








“The court may, extend or abridge any period prescribed by these
tules on application and good cause shown, unless the court is

precluded from doing so by any written law.”
In the matter at hand, the only reason advanced by the applicant
is illegality. The applicant alleges that, arbitrator erred to order the

respondents to be paid TZS. 81,966,200/= while it was not 'stabll hed
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whether the fixed contract between the parties was fofohe.yearor no

It is an established principle of law that, fo%i/l‘i\e\?gﬁty to be a good

ground for extension of time, it has to be apparent on the face of the

N

record. This is the position of the ,Courtvof’ Appeal in the case of
Lyamuya Construction Company Liiiited v. Board of Registered
Trustees of Young Women'’s Clifistians Association of Tanzania,
Civ. Appl. No. 02 of Z@JCA’P. What amount to apparent error on the
face of the recor@ defined in the case of Chandrakant Jashbhai

Patel v. Eép@c [2004] T.L.R. 218that: -

"An er@apparent on the face of the record must be such as can be seen
by:one’who runs and reads, that is, an obvious and patent mistake and not
something which can be established by a long drawn process of reasoning
on points on which there may conceivably be two opinions. A mere error of
law is not a ground for review. That a decision is erroneous in law is no
ground for ordering review... It can be said of an error that is apparent on
the face of the record when it is obvious and seif- evident and does not

require an elaborate argument to be established...”









