





that he was not recording what was testified at CMA as such he is not in
position to construct the record. Facing the said challenge, the
application was adjourned to 4% March 2022, hoping that the record

may be traced at CMA and brought before the court.

On 4% March 2022, the officer in-charge of CMA at Daé\s\Sa laam

S

filed an affidavit stating that the said CMA record is untracea lé&. The
&

content of the affidavit of the officer In-charge of CMA at Dar es Salaam
was put to the attention of the parties and requireduthem to submit as

what should be done. Mr. Kumwenda\\)unsel for the applicant

A

submitted that, in absence of the* MA record, this court cannot make

=

Counsel submitted that in order

3::9

any finding on this revision applicatign.

g

for the court to deal with th%issues raised in the affidavit in support of
the application, it has%\glo"through the evidence in the CMA record and
the award{c{self«, But?it cannot do so in absence of the CMA record.
Counseloe'dncluded by praying that the CMA proceedings be nullified, the

av%rd \a/rising therefrom be quashed and set aside and order trial de

novo.

On his part, Mr. Salum, the 1% respondent objected the suggestion
of ordering trial de novo and prayed the court to uphold the CMA award

that termination was unfair. Mr. Salum conceded that, CMA record is
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