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When did we start 
mockingiove? 

Valentine's Day passed quietly this year, at least for me. I 
spent the daY-at work with my phone switched off. Yes, it 
wasworkplace policy, but also, I did not expect anything 
out of the ordinary. 
As I watched conversations unfold when I returned on­

line,1 noticed a shift. There seemed to be more cynicism 
about love than celebration of it. More jokes thanjoy.More 
sarcasm than sincerity. It made me pause and wonder: 
when did we begin downplaying something so beautiful? 
It is understandable that many people approach love 

cauti,ously.Disappointment h~,a way of reshaping per­
ception.Heartbreak can haroen what was once open. 
Sometimes cynicism feels safer than hope. It asks for less 
vulnerability. 
It demands less risk. Yet in protecting ourselves, have we 

begun to diminish the very thing we long for? I always 
looked forward to saying"aww"at all the gifts and treats 
exchanged between couples, but I hardly saw any.Even 
the people I know are happilY dating or married, they did 
not share hOw they wereloved on. 
It saddened me. And here is why.Love has never been 'a 

foolish concept. It is not weakness to desire connection. 
cOqlparu.onship, or affection. It is not naive to believe in 
devotion. Love,at its core, is one oithe most powerful forc­
es we experience as human beings. 
It moves us to forgive, to sacrifice, to remain patient, to 

try again, and to keep going no matter what.Love is some­
thing that should be celebrated, something we all should 
be proud and grateful to have found. 
Perll3ps whatwe are truly reacting against is not love it­

self: but disappoin.tment. Perhaps what we mock is not af­
fection.but unmet: expectations. It is easier to laugh than 
to admit we once hoped deeply.'Butlove remains beauti-
ful.It remains sacred. , 
It is not a.cuIturaI trend that rises and falls with seasons. 

Itis foundational. For the believers, love is not merely'an -
emotion; it reflects the nature of God HiInSeIt:IfGbd is 
love, then love cannot be something tQ ridicule. 
Wemaychoosetoguardourhearts,andwisdomhasits - . 

place. But gUarding should not become bitterness. Cau­
tion should not turn into contempt. To honour love does 
not require tlfat we ignore pain; it simply asks that we do 
not let pain redefine what love truly is. 
Even in a world that sometimes disguises detachment 

as strength, choosing to value love remains a quiet act of 
courage. To celeBrate love, whether received or simply be­
lieved in, is notfoolish.It is hopeful. And perhaps hope is 
somethingwe should protect just as fiercely. 

Uz N. Ssentamu, 
Writerand ~ 
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LETTER OF THE DAY 

,When school requirements 
,:~:~ cost more than s'chool fees 

A February 14postonXbyHu-
.' man Rights Platform@Human­

rights256 under the headline: 
"Which. government instiw­
tionlbody regulates the prices 
of school fees/tuition?" caught 
my attention. 
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It referred to a circular by St 
Peter's Seriior Secondary School 
Naly<!, which had the following 
costs in thetr fees structures: 

ShS200 ,000 as admis­
sion fees paid in cash, 
Shs850,OOO for school uniforms, 
ShS150,000 development fee, 
S4S350,000 for study trips 
Shs50,000 contribu­
tions ' to the school ad­
ministration PTA board 
Shs2.4m school fees for board­
ing students each term, 
Shs50,000 for DSTV subscrip­
tion each term per student. 
The post ended with the key 
question: "After charging par­
ents all this, what's the aim of 
paying school fees?" , 

There was a time when "back 
to school" meant paying tuition, 
buying a few text and exercise 
books, and maybe replacing a 
worn-out pair of shoes. 

Those were the simple days, 
when school fees were the main 
financial shock of the term. To­
day,however, the real cost of ed­
ucation seems to lie everywhere 
except in the core fees, Increas­
ingly, schools- are issuing de­
tailed directives that go far be­
yond uniforms and textbooks. 

Parents are now being told 
exactly where to buy stockings, 
ballet dresses, school bags, and 
even belts and not just recom­
mended vendors, but manda­
tory, school-approVed suppliers. 
In some cases,items will only be 
accepted if purchased directly 
from the school. 
Onebeginstowonder: wh~ 

...exactly are schools heading? 
Standardisation is understand­
able. Uniformity promotes iden­
tity and discipline. But when in­
stitutions begin dictating the 
precise source of items that are 
widely available in the open 
market, often at significantly 
lower prices, the line between 
maintaining standards and cre­
ating monopolies starts to blur. 

Parents are already navigat­
ing a challenging economic en­
vironment. Inflation, transport 
costs, food prices, and utility 
bills continue to stretch house­
hold budgets, Adding compul­
sory, single-source purchasing 
requirements, particularly for 
everyday items, raises serious 
concerns about affordability 
and fairness. 
Education is meant to be 

about learning, growth, and op-

• • <;", .~-. 

~ ...0 --

portunity. It should not feel like . merilalllas-shifted in the edu­
entry into a dosed retail ecosys- : cation model. Schobls are pillarS 
tern. The·troubling pattern is : of society. They shape the next 
not the items thernselves,stock- : generation . .That responsibili- , 
ings, belts, bags, but the creeping : ty calls for palance, transparen­
expansion of control over how ~ Cy, and sensitivity to the finan­
and where families spend then- ' cial realities of the families they ' 
money. : serve. 
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Today it is belts. TomoITQw it ; _ Because if education becomes 
could be branded under wear: : ,unaffordable not through fees; -_ 
onlyavailableatthe~lgate. [ put through mandatory add- .' 
The day after, who kp.ows? At : oris, then the system risks un­
what point does safeguarding : dermining the very access i t· 
uniformity become overreach? : claims to promote. It may be 
It is important to note that par- • time for a broader conversa­
ents are not resisting standards; : -tioJl about where school is go- ~ 
they are questioning the ex~ ; ing, ;md'who ultimately pays -
cess. They are asking whether n .hepnce: ' ' -~. '0 ' -

schools are prioritising learning , __________ _ 
or revenue streams, And they 
arerighttoask. : PaulMwirigiMuriungi, --
If the cost orcompliance be- : parent, and marketing _ 

gins to outweigh the cost of tu- : communication~ professional , .--­
ition. then something funda-
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can the new secondary school curriculum be taught online? ' 

. James Paul Okatta, 
Head teacher 
The new curriculum is very 
competitive. Some areas re­
quire hands-on interven­
tions.After some topics, you 
need to examine students, it 
is learner-centred. The teach­
er just guides the student. 

Paul Ojilong, 
Head teacher 
It is possible but teachers are 
not aware that technology 
has eased teaching and stu­
dents are already doing it us­
inglocal resources. The only 
challenge iSthat some par~ 
ents can't afford the'equip-
ment. .' -
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Grace Acheng, 
Head teacher ' 
Itis.veryposSlhl~because 
there are actiVities which 
you show-the leamer online 
and they understand'quick­
ly. The challenge is w.~ do not 
have the equipment that fa-

- cilitates the process. 

WInnie N:atunkunda, 
Head teacher 
For now it is not possible. 
Some schools don't have 
computers, they don't haVe­
projectors, some cannot af-
ford Internet. ' 
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