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TIGANGA, J 

This appeal fetches' its origin from the decision of Land Dispute No. 

25 of 2018 which was filed before District Land and Housing Tribunal for 

Geita, at Geita, in which the current respondent, Kaiji Celestine Athanas, 

sued the appellant Ore Corp Tanzania Limited for recovery of land 

estimated to be valued at Tsh.20,000,000/= (twenty millions Tanzanian 

Shillings). The facts of the case are that, the respondent blamed the 

appellant for trespass in his three acres out of 45 acres situated at 

Nyanzaga area within Sengerema District. According to the plaint, the 
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trespass occasioned enormous loss to the respondent equivalent to Tshs. 

200,000,000/= which resulted from the destruction of various plants and 

trees planted by the respondent. 

After hearing the dispute, the trial tribunal gave the following orders, 

a) That the applicant now the respondent was declared the lawful 

owner of 45 acres of land, 

b) That the current appellant was restrained from interfering or 

entering the applicant's land without applicant's consent, 

c) That the appellant was ordered to pay Tshs. 20,000,000/= to 

the applicant as compensation to the destroyed plants, 

d) That the appellant was condemned to pay the costs of the 

case. 

That decision aggrieved the appellant, who decided to appeal to this 

court on the following grounds: 

i) That the trial Chairperson erred in law and in fact by finding that 

the respondent is the lawful owner of the alleged 45 acres when 

there was no proof to that effect, 

.a 



ii) The trial Chairperson erred in law and in fact by relying on a 

valuation report prepared by unqualified valuer, 

iii) In the alternative and without prejudice to ground Number 2 

above the trial chairperson erred in law and in fact by relying on a 

valuation that was prepared after two months of the alleged 

destruction of crops, 

iv) The trial Chairperson erred in law and in fact by disregarding the 

Appellant's evidence adduced during trial without justification, and 

v) The learned Chairperson erred in law and in fact by awarding the 

respondent Tshs. 20,000,000/= as compensation for destroyed 

plant without proof. 

The appellant asked for the following orders in this appeal:­ 

i) The Appeal be allowed with costs, 

ii) The decision of the District Land and Housing Tribunal for Geita at 

Geita be set aside, and 

iii) Any other relief to the appellant that this Honourable Court deem 

fit to grant. 

At the hearing, the appellant was being represented by Mr. Libent 

Rwazo assisted by Mr. Kyariga N. Kyariga- Advocates, from IMMMA 


