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This was an appeal filed to challenge the findings of the District

Court at Temeke.w~en the appeal cameup for h~~ring, the appell~nt

prayed for le8ve to lU'guethe appeal by We~of writtel1 subl1'.issioIlB
lrIhichprayer WQS concurr~ by the I"eaponder:.t::1nd, subsequently, leave

was granted. The appellant \1~ to file his submiseions by 21/11/03
with reply to be filed by 26.11.03. For re~sons which remain uncle~r
to me, more than .:pr"e. mouths l.nter the oppell~nt is yet to file the
au'b1'n1ssions •

In view of this, there is good l'eOlJonto c'(ilclude th'::lt the
a.ppellr.mt is no longer '!.nter~tod in pursuing' his appeal. 'n1is
l'e~t1011 ho&left me with no option but to dismiss it with costa

for WQnt of proMcutiOR. .,~- ,';
.~,.-=..",..~~--,..~'". ;>' ..-

AY--'~'" ~,
P.- A. Ru,iozta
" JUroE

/<'" ,.,."""Ol,., '~
, 9/0,;'2004



IN THE HIGH COlJHT OF TAN7ANIA

AT DAR ES SALAAM.•.••.• =-~
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This was an appeal filed to challenge the findings of the District

Court at Temeke.Whenthe appeal cameup for he~ring, the appell~nt

prayed for leave to argue the appeol by WaF of written submissions
vhich prtl;yer WM concurred by the Respondent ond, subsequently, leave

was grtmted. The appellant woe to file his submissions by 21/11/03
with reply to be filed by 26.11.0; •.For reosons which rem::linuncleD:!'
to me. more th4n ':hx:.e.e.·months letter the opp<)ll=:ntis yet to file the
,ubJn1ssions.

In view of this, there is good reoson to c'Qncludeth?t the
~ppellnnt is no longerintere~ted in pursuing his appeal. This
re.:lliZAtion h~ left me \.Ji th no option but to diamiss it with ooatlS

for wnnt of prosecutiO%l. ....,
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