mr-Kiritta subm|tted that, although the Respondent filed a
counter \e;?ﬁdavit, the same has acknowledged that the
Applicant is not the Judgment Debtor in respect of Commercial
case No.167 of 2014. He argued that, the Respondent has not
as well disputed the facts that the 2™ Respondent is the
Judgement Debtor and that the 1 Respondent has never
executed the Decree against the 2™ Respondent. He urged

this Court to grant the application since there are pertinent
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