THE REPUBLIC OF UGAIDA
IN THE HIGH COURT OT UGANDA AT JINJA
HOLDEN AT JINJA

E.C.C.S. no, 28 OF 1990

WILLL AN, TAGAYALA fisissgspegsegecsoogsziyeesspssgesiarey PLATNTIND
VIR3US
SUGAR CORPORATION OF UGANDA IMD 2:z2ssegayesgszesasassasse JDEFENDANT

BEFORE: THL HONOURABLE JUSTICE ¢, M, KATO

JUDGMEDNT

The plaintiff in this suit is Willian Tagayala trading as
.'.I.‘agayala Digtributors. The defendant is a registered company with
Limited liability known as Sugar Corporation of Uganda Ltd (SCouL).
By his claim the plaintiff is asking this court to award him a total
of 13,229,990/= for breach of contract together with costs of the
suit with interest st the rate of 40% p.a,

The case arose out of on agreement between the plaintiff and
the defendant whereby the plaintiff sgreed to harvest some sugar
canef for the defendant and transpert the same to the factory of the
defendant. It is the case for the plaintiff thst he carried out his
part of the agrecment by harvesting the sugar canes and transporting
them to the defendant's facotry but in breach of their agrecment the

. defendant decided fo terminatve the contract prematurely. According
to the plaintiff's case thc contract was supposed to last one year
but was terminated only after 2 months. 0On the other hand the
defendant's case is that the plaintiff did not carry out his part of
the contract according to ©The agreed terws and hence the termination
of the contract. |

When the case camne up for hearing 5 issues were framed by the

pariies, The 5 iassues were:

s whether or not the plaintiff ever entered into a contract

with the defcndant to harvest the defendant's sugar cene.

.




~19=

PW1 to administer the estate of Llph.rl Luw=ngwa. The respondent
does not seen to have scriously disputed thet fact but it
ust be clearly pointedrcut that nere granving of let~ers of
adninistration did not nccesserily mcan that the widow was
not to be challenged as to the cwcrship of the property which
she bcllevod formed part od,gés state orf her late husband,
The letters of adminisiral ihplf gavc her the power to
adninister the property of her late husband subjcet to the
right of any body who had a claim to the part of that estate.
I feel this ground of appeol like the previous ones cannot
be sustained, s

~ In 811 thesc circuns tances I £ind that this appeel cannot
succeed and it is aocordlngly dismissed with cogts to the
respondcent, _ .

Before I take leave of this matter however, I would like
to add ny voice to that of the learncd +rial nagistrate
in his last part of the judgnent wherc he said thet the
coulplainant should be advised to continue in the civil court
from where she stoppcd snd this decision should not be taken
as confiiming or disagrecing with the decisioca of the RC11
court that decision should be tested in the appropriate
court if the eosplainent so wishes. This decision should
not also be treated as extinguishing any right available
to the complairant to seck redress agrinst the decision of
the RC11 court in any legally recogniscd way. : .

G. I'ﬂ'-. . K.ATO
JUuLGE
27/3/1995



