


copies of the impugned judgment. The applicants wrote to the trial
tribunal to be given the said copies on March the 29%, 2022 but they
waited until the 2™ of May, 2022 for such copies to reach them. That, at
the time the said copies reached their hand, the time for. appea‘l had -
already lapsed. He cited the case of Damari Watson versus Innocent :
Singano, Misc. Civil Application No. 30 of 2021 ngh Courl: of .
Tanzania at Tabora (unreported). He went on to argue that, the
decision of the trial tribunal contains illegalities where the 2™ applicant
was tried together with the 1% applicant without having a cause of action
against him.

In reply, the respondent’s counsel maintained that, the applicants have
failed to provide sufficient reasons for their delay. They'_cj_i'd ?glibt'éin the
~copy of judgment and decree 104 days after the delivery'of judgment, -
N although the said copies were ready for collection by part|es smce January‘

; 2022 after the judgment was delivered. That, it is their mistake that lead
to their delay and not the tribunal’s.

When the matter was called for mention to determine if pleadings are
complete the Applicant informed this Court that they opted not to file a
rejoinder.

I have considered the submissions of the applicant’s and the respondent-
in this application through the learned counsels. Also, I have conSIdered ~
the affidavit .and counter affidavits of both parties. The questlon need

. determination in the instant application is whether the Applicant’s.has.:.. .

shown a good and sufficient cause for their delay for this. application to
be allowed.







