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Corrosion of NRM ‘revolution” | 
as 1986 the onset of a popu- 

lar revolution? Critics of Pres- 
ident Museveni and his Na- 
tional Resistance Army/Move- 

ment (NRM/A) were never sold on theidea. 

And they have refused to entertain any sug- 
gestion that there was such a thing as a rev- 

olution when the NRA captured power via 
military victory. 
For one, Yoga Adhola, an ideologue of 

Uganda Peoples Congress, has argued that 
Museveni rummaged through a power grab 
mistaken for a revolution, based on amis- 
reading of the revolutionary thinker Ra- 
gis Debray and his work on the Cuban rev- 

olution. It is not a very good use of this col- 
umn’s inherently limited space to detour in- 
to the abstruse world of revolutionary ide- 
‘as and arcane thought, but if, for amoment, 

we set aside his reductionist arguments, 
which almost always begin and end with 
what happened in Cuba,Adholais not en- 
tirely off in dismissing the revolutionary 
claims of the 1986 takeover. 
Guerrilla movements like the NRA can, 

in one sense, be construed to have pursued 
State power for power’s sake and to serve 
the material desires of an elite group,much 
less a truly rugged mission of transform- 
ing society politically and economically. The 
guerrillas grabbed power for power’s sake 
even as they wore a revolutionary garb, pur- 
porting to represent a grandiose mission of 
fundamental social and political change. 

In another sense, however, aspirations for 

atrue revolution can be one thing; the re- 

alities of executing revolutionary change, 
on the other hand, can present an entirely 
complex situation. 
In the case of Uganda,as with a great 

many puzzling questions, the reality of the 
NRA’s purported revolution arguably lies 
somewhere in the middle of a selfish power 
grab, fi'omfl)eonset,andafaflu.remsucfi_ess 

fully pull offrevolutionary change despite 

The NRAs purported 
revolution arguably 
lies somewhere in the 
middle of a selfish 
power grab. 
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the best of intentions. 
Undoubtedly,some among the NRA com- 

manders and fighters may have genuine- 
Iy believed they would use the gun to engi- 
neer sociopolitical transformation. They 
risked their young lives in pursuit of a high- 
ersocietal goal,and for long many believed 
the‘revolution’was on'course even as the 
train had long derailed. 
There has been an official narrative of lib- 

eration sardonically preached for decades 
by Mr Museveni himself and an army of re- 
gime apparatchiks.In its most lopsided ver- 
sion, it tells a story of Uganda that started in 
1986,supposedly set against the backdrop 
of utter collapse and hopelessness. It is asto- 
ry of the victors. 

Itisnot entirely a false narrative to the ex- 
tent that there was amodest attempt tore- 
make Uganda and place it on a path of so- 
cial progress and political transformation. 
Yet, taking a close and critical evaluation 
ofthe 1986 promise, it is in the realm of the 
economy where our hallowed liberators 
and revolutionaries fared the best over the 
past decades,but with arecord of econom- 
ic performance that is nowhere as extraor- 
dinaryas 1tmpmente¢llgandaseog;10m 
icscorecardis,in fact,quxte omparable 
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those that did not necessarily experien,,, 
‘revolution’of guns. 

In the realm of politics, and in the <o 

sphere of values,norms and national -1}, 
Uganda today is a far cry from any pros, 
ise of revolutionary change by any m- 

The erosion, particularly of the last 1, ‘ 
ades, has been simply astouriding 

From the hollowness of democrar, 
elections to the hollowing out of whe . 
stitutions of State, the decay and e 
squarely matched by the soci si6 
acountry whose collective national i 
tityis,at best,in disarray. A recurring 
tion in making sense of Uganda’s cuirren: 
plight is what exactly went wrong an 
whatjuncture did the purporte 
tionaries and the revolutionary 
the wrong turn on theroad to to 

trous situation? It is hard to sav. 
But if one takes seriously the notion thy 
there were genuine intentions and a 

idealism of youth that drove many * 
for revolutionary change, it is tempti 
place theblame at the doorsteps of the co: 
ruptinginfluence of State power. 
Much of theills and evil ways we se: 

way Ugandais run today have a lot to 
with longevity of rule that inevitably 
decay and dysfunction as coteries 
dig in tomaintain the status quo that | 
their selfish interests. 
For therulers at the top, tightening a 

on power for the most part becomes 
initself. There is no regard for reflection 
noroom for changing course to re 

train. The arrogance of power,especi 
allure of military might, provides handy 
el to press on even if the warning signs o1 
potential deadly crash are very clear Thisis 
Uganda today,and unfortunately,if tragicat | 
ly,the Uganda of many years ahead unles, 
of course,a true revolution comes in town! 
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