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Hood Settaala v. Mrs. A,J. ukasa 
1vil Suit Ho. 984 of 1972 

Bof oret Namuchoncho, d. 

1igence- ohild 1niurod by catapult - duty of sohool 2uthorities = 

Nogli 
foye esEGsSng_O1 Fenopal dam2 gos, 

10 
The plaintiii, a boy agod 13, at 1.00 p.m, xas in his cl2sSTOom 

He *as nit in tna eyo by a flying object, and a8 2 rosul 
s ta1ly blinded, 1t was common praotice for boys in the sono 

oatapults and the plaimtiff wcs hit just above tic -oyT. 
" 

se 

scho0L aunorl tiCS nad takcn ng 'steps to elininr tC th u of cotopul ts, 

1. A reasona ble toachOr could not fail to contemp1a te tnav 
use of C&tapults wes dangerous and that an object dis0 nar Be 
from that device could causo an injury such as this o 
Lt was the legal duty of the headma ster to see that the 

old 

pupils o1 her school did not play with such dangerous cquipment to discharge stones. She failed to stop the and olimina te the dangOr. 1so 

She was thereby negligent. 
2. Gonoral damages of 60,000/- Would bo awarded, 
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Patrick Muwanga v. Aubende District administre tion 

Civil Suit No, 455 of 1971 

Bef ore usoke, J. 

CRliRenca by sóhogl authcrities-2snossmonit oY K naral daages for 
LOTSonal iniuries - contributory neRligence oIniant aged 

ye during physical eduoation whilst und or the supervisi on ot tho 
chool authoritios. No taachor was prosent at tho time of the aaoident, 

C he plaintiff and his olassma. ta were playing with roeds and 

rOwinE them about. A rood h1 t the plaintiitrs aye. 11ability wag 

Sami tted by tho dofendant. 

The plaintiff, a boy aged 9, ustained injury to his right 
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