
14 'NEEKENDVISIQN 
May 2-3. 2026 . 

COMMENT 

'

he Inzu Ya Masaaba (IYM) 
dispute, in Bugisu sub-region, 
is escalating around two 
unresolved questions. The first 
is,whether HRH Jude Mike 

Mudoma's term ended in 2025 or runs 
to'2028. The second is whether IYM 
could lawfully be recast as Umukuuka 
wa Bugisu without the authority of its 
founding organs: communities and 
constitution. These constitutional, 
legal, linguistic and cultural issues 
affect Bamasaaba identity, leadership 
legitimacy and Babukusu inclusion in 
Uganda and Kenya. If not addressed 
lawfully, rising anger and counter 
mobilisation may deepen confrontation 
and create serious public order risks. 

INZU YA MASAABA DISPUTE REQUIRES LEGAL 
CLARITY AND RESPECT FOR MEDIATION 

The recent dossier prepared by 
S1,!rv:ivi.og promoters of IYM provides 
an ethnographic and institutional 
genealogy of Inzu Ya Masaaba. 
It situates the Bamasaaba as a 
transboundary cultural community 
comprising Bamasaaba in Uganda 
and Babukusu in Kenya, with shared 
ancestry, language and culture, and 
notes their recognition in Uganda's 
constitutional ethnic schedule. It 
records that IYM emerged from 
consultations between 2002 and 2008, 
followed by founding instruments and 
approval by the then district councils of 
Sironko, Mbale, Manafwa and Bududa: 
It also records that the first General 
Assembly sat on Juhe 30, 2010, elected 
the Cultural Council, adopted the 
Constitution and initiated the election 
process for the first Umukuuka, 
followed by rotational succession to 

Umukuuka II and the contested third 
transition. 

This background matters because 
IYM was created as a collective cultural 
institution, not an individual title. The 
office of Umukuuka was established 
within an institutional framework. 
Any alteration must "e tes~ed against 
the Constitution of IYM, competent 
organs and the wishes of constituent 
Bamasaaba communities. 
• The current tensions require 
restraint. Recent updates refer to public 
oppOSition to HRH Mudoma, with 
sections rejecting the Bagisu label and 
insisting that they are Bamasaaba, 
not merely Bagisu. Some opposition 
has reportedly included insulting 
language directed at the Umukuuka 
Such language should be avoided. 
Grievances may be serious, but cultural 
disputes require disciplined expression 
while the matter is before court 
mediation. 
The linguistic question requires care. 
The name Bamasaaba carries a broader 
cultural and historical identity. It 
connects communities associated with 
Masaaba, including Mwambu, Wanale . 
and Mubuya lineages. It also includes 
the Babukusu, a sizeable part of the 
Bamasaaba within Uganda and Kenya. 
Mt Elgon is known as Masaaba. By 
contrast, Bagisu is often treated as 
narrower and Uganda specific. A shift 

from IYM to Umukuuka wa Bugisu is 
not merely a wording change. It may 
narrow the institution and alienate 
communities histOrically part of the 
wider Bamasaaba identity. 

This concern is sharpened by . 
reports that some Kenyan Bamasaaba, 
especially Babukusu communities, 
have stepped aside. Their withdrawal 
would weaken the wider Masaaba 
cultural project. If IYM was intended 
to unite Bamasaaba across colonial 
ant administrative boundaries, 
any language, structure or title 
discouraging Babukusu participation 
should be reconsidered. 

Lumasaaba has linguistic history. 

Since the 1960s, Radio Uganda's 
Butebo Ch~nnel broadcast news 

Where recognition is contested, the 
lawful path is evidence, review and 

in Lumasaaba, confirming its long 
standing recognition as a language 

_ mediation. The complaints requiring 
formal response are specific. HRH 
Mudoma and his supporters should 
show the constitutional baSis for the 

of communication, identity and 
continuity, despite Bugisu being the 
administrative area. Any shift to Lugisu 
orthography shoulCHollow linguistic 
study, consultation with experts, elders, 
writers, educators, clan representatives 
and approval by lawful organs. 

The legal framework is central. 
Article 37 of the Constitution-of 
Uganda protects culture, language, 
tradition and cultural institutions as 
collective rights. Article 246 recognises 
traditional and cultural leaders, but 
only where leadership reflects the 
culture, customs, traditions, wishes and 
aspirations of the people concerned. 
The Institution ofTraditional or 
Cultural Leaders Act, 2011 affirms that 
allegiance to a traditional or cultural 
leader must not be compelled. 
Gazettement alone cannot settle 
the dispute. A gazette notice may 
evidence state recognition, but it 
does not resolve questions of tenure, 
institutional amendment, consultation, 
ethnographic identity, linguistic 
authority, succession or the status of 
founding organs, such as the General 
Assembly and Cultural Council. 

claim that his term runs until 2028. 
They should show lawful authority 
for presenting IYM as Umukuuka 
wa Bugisu. They should disclose the 
amendment process, if any and the 
authority for removing or Sidelining 
the Cultural Council. They should also 
show approval for changes to the IYM 
Anthem, Lumasaaba orthography and 
institutional symbols. 

Those opposed to HRH Mudoma 
must remain 'A-'ithin the law. They 
should avoid insults, threats, 
forced eviction attempts and public 
confrontation. Their strongest case lies 
in documents, constitutional clauses. 
Public anger may signal grievance, but 
evidence will determine legitimacy. 

Court mediation should be respected 
by all parties because its intended 
outcome is consensus and mutual 
accommodation, unlike litigation, 
which produces a winner and loser. 

The writer works with EMANS 
Frontiers Ltd, Governance and 

Security Consultants 

How will the Sovereignty Bill impact journalism? 
y ~ 

agq, I wrote about 
PrOI!eCl'tion of Sovereignty 

__ .~. ,..., __ ~ The Bill had not 
published in the Gazette 

(had not seen and reatf 
the Bill. I relied 

largely on the media reports. 
A lot of water has since flowed below 
the bridge. The Bill is now under 
consideration in Parliament whose 
term is due to expire within two 
weeks. I know Parliament may decide 
to dispose of the Sovereignty Bill in 

-haste before its term runs out, but it 
will be a big mistake to rush such a 
sensitive and controversial Bill. 
In my earlier discourse, I expressed 
fears that the proposed legislation 
would restrict or control the flow of 
foreign funding to the civil society 
organisations and the political 
opposition, I was worried the 
legislation has a high potential for 
abuse. 

I have now seen a copy of the 
Bill under consideration and, 
as a journalist, I am even more 
unsettled. It is not surprising that 
many professional organisations and 

universities have voiced legitimate 
concerns. Nonetheless, there is no 
sign the Government intends to 
change course. 

For me, as a journalist, selfishly I am 
bothered by the proposed legislation 
because it appears it might impact . 
the journalism profession in many 
respects. 

In my long journalism career 
sparming decades, I have travelled 
widely outside the country. Virtually 
all my foreign trips, except two or 

three, were sponsored by foreign 
governments or organisations. My 
training in 1991 in Cardiff, Wales was 
fully funded by the Commonwealth. 
My first foreign trip was in 1988 to the 
headquarters of the European Union, 
sponsored by the Friedrich Ebert 
Stiftung(foundation) of Germany. The 
trip was solicited by the late James 
Namakajjo, then the President of 
Uganda Journalists Association (UJA) 
for Ugandan jOumalists to acquaint 
themselves with the workings of the 
European Union 

I know for a fact that many 
Ugandan jOurnalists have received 
foreign funding to train or to carry 
out projects. The Konrad Adenauer 
Stiftung was for years the leading 
donor to journalists to undertake 
training in Uganda and abroad. I 
was also a beneficiary of the KAF's 
generosity. I know many NRM leaders 
and trade unionists were equally 
beneficiaries of the PES' funding. KAF 
was for a longrime a key donor for the 
Foundation for African Development 
(FAD), an organisation that was 
closely linked to the Democratic Party. 

Both the FES and the KAF are 
political foundations aligned to the 
major political parties in Germany. 
FES is a left-leaning foundation, the 
reason it supported Uganda People's 
Congress in the 1960s and National 
Resistance Movement lately. KAF 
is a right-wing foundation, which -
in Uganda, associated closely with 
the DP, though it also sponsored 
numerous media-related aCitivities. 
The organisation was named in 
honour of KonJad Hermann Joseph 
Adenauer, the first Chancellor of the 
Federal Republic of Germany after the 
Second World War. Being political 
foundations, it is no secret that they 
seek to impact politics wherever 
they operate. I will not speculate 
about their fate if the Sovereignty Bill 
becomes law. 

I know for a fact many mainstream 
media houses in this country have 
published numerous investigative 
stories generated with foreign funding 
or in collaboration with journalists 
in other countries. I know for a 
fact that there are radio stations in 
Uganda that were started with foreign 

funding. There were not-for-profit 
radio stations fully funded by outside 
donors. I know the law does not 
apply retrospectively. However, for 
argument's sake, would I, under this 
proposed legislation, be considered 
an "agent of a foreigner" on account 
of being a beneficiary of foreign 
sponsorship? Would the journalists be 
categorised as "agent of a foreigner" 
on account of receiving foreign 
funding? Many Ugandan media 
houses subscribe to foreign news 
agencies, such as the Reuters and 
the APP for news content. Some of 
the content, it can be argued, could 
overtly or covertly promote foreign 
interests or disadvantage Uganda's 
economic interests. Would publishing 
or broadcasting such content amount 
to "economic sabotage"? Would . 
a journalist or media house that 
publishes such content risk facing 
criminal charges and jail term under 
the Protection of Sovereignty law? 
Where does all this leave journalism 
in Uganda? 

The writer is a veferan 
journalist 


