














































8.1 This Tribunal has already found in paragraph 7.6.7 above that the Authority 

acted contrary to Section 91 (1) of the Act, when they failed to both suspend 

the procurement process and simultaneously notify the Entity of the 

complaint lodged with them by the Applicants. 

8.2 The Tribunal has faulted the Accounting Officer's decision to reject all bids 

pursuant to section 75 of the Act, as discussed in Paragraph 7.8.3 above; we 

declared the action null and void. 

8.3 The Tribunal equally faults the Entity's decision not to suspend the 

Procurement proceedings as required under section 90(2) (a) for the same 

reasons as seen in paragraphs 7.6.7 to 7.6.8 above, we find that the Entity's 

failure to suspend further action on the impugned procurement after 

receiving the Applicants complaint on 14
th March 2017 breached the 

provisions of section 90(2) a of the Act. 

9.0 Issue 3: WHETHER THE APPLICANT SHOULD BE DECLARED

BEST EVALUATED BIDDER 

9 .1 Counsel for the Applicant made extensive submissions in which he alleged 

fraudulent and illegal behavior by the BEB in previous contracts and cited 

the report of the COSASE sub- committee published by the Parliamentary 

of Uganda which blacklisted the BEB for allegedly converting public funds 

meant to compensate people affected by various projects undertaken by the 

BEB. In the interests of natural justice we invited Counsel for the BEB to 

respond to these submissions which as seen above they rejected in totality. 

9 .2 The Tribunal finds that the accusations leveled against the BEB and 

recommendations made by the Parliament of Uganda adopting the 

COSASE report merit serious scrutiny and much wider investigation by 

bodies more competently equipped to undertake thorough investigations. 

This Tribunal given the time constraints imposed on it in the exercise of its 

mandate by the Act is not suited to authoritatively revoke the BEB status on 

the facts before the Tribunal. 

9.3 For the reasons above the Tribunal remitted these allegations and report of 

the Parliament of Uganda to the Authority for further investigation and 

action on concluding their investigation in accordance with the statutory 

mandate in Section 8 of the Act. 
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