
4 NATIONAL N~S 
Tuesday. May 5. 2026 

13.y'.~~~.~.~!-!~,,~~~.~~.r.~ ..... ....... ....... .. ..... . . 

Police has arrested a bodaboda 
rider, Allan Musisi after he was 
intercepted transporting nine 
children from the same family. 
Traffic and road safety directorate's 
spokesperson, Micheal Kananura 
said the suspect was arrested 
yesterday and is currently detained 
at Kakiri Police Station pending court 
proceedings. 

POLICE ARREST RIDER FERRYING 
NINE CHILDREN ON MOTORCYCLE 

"All the nine children belong to one 
family and were reportedly prepared 
by the parent and handed over to the 
rider for transport. We strongly urge 
parents and guardians to desist from 
such dangerous practices. 

Such situations are preventable 
if safety is taken seriously. Let us 
prioritise the protection and well­
being of our children at all times," 
Kananura said. 
The c· statement by Kananura 

immediatety drew different reactions 
on social media, with some asking 
Police to also charge the parents. 
Dr Daniel Ojilong said: "Arrest the 
parents too. 

The State's interests in protecting 
the rights of children override 
parental rights when actions 
endanger children: They will find 
another willing bodaboda rider to do 
the same." 

Ivan Mugume wondered: "Why 
isn't the parent detained for 

n~ligence? The bodaboda rider 
may be wrong, but certainly at 
the urging of the parent. The 
parents are complicit in the 
crime." 

While releasing the 2025 annual 
crime report for 2025 in April this 
year, traffic and road safety director, 
Lawrence Nuwabiine said road 
accidents increased by 3.7%. 

The report indicated that the number 
of crashes increased from 25,107 in 
2024 to 26,044 in 2025. The deaths 
recorded also increased by 4.7% from 
5,144 in 2024 to 5,383 in 2025, while 
serious injuries also increased by 
8.4% from 17,013 in 2024 to 18,444 
in 2025. 

Police anributed the increased 
crashes to peak periods with high 
travel demand, increased commercial 
activity and longer travel distances, 
especially during the festive 
season. 

By Michael Odeng 

A .J-,Ondon-based Tribunal 
has ordered . Uganda to 
pay Rift Valley Railways 
Uganda Limited (RVRU) 
$138.93m (about sh522b) in 
compensation for the unlawful 
termination of its concession 
agreement in 2016. 

Uganda ordered to pay Rift Valley Railways sh522b 
The railway firm had sought 

$527.9m (about sh1.9 trillion) 
in damages for breach of the 
Uganda concession agreement, 
but the tribunal dismis'sed the 
claim. 

RVRU filed the case alongside 
KU Railways Holding Limited 
(KURH) and RVR Investment 
(Pty) Limited, arguing that 
Uganda wrongfully terminated . 
the concession agreement 

However, the tribunal, chaired 
by Reichert Klaus, declined to 
award sh1.9 trillion, ruling that 
the claimants failed to provide 
a reliable record of profits or 
a sound basis for projecting 
future earnings . 
. Other members of the panel 

are Barton Legum and ~Prof. 
Muna Ndulo, who dissented in 
his ruling. The secretary of the 
tribunal was Ambast Ashwita. 

"1 reject any award for lost 
profits to RVRU," Klaus ruled, 
noting that the causal chain was 
broken by factors linked 10 the 
firms' own operations. 

In a judgment dated April 6, 
this year, the tribunal members 
directed that the sh522b will 
attract pre-award interest from 
January 25,2018, up to the date 
of the final award. They also 
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BACKGROUND OF THE CASE 
eln 2004, Uganda Railways 
Corporation and Kenya 
Ra ilways Corporation 
concessioned operations to 
Rift Valley Railways after 
sustained losses. 
e In 2005, a consortium 
led by Sheltam secured 
a 25-year concession, 
establi~ing RVRI, RVRU 
and RVRK. 

ordered Uganda to reimburse 
the claimants $1.27m (about 
sh4.7b) in legal and arbitration 
costs. 

eUga.nda granted RVRU 
rights to operate freight 
services and use key 
railway assets under 
agreed terms. 
eFinancing arrangements 
were backed by _ ; 
International Finance 
Corporation and KfW. 
e ln 2010, Qalaa Holdings 
acquired the consortium, 

The Tribunal also ordered 
RVRU to pay Uganda 
$102,804.99 (about sh386m) in 
historical damages, plus interest 
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restructuring owner~ 
eBetween 2012-2016, 
performance concerns 
emerged over efficiency, 
serl£ice and maintenance. 
eFoliowing a default notice 
and a Japan International 
Cooperation Agency 
study recommend ing 
termination, Uganda ended 
the concession. 

at 3.23% from August 30, 20 17, 
until the final award date. The 
tribunal directed RVRU to pay 
post-award inter~st on sums 

due to Uganda, while Uganda agreement through a lost-
will pay 8% annual post-award profits model, meaning the 
interest on the sh522b award. standard of compensation for 

Efforts to obtain a comment the statutory claims mirrors 
from the Attorney General, that for the contractual claims," 
Kiryowa Kiwanuka, were . Klaus observed. 
unsuccessful, as repeated calls Having already found 
to his known phone number that Uganda breached the 
went unanswered. concession agreement,. the 

SHORTCOMINGS 
The tribunal observed that 
RVRU's failure to meet 
agreed rail cargo tonnage 
targets negatively affected 
its performance under the 
concession agreement. 

"'The claimants failed to prove 
profits on a reliable basis," 
the panel -said, stressing that 
damages must be confined to 
proven, non-speculative losses 
directly linked to the breach. 

BREACH 
The tribunal rejected the 
claimants' assertion that the 
Uganda Investment Code of 
1991 . provides for a measure 
of damages higher than fair 
market price. The tribunal 
noted that any breach of the 
Uganda Investment Code, 1991 
would entitle the claimants 
only to compensation based 
on the fair market value of the 
enterprise. 

"This is effectively the 
same measure the claimants 
sought under the concession 
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tribunal declined to examine 
whether the eVIctIon of 
RVRU management by police 
following termination violated 
Ugandan or international law. 

"The legal basis for the 
claimants' wrongful termination 
claim does not depend on a 
valuation as of a given date," 
Klaus l1.\led. 

According to the Tribunal, 
Uganda repudiated the 
agreement, the issue became 
one of law, entitling RVRU 
to compensation for the 
remainder of the contractual 
term. The tribunal funher ruled 
that RVRI is not entitled, under 
the Uganda Investment Code, 
1991 , to a different measure 
of damages beyond fair 
market value, and dismissed 
its claim based on compulsory • 
acquisition. 

In assessing damages payable 
to the claimants, the tribunal 
relied on projections from the 
Japan International Cooperation 
Agency aICA) report on freight 
volumes expected on the ,, ~ 
railway by 2030. 

I , 

, , , 
I . '" • J " • ~ "-." 


