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orn in at the farm, 
answerable to whomp 

ety (ULS) execttive 
order No.70f2026. 
which callsfor the 

ignation of our Honour- 
A i Dr Havi 

an 2ot icial Pariahis not 
;‘aflwm: aserious ju- 
+lieal response to nstitution- 

e domestic remedies foreclosed, the 
are: 'y 1 " despite Mr Ssemakad 
g;sgid]:zlhu l'!fll!ffl to be 

A aced,consistently innovat: 
$1g within the law to uphold 

e er Articles 3 and 126 of 
{he 1995 Constitution, sover- 
eignty resides in the people, 
o judicial power derives 
from us. When the Judiciary 

1o exercise that power 
tly, it forfeits any 

ion of constitution- presumption o 
alfidelity. 

Uganda operates in a dual le- 
gal system, and international law reinforces this principle. 
‘The Basic Principles on the In- 
dependence of the Judiciary 
(1985), the Bangalore Princi 
ples of Judicial Conduct (2002}, 
and Article 26 of the African 
Charter on Human and Peo- 
Dles'Rights impose positive ol 
ligations on the State to guar- 
antee ial courts. 
Persistent Executive encap- 

sulation of the Judiciary— 
What some call Musevenism— s not merely an administra- 
tive iregularity. it violates jus 
COgens guarantees, including 
due process. Jurisprudence is clear: where domestic courts 
are unwilling or unable to Prosecute serious violations, international mechanisms 
may step in. Cases like Prose- cutor v Tadic, Prosecutor v Ku- narac, Prosecutor v Akayesu, 
and Prosecutor v Lubanga Dy- 
ilo emphasise that impunity 
resulting from domestic inca- 
pacity cannot be tolerated. 
Executive Order No.7 articu- 

lates a doctrine still emerging 
in African public law: when 
State accountability mecha- 
nisms are captured, non-State constitutional actors such as 
bar associations may lawfully 
deploy reputational, diplomat- ic,and procedural constraints to restore equilibrium. These 
measures are grounded in as- 
sociational autonomy, free- 
dom of expression, and the 
ULS's fiduciary duty to the rule 
of law.f the law society cannot 
act in such moments, especial- 
Iy amid systemic institutional 
collapse, what purpose does it 
serve? 
Engagement with the Unit- 

ed Nations Special Rappor- 
teur on the independence of 
Judges and Lawyers, the Afri- 
can Commission on Human 
and Peoples Rights,and the In- 
ternational Criminal Court re- 
flects a sober appreciation of 
complementarity. Where do- 
‘mestic courts fail, internation- 
al scrutiny is not interference 
butlegitimate legal continuity 
Equally significant is the pro- 

posed Zeija “Accountability 
Dossier” which archives pat- 
terns of silence,conflicts of in- 
terest,and suppression of dis- 
sent.In this era, no one should 
face imprisonment for criticis- 
inginstitutional failure. 
Some lawyers may argue 

that declaring a sitting Chief 
Justice a pariah destabilises 
the Judiciary. But judicial le- 
gitimacy is not preserved by 
ceremonies at Kisozi farm. It 
rests on independence and in- 
tegrity. When swearingin rit- 
uals migrate to private estates 
and dissent is met with pros- 
ecutorial force, legitimacy 
erodes from within. The ULS's 
non-engagement would, in 
fact,be a dereliction of duty: 
Ultimately, the legal profes- 

sion retains one irreducible 
power: the defiant refusal (o 
legitimise injustice. Executive 
rituals and farm-based cere- 
monies cannot substitute for 
constitutional fidelity. Where 
law fuils internally it is the du- 
ty of professional associations 
toact—and to act boldly. 
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