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I.

DETERMINATION

The Complqinont lodged his comploint with my office in June zor5. His

ollegotions were thot Bolokq District Commissioner (the Respondent) hod

foiled to ossist him with his cloim for compensotion ofter his lqnd hod been

token f or Ihe building of o Heqlth Centre.

The evidence shows thot hoving noted aneed for o heqlth cenrre in the e?ea,

the people ogreed to build one. The MP for the aree, Honouroble Gerlrude

Muthoriko (os she then wos), wqs opprooched. Land wos identified for the

project ond this lond belonged to the fomily the Comploinont hqd morried

into. The slory is the some up to this point. The disogreement orose with

respecf to whether Ihe Comploinont wqs going to be poid compensotion or

not, ond if yes, how much.

The Comploinont went to the DC's office but he wos only ref erred to the

Ministry of Heolth. He wrote the Ministry of Heqlth but never got o

response. This is when he come to my of f ice. Looking ot how the story wos

unfolding, the motter wos ref erred for Public fnguiry.

I visited the lond in questiontogether with oll the relevanf porties. During

the inguiry on site, it wos reveo,led thot the lond wqs octuolly bought by o

brother-in-low to the comploinont, o Mr Mkwote. Upon which the

Comploinont modified his stotement thot since he wqs o 'mkqmwini' in the

villoge, he hod gone Ihrough his brother-in-low to purchose the lqnd on his

beholf. This is the some brother-in-low who hod given the lqnd to the villoge

for the ereclion of o heqlth centre in the villoge.

The Office of the District Commissioner stoled thqt they hod nof been

involved in the project on the ocguisition of the lond. According to the DC,

where o community reguests for o Heolth focility under the Heolth Service
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delivery, the communities themselves ore supposed to look ond provide lond

f or the project. Such self-initioted projects rorely hove o compensction

package ottoched to them. 'fhis project did not hqve o compensotion ospecf.
rt hos been repeotedly stoted thot in the ieginning the comploinont hod no

issue with the project; it wos only afrer he could nor ger proceeds from
some of his trees destroyed thqt he begon seeking compensation.

6' r find thot rhe cloim of the Comploinont must foil os there wqs no

compensotion component to the project qnd Jhe other trees that were cut
ond token by the contnqctor were not done 6y the Responden ls herein,

r connot foult the f irst Respondent on ony oct of molodministrotion os their
honds were tied with the noture of the project ond they occordingly
ossisted within their mqndqte in respect to the project dispute.

For the second Respondent, their fqilure to respond to the Cornploinont

when he inguired on the stqtus of his compensotion is unfortunote qnd qn oct
of mqladministrotion. Their response would hqve clorif ied mott ers to lhe
comploinont qnd enobled him to hove on early closure to this cqse. As it
happened, the cose hos token longer with my office being involved. For thot
reason, r recommend to the Ministry of Heolth to be respondin g to queries

from concerned people qs thot sove o lot of gove?nment,s money and even

tirne.
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Motter dismissed.

9. RI6HT OF REVIEW

Any porty dissqtisfied with this determinotion ond with

in the motter is qt riberty to oppry for review to

sufficient interest

the High Court in



occordonce with section 123 (2) of the constitution within g0 doys from t
dale of this determinotion.

Doted this 23rd doy of April, ZOtg

OMBUDSMAN


