IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF TANZANIA
AT ARUSHA

(CORAM:  KILEO, J.A., ORIYO, J.A., And MMILLA, J.A.)


CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 10 OF 2014

FELIX CHRISTOPHER MREMA…………..………..…………………..…….APPLICANT

VERSUS

MILCAH KALONDU MREMA…….……..……………….….....….……….RESPONDENT 

(An Application arising from two Notice of Appeal filed by the Respondent in an intended appeal from the Ruling and Order of the 
High Court of Tanzania at Arusha)

(Sambo, J.)

dated the 9th day of October, 2009
in
Matrimonial Cause No. 1 of 2009
-------------


ORDER OF THE COURT

KILEO, J.A.:
[bookmark: _GoBack]	The respondent, Dr. Milcah Kalondu Mrema who has appeared in person at the hearing of the application has asked the Court to grant her an adjournment in order to engage an advocate to represent her in the matter.  She had also, on 3/9/2014, filed a letter in Court in which she expressed her prayer for adjournment.  Submitting on her prayer for adjournment the respondent explained that she had difficulties in getting someone to represent her as, first, those she initially approached told her that they had been mentored by either Mr. Eric Ng’maryo learned counsel for the applicant or Mr. Mrema, the applicant and would not be prepared to appear on the opposite side, and secondly, that the others she approached told her they were not qualified to appear in the Court of Appeal.  The respondent also told the Court that those who indicated that they would be prepared to represent her demanded a huge amount of money of which she was unable to raise and needed time to do that.  She believed that within four months she will have raised the money for engaging an advocate.

	Mr. Eric Ng’imaryo, learned counsel for the applicant resisted the application.  He was of the view that the granting of an adjournment would be counter productive and neither the respondent nor the applicant would benefit thereby.  Substantive justice would be obtained in the High Court, the learned counsel argued.  Mr. Ng’imaryo submitted further that since the respondent is a Phd. holder and is eloquent she is in a position to adequately represent herself in this application.

	We have carefully considered the submissions of both parties on the request for adjournment.  Much as we do not favor adjournments, in our considered view the circumstances of this case are such that it would be fair and just to grant one.
The respondent has a right to legal representation.  She has explained how, since 21/5/2014 when she was served with the Notice of Motion she has made attempts to engage counsel.  Her explanation is plausible.  She has explained that those who were ready to represent her required to be paid a huge amount of money which she needs to raise.  Though Mr.Ng’imaryo suggested that since she is eloquent and a Phd. holder she could cater for herself, with due respect, being a Phd. holder does not necessarily mean being versed in the law. 

	It is in view of the above considerations that we come to the settled mind that sufficient cause has been advanced for the grant of the request for adjournment.  The application is thus adjourned.  The Registrar is directed to set it for hearing within sessions falling after the expiry of four months from today.  We make no order as to costs.

DATED at ARUSHA this 11th day of September, 2014.
E. A. KILEO
JUSTICE OF APPEAL

K. K. ORIYO
JUSTICE OF APPEAL

B. M. K. MMILLA
JUSTICE OF APPEAL
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