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The problell1 with 
Sovereignty Bill 
Sovereignty ofanationhas 

essentially two perspec­
tives,external and internal. 

In substance, the adoption of 
the structural adjustment pro­
grammes (SAPs) in May1987 
was a surrender of our external 
sovereignty by the NRM goyern­
mentto the World Bank and the 
International Monetary Ftmd 
(lMF), which descended on our 
internal sovereignty with their 
blueprint demanding privati­
sationandrelin~ofna-­
tional control over our exploita­
ble resources. 

International borrowing,reg­
ulation and promotion off or­
eigndirectinvestment(FDI),in­
ternational grants and develop­
mental assistance through local 
financial and credit institutions 
were tools employed to destroy 
the external aspect of our sover­
eignty.Domestically,financial fa­
cilities have been manipulated 
by the IMF and World Bank to 
destabilise and disorient our fi­
nancial system through multi­
national companies which we 
furnish with endless tax holi- . 
days, concessions and subsidies 
while they milk the country dry 
and then migrate elsewhere. 

We live in a world where tril­
lions of dollars move electroni­
cally around the world without 
borders. Therefore, the propos- • 
al in the Sovereignty Bill that 
"international monetary trans-

The prohibith7e 
measures pro­
posed in the Bill 
will cripple bu-. -smess opera-
tions. 
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actions be subject to the crite­
ria and limitations specified by 
the Bilris a mere mantra which 
cannot be effectively enforced 
because technically we have no 
sovereignty left to preserve. 

The Bill suggests that obtain­
ing funds from Ugandans in the 
diasporais tantamount to con­
cluding a treaty with a foreign 
state, technically declaring 8 
percent of our population state­
less.All citizens should be af­
forded equal rights and access 
to resources such as land, labour 
and capital, with equitable dis­
tribution of social products. The 
proposed Bill would violate the 
constitutional right to access 
national resources by denying 
the people access to the fruits 

of our labour force toiling in the 
diaspora, which is now our big­
gest export and increasingly our 
largest foreign exchange earnc 

er ahead oftourism and coffee .. - -
combined. The large-scale an- I 

nualrepatriation of funds north 
0[$3 billion by the.4 million 
Ugandans in the diaspora has 
boosted the local economy by 
increasing available capital and 
taxrevenue, thereby strength­
eningthe Uganda shilling.For­
eign nationals have equally con­
tributed to investment capi-
tal. The prolubitive measures 
proposed in the Bill will crip-
ple business operations,forcing 
capital outflowthat could weak­
en the shilling. 

The Bill also does not antici­
pate that Uganda's ability to ac­
cess foreign financial IllilIXets 
would be filled with pitfalls.It 
is likely that more developed 
member countries of the East 
African Community (EAC) will 
attract more foreign aid, accen­
tuating inequality.This would 
lead to continued underdevel­
opment and migration orugan­
dans to those countries. 

There has been talk of Par­
licimentgrabbing the civic du­
ty of citizens to elect their presi­
dent without public consent by 
way of referendum We haveto 
challenge that political culture 
where politicians assume gov­
ernance is.too complex for the 
commonman,holding consul­
tations after decisions are made, 
which in itselfis a violation of 
sovereignty. 

A day in the life of a Ugandan 
is beginning to feellike every­
one is on their own and the gov­
-ernment is removed fromreali­
ty. What then might be the rem­
edyto a failing state where sepa­
ration of power is replaced with 
separation of the state from the 
people? 
Think aboutagovernment 

limited by guarantee; a corn­
munity-based-sYstem of gOVern­
ance in which representatives 
are held to accountfortheirpar­
ticipationin the design and de­
livery of change. Citizens would 
not be personally liable for gov­
ernment debts beyond their 
agreed guarantee, hence pro­
tecting individual sovereign­
ty.Communities would man­
age common resources collabo­
ratively,which is more fair and 
sustainable than top-down reg­
ulation or privatisation. 

The solution to thEi challenges 
of sovereignty doesn't lie in p0-

litical will. but in the will of the 
people. Wernust zero govern­
ance down to self-rule at a per­
sonallevel, then to communi­
ty level before advancing to na­
tional sovereignty. 

We should concern ourselves 
with the quality of occupants of 
Parliament not only because it 
has become a breeding ground 
for bad ideas, but because those 
men and women are an existen­
tial threat to the dignity of the 
common man and the destiny 
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We were raised on a simple truth: 
obuggagga bulimu ttaka,(wealth 
lies in the land).It was notfolklore; 

it was a civilisational instruction. Yet more 
than a century after the 1900 Agreement 
handed Buganda one of the most stru<;­
tured land systems in the region, we are 
forced to confront an uncomfortable par­
adox: how did a society so richly endowed 
with land fail to translate it into enduring 
wealth? 

Pre-colonial Buganda understood land as a 
livipg~ The Kabakaheld ultimate au­
thori~ but land was organised through chiefs 
and clans to sustain production,loyalty,and 
governance. It was not fragmented property; 
it was !l c~rdinatedresource. 

The 1900 Agreement altered that reality.It 
formalised land into Mailo titles; surveyed, 
registered,and allocated to chiefs and nota­
bles,many rewarded fortheir service in war, 
administration,and expansion.In today's 
terms,Bugandareceivedprimerealestate 
with legal backing at the very dawn of mod­
ern capitalism 

It was ahead start few societies enjoyed.For 
a time,Buganda surged aheaciItled in edu­
cation; administration,and social organisa­
tion.Its central location amplified its influ­
ence.Even ~itsimprinton Uganda'sinsti­
tutionallife is unmistakable. 

But while Buganda advanced intellectually 
and~itfaltered economically on the 
very asset that should have secured its future. 

The expIanationis often outsourced to colo­
nial disruption, to the unitary State, to politics. 

. These factors mattez:But economics plays by 
different rules.It rewards discipline,organisa­
tion,and long-term thinking. 

And here lies the hardertruth.It is difficult, 
indeed painful, to walk through ~pala to­
day and encounter descendants of the very 
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Buganda~s Mallo land: A gift 
nrisll1anaged, not a curse 
The f9undatiQn has 
not disappeared ithas 
been misapplied. 

. chiefs and aristocratic families who were en­
dowed with Mailo land,now living with little 
or nothing to their name. This is not merely a 
historical contradiction; it is afailure of stew­
ardship across generations. 
How does a family move from land owner­
ship at scale to landlessness within two or 
three generations? 

The answer is neither mysterious nor acci­
dental.Itis structural and behavioural 

Mailo land,once consolidated, was steadi­
lyfragmented.Inheritance became subdivi­
sion; subdivision became dispute; dispute of­
ten ended in distress sales.Land was divid­
ed among extended families until plots be­
came too small to sustain meaningful enter­
prise. What remained was not wealth, but ti­
tles Without strategy. 

In that vacuum, others stepped in. Not al­
ways through force, but through patience, 

capital,and organisation.Land changed 
hands; legally,quietly,and often irreversibly. 

We now speak ofland.grabbers.But this lan­
guage can become a convenient refuge from 
a harder truth: where landis underutilised, 
fragmented,or sold piecemeal,a~itionis _ 
inevitable.capllal does not sleep. 

Buganda's missed opportunity was not p0-

litical dominance; it was economic consoli- .r 
dation. With its early access to titledland,cen" 
tral geography, and educational advantage, 
it could have builtintergenerational wealth 
through estates,commercial agriculture, ur­
ban development, and family enterprises. 

Instead,land became inheritance to be di­
vided rather than capital to be grown.And 
yet, this is not a closed chapter. 

Buganda remains one of the most organised 
and culturally cohesive societies in the region. 
Its institutions endure.Its people continue to 
lead in many sectors. The foundationhas not 
disappeared it has been misapplied. 

The question, then,is not whether Mailo 
land was a curse.It was notItwas a gilt. The . 
real question is whether Buganda is ready to 
reclaim its own wisdom to move from senti­
mentto stra~frominheritancetoenter­
prise. 

Because if obuggagga bulimu ttakais to 
mean anything in the 21st century,itmust be 
proven-not repeated. 

I Gertrude Kamya Othieno, 
Political Sociologist/Writer 
Alumna of london School of Economics, 
gokbookS@gmaiLcom . 

Illilllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllnllllllllllllll11111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 

SOlllalia's failure to normalise relatiQns--with 
Israel early led to a preventable dilell1llla 

n today's shifting g~opoliticallandscape, 
timing is everything. Decisions delayed 
can become opportunities lost. Somalia 

now finds itself facing a diplomatic dilem­
ma that, arguably, could have been avoided. 

For decades,Somalia maintained a firm p0-
sition ofnon-engagement with Israel, rooted 
in historical alignment with Arab States and 
strongsupportforthe Palestinian cause. TI::liS 
stance reflected both political solidarity and 
domestic public sentiment.HoweveI;global 
and regional dynamics have evolved signifi­
cantly,while Somalia's policy has remained 
largely unchanged. 

Overthepastfewyears,severalAraband 
Muslim-majority countries have taken bold 
steps to normalise relations with IsraelNa­
tions such as the UnitedArab Emirates,Bah­
rain,Morocco,and Sudan chose to establish 
diplomaticties,driven by strategic interests 
in security,technology,trade,and internation­
al partnerships. These moves signalled a shift 
frornideological rigidity toward pragmatic 
engagement. 

Somalia,howeva:;did not follow this path. 
As aformer Sotnali diplomat,! observed 
these developments closely. Through my 
woIt,I attended diplomatic engagements 
where Israeli representatives were present. 
These interactions provided insight into the 
potential benefits of normalisation. 

Based on these experiences,! came to be­
lieve that gradual engagemenfand eventu­
al normalisation with Israel could serve So­
malia's long-term strategic interests. In a cau­
tious and indirect manna:;I shared this per­
spectivewitbin professional circles.HoweveI; 
such views werenotwelcorned.Iwai warned 
thatcontinuingto advocatefornormalisa­
tion could result in serious professional con-

_ ·What once could have 
been a strategic choice 
is now a complex di­
lemma. 
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sequences,including the loss of my position. 
The messagewas clear: this was a sensitive 

and restricted subjectI was also cautioned 
.about potential risks to my personal and faro­
ilysafety,whichI did not fully understand at 
the time.As a result, I stepped back from en­
gaging on the issue. This reflects a broader 
challenge: limited space for open discussion 
on key foreign policy decisions. 

Meanwhile, the region continued to evolve. 
SoIruililand~a self-declared independent re­
gion seeking international recognition since 
1991-has demonstrated a more flexible ap­
proach. 

By exploring normalisation with Israel,So­
malilandappearsto be leveraginggeopolit­
ical shifts to advance its owninterests. This 
contrast is significant. While Somaliamain­
tained a fixed policy;Sornah1and has attempt­
ed to turn the same issueinto an opportuni­
ty. What couldhave been a proactive strategy 
for Somaliahas now become areactive chal­
lenge. 

Atthe same time, delayed foreign policy de­
cisions have had broader consequences. Pro-

longed inaction has not only limited Soma- . 
lia's diplomatic options but has also contnb­
uted to internal vulnerabilities. 

Somalia continues to face serious securi­
tythreats from extremist groups such as al­
Shabaab and Isis-affiliated elements. In this 
context, strategic hesitation can deepen ex­
isting challenges and indirectly affect nation­
alunity. 
In November 2023,PrimeMinister Harnza 

AbdiBarre made remarl<s in which he re­
ferred to Israelis and Jews using the phrase 
"children of pigs and monkeys,"while ex­
pressing support for Hamas. This raises se­
riousconcernsabouttheuseofantisemitic 
rnetoric:in political discourse. 

This issue is not only about Israel.It is about 
strategy, timing, and adaptability.Somalia· 
continues to face complex challenges,includ­
ing insecuri~economic constraints,and re­
building State institutions. Foreign policy 

,must balance principle with pragmatism 
Expanding relations with a wider range of 

international partners could open opportu­
nities in security cooperation, agriculture, wa­
ler management, and technology.At the same 
time, any shiftmust be handled carefully. Pub­
lic sentiment in Somalia remains strongly 
supportive of Palestine, and anymove toward 
normalisation requires responsible leader­
ship. 

Ultimately, Somalia's situationhighlights a 
key lesson: delayed decisions in diplomacy 
can narrowfuture options and carry conse­
quences for national unity and stability. What 
once could have been a strategic choice is now 
acomplexdilemma 

The writer is a fonner Somali diplomat to 
Uganda. 
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