














6.3

6.4

(¢)  Whether the Tribunal had jurisdiction to hear complaints arising out
of African Development Bank (ADB) Rules and procedures in
procurement of goods and works Contracts.

(d)  Whether the Tribunal had locus to hear the instant application in
light of invocation of section 75 of the Act by the Entity’s
Accounting Officer.

In support of the issue mentioned in 6.2 above, both Counsel for the
Authority and Entity argued that the award of the contract for construction/
Civil Works/ Upgrade of the Rukungiri- Kihihi-Ishaka/Kanungu Road from
Gravel to Bituminous standard was the subject of High Court
Miscellaneous Application 28/2017,Muhoozi Grace and 6 others —vs-
Uganda National Roads Authority (UNRA) and Public Procurement and
Disposal of Public Assets Authority (PPDA) at Kabale in which suit, the
applicants had filed an application for judicial review seeking various
remedies against both Entity’s including declarations that;-

(@) The Entity in concert with the Authority acted illegally and
unlawfully in awarding contracts to the BEB.

(b)  The Authority and Entity had not acted fairly and in the interest of
Ugandans when they awarded contracts to the BEB; which they
alleged was a “dubious entity”.

(¢)  The Authority and the Entity abdicated duties imposed by Law on
them when they awarded contracts to the BEB. The Applicants
sought the following orders;-

1) Certiorari to quash the decision of the Entity to award
contracts to the BEB, (which was described as a dubious

company).

ii) Order of Prohibition against both the Entity and the Authority
from endorsing “deals” with the BEB.

iii)  Order of Injunction against the Entity and Authority to
prevent them from any further trading with the BEB until it
complied with the law.

1iv)  An order of Costs against both Entities.

The grounds of the application in summary were that;-




























































