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ITNTHEHIGHCOURTOF TAN7Z.ANTADARFSBALAAMDISTRICTRFGTSTRY AT.
PARJS._BAr,AAMCIVILCASENO.1430F1998MR.GEORGENANGALF.AND2OTHE
RS . Pf.ATNTTFF ?’ VERSUSSAMKASULWAAND4OTHERS .coevvvereerecnennene DE
FENDANTSJunGFE.MENTEKAT.F.GEVA.]J.v>**«:yTheplaintiffs.. GeorgeNanni
e(lstPlaintiff),Mrs. NangaleZ.G.(2ndPlaintiff)and NyanzulaoriginsTanza
niaTtdt\aT.mksTraininjCentre(3rdplaintiff)suedjointlyandseverally,
Sam Kasnkwa . Jim Godwin, Editor The Express,MediaHolding(T) Ltdand National
NewspaperLtd(Ist-5thDefendantsrespectively)fordefamation,claimi
ngamongothers,'WalDamagesofShillings500,000..000/=ib)Intereston (a)at
40% pe.annumifromMarch1997hothedate Of judgement.,(<M)Interestonthedec
retalsumatcourt,ratefromdatejudgementuntilpaymentinfull" Thedefen
dantshavingfailedto,filetheirwrittenstatementofdefence-;(though
served)theplaintiffswereallowedtoprovetheirclaimsexpartebyaffida
vithencethe presentjudgement. Tnsupportoftheirclaimsthe plaintiffsubmitted
twoaffidavitsdeponedbylstand2ndplaintiffs.Tntheirplaint,theplainti
ffclaimedthatonorabout20l!)Februaryl997atpagesland2of"theExpres
s"issueNo. 406 TSSNORS56-398S"thedefendantsjointlyahdseverally,fals
elyandmaliciously prepare.) f o r publication, edited, printed »n.lrir.M.latmlan
article entitled, *Ov.,r1,000luredas’toondonBe.kon*'foolish'andwhoseconte

"

nts,amongohers"Vinoforlure

- HundredofyoungTansaniansarereport«fangfnr--ofbetterfuturepr
omlttdbycnmput«nlusn«inBritain.Butoncethfre,ihevyetthe—bar
aainedfor".M,,Trri.an;Theconspiracyalleged ~revolve* a.ound a I""-*"**
coimle,identifiedasMr.and Mrs.Nangal«,whorunasindentplacemen
tprogrammeinDaresSalaamonbehafaberkshirebasedComputertr
aininginstitute. tbefuture__<.4itreeis;*&™*-BusinessCollege"The relevant
articledsAnn.$totheplaint.Theplaintiffclan, that"thetenor, content,
roantferofheadingandpositioninthenewspaperaswellasitsaccompanyi
ngrartoonirdepictionclearlyindicate malidBaimedatportraying
(directly.,ininnmendoandbyiuxtaposifion)theplaintiffslasschemers,
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criminals,conspirators,>ildoers,totallyperjured,swindlerswhoareun
fittoholdanyresponsibl$J§fficeaswellasincapableofcarryinuoutth
eirdutiesand||robjectsascontainedinthe.rmemorandaofAssociatio
nbecountedamongandMereforecannotthehonestt membersoftheirf
lppectivesocieties",whichpicturetheydisassociatethemselves|gomh
encetheclaimfordamagestomake good the otherwise posit|/leimageoftheirn
ameswhichstandtarnished.HavingcarefullyconSidjrfiJtheplaintand
itsannextmes,andtheaffidavits'filled.in|||portthereofthecourtisof
unanimous decisionthattheSjficleisdefamatoryandfalse.Indeed~thee
XCet~tS%i|1llarticlealready quoted above,andotherpartsofthesaidattifjj
'paintthe plaintiffs,attheleast,tasconmen,wholurescentstopartwithth
eirmoneyforserviceswhichareeithernonexistentorbelowthestanda
rds

- iwllll5 required and .X|>.nt*1. And t hi s can furth.r he <li*".er ,r'* otherex cer p t s of that
articlewhirl,runasunder,"TheNangal«Sandthecoll»9«arechargingth
eirstudents1600sterling (1.6million)intuitionfees peryear, butthe Good
Samaritan’swear;thatthehighestacomputertrainingcentre:“c.ancharg
eanywhereinthe UKis 70 0 sterling (700,000/=) a year. At that, wh a t the bestcom p
uterschool charge forayearscourseofinstructionisexactlywhattheN.,..galesc
hargeasingleprospectivestudentip"Consultation.«"alon
L S ,,.Nangalea,lwifethroughth&rlinkstraining
centrehoused.nsinglestudioattheSIDOtt&elalongBibiTitiMohamedRo
adboastofbeingabletoprovSetrainingoppn,tnnit,esandjobs..the
KM .-umntiffr'esiftBin anrl rospoct™ r*inong clearly, from the above,thqgplaint
uts«theordinarymembersofourl$ocltymusthavebeenloweredwithaco
nsequenceofbeingshunne~awayforbein gtainted with unreliable, dubious,
anduntrustworthycharacteristicsletaloneheinclookeduponascon
men.‘SFlowin gfrom that, their business would naturally have been affected for n o p
otentialstudent, wouldagainriskdealingwithacharatiteroftheadverti
sedtype.]. -Js'r ' That settled, ne § we /Shouldproceedonwhat,shouldbereward
edasrecompens*or&elostfaceandbusiness.Theolairit.iffsclaim 500,
#,00~=apart,fromInterest.The gentlemenassessorshave Ball *»+«»«varying
Viewsintermsofquantum.Theyhaveproposalsh§80»|g30*and25m.T
heyhaveallexpressedviewsthatthe extentb fthe.Plaintiffs'tarnishedna
medeservetobeequallycompensated.Thavecarefullyconsidered/
theirviewr;andweighedthesamewiththestatusoftheplaintiffs,the
potentialinbusinessandtheextentofthearea:covetedby,thesaiddefama
torypublicationandThavecometosettleonafiguresomehowbelow
thepropositionsopinedbythegentlemenassessors.Nodoubt,thelsttplai
ntiff:isa-personofsoundstatusasportlayedinhisaffidavit(aholderof

afirst,d e gr e e in Agricultural Engineering,amasterofsciencedegreeinrenew
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ableEnergyaridMasterofBusinessadministration,aTechnical Manager
inEquityinvestmentManagementLtd, MemberofBoardofDirectors
of TTB.andhadheldvariouskeypositions,inllmojawaViiana(mew),Ki
IomberoSugarcoy,Directorofthe3rdplaintiff)buthishasnotestablis
hedhowhereichedat;.shs.200,000,000 /= of his worttmess. Apartfromthesa
idlstPlaintiff,the2ndand3rdplaintiffshavenotbeensufficientlypr
ovedtohaveareknown focal attra c tio n both locally and internationallyif we put
asidethelinkinbusinesswhichwassubjectof Hieatta ckby the relevant,
libellous article. Neither was evidence sufficientlyestablishedwhichshowthatth
e3rdplaintiffhaslostbusinesspotentialtoatuneofshs.150,000,000/=cla
imedasperaffidavitandsoisthecasewith-2ndDefendant. «* ' "'s*m\ All in
all, Tam satiafied Jjriilatthedamagecausedbythelibe]lbuRarticletoall the
threeplaintiffscanbeatonedbyaliberalsumtoatuneoften millionshilli
ngswhichisherebyawarded. Asobservedbythegentlemenassessorsthe
plaintiffsarealsoentitledtointerestbuttnotcommencingfromthed
atewhenthedefamatoryarticlewaspublishedbutrather from the date ofju
dgement,andtherateisnot40%asclaimed (whosebasiswasnotestablis
hed)butshouldbeattherulingBankrate. Judgementisenteredinfavourof
theplaintiffsinthetermsasindicatedabovewithcosts.(l,, R.Kaleyev
a)JUDGE16\11\98 Deliveredinthepresenceoftheplaintiffs(lstand2nd)arid
Mr. Kalolo,todaythel6thNovember..1.99. ATDARERSALAAM, (L.R.Kale
geya)lifciLilQXem hfttLiM ft vtUnGR 5
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