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Currently Uganda has 1 Capital City, 10 cities, 42 Municipalities and 357 Town councils. Most of these urban councils have tried physical development planning as an intervention to ensure orderly
and progressive development, but such efforts and plans have surprisingly met challenges which have impacted negatively to the intended purpose. MLHUD having realized the enormous task THEMATIC AREA OF ASSESSMENT, SUMMARY OF OVERALL POINTS AND SCORES
before the Urban Authorities as implementing agencies to ensure orderly development of their environments amidst scarce resources, has undertaken a study in the selected previous 82 urban 1.1: Institutional |1.2: The Phys- |1.3: 14 15: itization on 16
coun_cHs and also assessed the state of land use compliance in the additional 20 urban Councils to determine their level of compliance to the land use regulatory framework which is in place and Readiness to ical Planning | Enforcement |on Breach of Physical Planning, Approaches to D
functional. Enforce Land Use |Performance  |of Land Use  |Planning and Land Use Management, | Enforcement TOTL SCORE
URBAN COUNCILS TOTAL
. - Lo . . - y . Compliance and Situation  |C i L p Con- |Di Manage- |of Land Use (%)
The study investigated the limitations each individual urban centre of the urban councils were facing in their quest to effectively implement the physical development plans. This study further : POINTS
. Lo N ) Performance |trols on Planned | ment and Enforcement |Regulations
sought to provide a scorecard on the level / state of land use compliance within these urban centres as well as provide indicators on what was needed to effectively implement these Physical Land Use of Compliance
Development Plans (PDP's) if orderly and progressive development was to be achieved in the country. ompriance
N Total 7 Score (Total |Score |Total o |Total o
Overall Land Use Compliance Performance Points Score (%) |Total %) Points_|(%) _|Points Score (%) Points Score (%)
The overall assessment results indicate that twelve (12) urban councils [11.8%] scored in the range of 80 -100%. The councils included five (5) cities — Soroti City, Gulu City, Lira City, Hoima City -
and Mbarara City; six (6) Municipal Councils - Apac MC, Koboko MC, Nebbi MC, Tororo MC, Kira MC and Kasese MC; and one (1) Town Council - Pakwach TC. Meanwhile, forty-four (44) urban 4. BusiaMC 35 27.3% 14| 10.9% 5| 3.9% 14.5 11.3% 3 2.3% 0 0.0% 715 55.9%
councils [43.1%] scored in the range 50 — <80%. These included four (4) cities, seventeen (17) Municipal Councils, and twenty-three (23) Town Councils. 5
5. ButalejaTC 6 4.7% 0 0.0% 0| 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 6 4.7%
Also, forty-one (41) urban councils [40.2%] scored between 0.1 - <50%. These urban councils included one (1) city council, four (4) KCCA Divisions, eight (8) Municipal Councils and Twenty-eight 6. lganga MC 23 18.0% 19| 14.8% 3| 23% 13 10.2% 0 0.0% 3 2.3% 61 47.7%
(28) Town Councils. Lastly, some five (5) urban councils [4.9%] did not score any mark (i.e. obtained 0%). The councils were Kawempe Division, Luwero TC, Kiruhura TC, Kiryandongo TC and —
Rubirizi TC. 7. Jinja City 4| 188%| 7| 55% 4| 31% 6 47% 0 0.0% 2| 1.6% 4 33.6%
Table 1: Overall Land Use Compliance Performance Measures 8 TC 14 10.9% 4 3.1% 9| 7.0% 15 1.7% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 2 32.8%
THEMATIC AREA OF ASSESSMENT, SUMMARY OF OVERALL POINTS AND SCORES 9. KakiraTC 37 289%| 29| 227% 8| 6.3%| 105 8.2% 5 3.9% 2| 1.6% 91.5 71.5%
1.1: Institutional  |1.2: The Phys- (1.3: 1.4 15 itization on 16: i 10. Kamuli MC 31 24.2% 31| 24.2% 13(10.2% 16.5 12.9% 3 2.3% 3 2.3% 97.5 76.2%
Readiness to ical Planning  |Enforcement |on Breach of Physical Planning, Approaches to GRAND
Enforce Land Use |Performance  |of Land Use  |Planning and Land Use Management, | Enforcement TOTL SCORE 1. Kapchorwa MC 36.5 28.5%| 25| 19.5% 13|10.2%| 165 12.9% 3 2.3% 3 23% 97 75.8%
URBAN COUNCILS N e " TOTAL o
Compliance and Situation | C D p Con- p Manage- |of Land Use POINTS (%) 3 , 3 3 3 3 3 3
Performance  |trols on Planned |ment and Enforcement |Regulations 12. Kibuku TC 00 15.6% 195 15.2% 11| 86% 2l 16% 3 23% 3| 23% 585 45.7%
Land Use of Compliance 13. Kotido MC w| 2| 2| w6 10 0 00| 3| 2% 8 67.2%
Total Score (%) |Total Score |Total |Score |Total Score (%) Total Score (%)
Points (%) Points |(%) [Points *! |Points . 14. Kumi MC 33 25.8% 28| 21.9% 10| 7.8% 12.5 9.8% 3 2.3% 0 0.0% 86.5 67.6%
Total Possible Points 47 36.7% 40| 31.3% 15| 11.7% 18 14.1% 5 3.9% 3 2.3% 128 100.0% 15. Malaba TC 24 18.8%| 27| 21.1% 10| 7.8% 13 10.2% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 74 57.8%
CentrallReglon 16. Mbale City | 188% 32| 250% 11| 86% 5| 39% 1 08% 3| 23% 76 59.4%
1. BusunjuTC 13 10.2% 6 4.7% 8| 6.3% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 27 21.1% 17. Moroto MC 3 25.8% 33| 25.8% 12] 4% 13 102% 0 0.0% 3 29% Iy 734%
2._Entebbe MC 28] 21.9%| 15 f1% 7| 5.5% o 00% 5 39% 1] 08% 56 38% - Toroto i 5% il i o il i
3. Kakiri TC 22 17.2% 4 3.1% 8| 6.3% 7 5.5% 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 42 32.8% 18. TC 34 26.6% 16|  12.5% 5 3.9% 14.5 1.3% 3 2.3% 3 2.3% 75.5 59.0%
isi ” 9 9 9 9 9 9
4. Kalisizo TC 335 26.2%| 30| 234% 11| 8.6% 6 4.7% 0 0.0% 0| 00% 80.5 61.9% 19. Serere TC " 281% 37| 28.9% o| 70% 1 12.5% 0 00% 3 2 101 78.9%
5. Kalungu TC 17| 13.3% 4 31% 11| 8.6% 4 3.1% 5 3.9% 1| 0.8% 42 32.8%
i 9 9 9 9 9 9 9
6. Kampala - Central Division 1 08% 0| 0.0% 0| 0.0% o] 00% 0 0.0% 1| 08% 2 1.6%| |20 SironkoTC 2 4% 8 63% 2| 1.6% o 00% 2 1% 0] 00% 2 eS8
i Ci 9 9 9 9 9 9 »
7. Kampala - Kawempe Division 0 0.0% o 00% ol 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% o 0o% 0 0.0% 21. Soroti City 35 27.3%| 37| 289% 13[10.2%| 165 12.9% 0 0.0% 3| 23% 104.5 81.6%
22. Tororo MC 42 32.8% 34| 26.6% 13]10.2% 16 12.5% 3 2.3% 2 1.6% 110 85.9%
8. Kampala - Makindye Division 2 1.6% 0 0.0% 0| 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 1 0.8% 3 2.3%
Northern Region
9. Kampala - Rubaga Division 3 2.3% 0| 0.0% 0| 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0| 00% 3 2.3%
o 1. AnakaTC 28 21.9% 25| 19.5% 7| 5.5% 13.5 10.5% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 73.5 57.4%
10. Kampala -Nakawa Division 1 0.8% 0| 0.0% 0| 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0| 00% 1 0.8%
11. Kasangati TC 5 3.9% 1 0.8% 2| 1.6% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 8 6.3% 2. ApacMC 45 35.2% 270 21.1% 15| 11.7% 13 10.2% 3 2.3% 3 2.3% 106 82.8%
12. Kayunga TC 30 23.4% 7| 55% 6| 47% 13 10.2% 4 3.1% 3| 23% 63 49.2%
i 9
13. Kiboga TC 31| 2424 35| 273w 13|24 18] 1w 0 00%| o o0o% 7 73.4%| |3 AraCity 3| 289% 30 234% 8| 63% 12| 94% 5 9% 3 23% & gz
14. Kira MC 40| 33%| 34| 266%  15\17% 15 1M7% 5 39% 0 00% 109 82%| |4 DokoloTC 15wl 23 180wl 10| 78w 2 1% 0 00% 3 23% 53 41.4%
15. Kyazanga TC 25| 19.5% 32 250%  13)10.2% 4 1% 3 23%| 3] 23% 80 615%| 15 GuluCity 44| 344%| 32| 250%  15|11.7%| 165 129% 5 39% 3| 23% 1155 90.2%
16. Kyengera TC 3 2.3% 0| 0.0% 1] 0.8% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 00% 4 3.1% 6. Kitgum MC 4“4 344% 21 21.1% 12| 94%| 135 10.5% 0 0.0% 3 23% 99.5 7.7%
17. Kyotera TC 235 18.4% 5 3.9% 6| 4.7% 12.5 9.8% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 47 36.2% 7. Koboko MC 39 30.5% 31| 24.2% 13110.2% 14.5 11.3% 5 3.9% 3 2.3% 105.5 82.4%
18. Lugazi MC 33 25.6% 10 7.8% 7| 5.5% 4 1% 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 55 43.0% 8. Lira City 47| 36.7%| 39.5| 30.9% 15| 11.7% 18 14.1% 5 3.9% 3 2.3% 127.5 99.6%
9. Maracha TC 28 21.9% 6 4.7% 6| 47% 7 5.5% 4 3.1% 3 2.39 54 42.2%
19. Lukaya TC 25| 195%| 16| 125% 10| 7.8% 18 14.1% 4 3.1% 2| 1.6% 75 57.7% - - - - - - -
10. Nebbi MC 42 32.8% 30| 23.4% 15| 11.7% 10.5 8.2% 5 3.9% 3 2.3% 105.5 82.4%
20. L TC 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0] 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
uwero % % % % % % “l 1. owkeTc 36| 281%| 22| 124 9| 70% 8 63% 0 00% o 00% 75 56.6%
2. Lyantonde TC M1 5 9% 8) 63% 8 6% 0 0% 0 00% & 30.0%] " 12. oyamTC 18] 141%| 9| 70| 12 9% 145 113% 3 23%| 0 00% 565 “41%
22. Makindye -Ssabagabo MC 28 21.9% 9 7.0% 15| 11.7% 8 6.3% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 60 46.9% 13. Pakwach TC 38 29.7% 33| 25.8% 13(10.2% 14.5 11.3% 5 3.9% 0 0.0% 103.5 80.9%
23. Masaka City 40.5 31.6% 21| 16.4% 13| 10.2% 5 3.9% 5 3.9% 3 2.3% 87.5 67.3% 14. Yumbe TC 9 7.0% 8 6.3% 13]10.2% 16 12.5% 3 2.3% 3 2.3% 52 40.6%
24. Migyera TC 18 14.1% 10 7.8% 7| 5.5% 15 1.7% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 50 39.1% Western Region
25. Mityana MC 365 285% 2| 1.6% 8| 63% 4 3% 5 3%l 3 2% 585 457%| |1 Bushenyi-Ishaka MC 365  285%| 8| 63%  13)102% 13 10.2% 3 23% 0| 0.0% 735 56.5%
26. Mpigi TC 18 14.1% 4 2.1% 2| 1.6% 4 31% 4 2.1% 2 1.6% 4 26.6% 2. Bweyale TC 29 22.7% 27| 21.1% 12| 9.4% 15 1.7% 5 3.9% 3 2.3% 91 71.1%
27. Mubende MC 41 32.0% 271 21.1% 14/10.9% 1 8.6% 4 3.1% 3 2.3% 100 78.1% 3. Fort Portal City 38 29.7% 22| 17.2% 12| 9.4% 10.5 8.2% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 82.5 64.5%
28. Mukono MC 25 195%| 5| 3.9% 7| 55% 65 5.1% 5 3.9% 11 08% 495 38.7% |4 HimaTC 30| 234% 15 17% 10 7.8% 8 6.3% 0 0.0% 0] 00% 63 49.2%
29. Nakaseke TC 4 1% o 00% 2| 16% o 00% 0 0.0% o 00% 6 47%| |5 Hoima City 37| 289%| 34 26.6% 15 11.7%| 125 9.8% 4 31% 3| 23% 1055 82.4%
30. Nakasongola TC 22 17.2% 25| 19.5% 12| 9.4% 14.5 11.3% 3 2.3% 3 2.3% 79.5 62.1% 6. Ibanda MC 40 31.3% 1 8.6% 15| 11.7% 14.5 11.3% 3 2.3% 0 0.0% 835 64.2%
31. Nansana MC 31 24.2% 34| 26.6% 14110.9% 10 7.8% 4 3.1% 0 0.0% 93 72.7%
7. lIsingiro TC 36.5| 28.5% 8| 6.3% 15| 11.7% 13 10.2% 4 3.1% 3 23% 79.5, 61.2%
32. Ngoma TC 19 14.8% 15| 11.7% 10| 7.8% 10 7.8% 1 0.8% 3 2.3% 58 45.3%
9 0 o o 0 9 0
33. NjeruMC 35 27.3% 8 6.3% 4| 21% P 8.6% 4 21% 2 16% 64 50.0% 8. Kabale MC 37| 28.9% 35| 27.3% 12 9.4% 7 5.5% 3 2.3% ol 0.0% 94 72.3%
34. Ssemuto TC 5 3.9% 11 08% 2| 1.6% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 2l 1.6% 10 7.8% 9. Kaberebere TC 29.5| 23.0% 29| 227%| 13| 10.2% 9.5 7.4% 3 2.3% 0| 0.0% 84 64.6%
35. Wakiso TC 39 30.5% 21| 16.4% 13]10.2% 9 7.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 82 64.1% 10. Kagadi TC 23 18.0% 9| 7.0% 13| 10.2% 16/ 12.5% 3 2.3% 3| 2.3% 67| 52.3%
Eastern Region 11. Kakumiro TC 5| 3.9% 0| 0.0% 2 1.6% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 7| 5.5%
1. BudakaTC 32| 250% 31| 242%|  1511.7% 9 7.0% 2 16% 0 0.0% 89 69.5%| |1, Tc 2| 266% 5| 0wl 15| 17w o s 1 osu 3| 23% 62 18.4%
2. Bugiri MC % WIA| 2 16w 7|58 9] TO% 0 00%| 0] 00% S 422%) 13, Kasese MC 42| s28%| 3| 2584 13| 10.2% 12| 94% 5| 3% 3| 23% 108 844%
3. BukedeaTC 21 16.4%| 27| 21.1% 8| 6.3% 13 10.2% 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 70 54.7%
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14, Kibaale TC 2| 17.2%] o oo0%| 10| 7.8% of 00% 3| 2% o| 00% 35 27.3% SelecllematicAreaeriormancelcilibaniConnelDuring;
" Institutional Readiness to Enforce Land Use . . T of Land
15. Kigorobya TC 30| 23.4%| 3| 242%| 12| 94% 5| 39% 5| 39% o| 00% 83 64.8% Cateooryiciurban Conci Compliance The Physical Planning Performance and Situation |1, oc | Routine Acti
2016 | 2019 | 2023 Remarks 2016 2019 2023 Remarks 2016 2019 Remarks
16. Kigumba TC | 188%| 16| 125%| 12| oau|  145|  11.3% 3| 23% 3| 23% 725 56.6% - -
26. Nansana MC A | 57% | e6o% |22 NA | aorn | esow |TPOM9 s | azan | 9aa% |9
17. Kikuube TC 25| 195%| 27| 21.1%| 13| 10.2% 5| 3.9% ol 00% 3| 23% 73 57.0% ‘ : i
27. Nebbi MC** 00% | 703% | 899 |IMPrOVing 00% | s89% | 750y |fuctating 00% | 722% | 100.09 |mProving
18. Kiruhura TC of o00% o o0o0%| o o0% o 00% ol  00% o| 00% 0 0.0% ; :
i i ’ ’ i i . 28. Ntungamo MC 00% | 130% | arz% |POMO | ooy | a0 | 00w |MPO9 | oo | sea% | sere | PO
19. Kiryandongo TC of oo%| o oo% o o00% of 0.0% ol 00% o| 00% 0 0.0% Fhctuatig Fhctuaiig Fictuaing
29. Rukungiri MC 502% | 811% | 70.2% 100% | 11% | 4500 65.0% | 63.9% | 86.7%
20. Kisoro MC 2| 18.0% 25 195%] 6| 47% o  00% 1| os% o| o0o% 55 42.3% ukungn * " % | Performance * % % | Performance * ” % | Performance
Improving Improving Improving
21. Kyegegwa TC 10| 148%] o 7ou| 10| 7.8% o 21w 1| osu 3| 29% 46 35.9% 30. Sheema MC NA | 622% | 851% |pee NA | s | 7asn (gl | A | asdn | s | gl
2. Kyenjojo TC u| 266%] 12| oan[ 15[ m7% 4 3% 1| o0s% o] o00% 66| 51.6% 31, Tororo MC 500% | 649% | 89.4% |9 00% | 3% | 850% DU | g90n | a1y | aer | PO
23. Masindi MC 43| aseu| 26) 203%| 12| 9.4% 15| 11.7% of 00% 3| 23 99 77.3% S  a e
- il il i " i i o2 TOWN COUNCILS
24, Mbarara City 025 33.2%| 31| 2025 15 1.7% 16| 125% o 00% 3| 23%] 1075 82.7% 1 Busunu TC Vi T NA | 2% VA VA 15.0% VA R
25. Ntungamo MC 41| 320%| 32| 25.0%| 13| 10.2% 5 3.9% 5 3.9% 3| 23% 99 76.2% 2. Dokolo TC NA NA | 31.9% NA NA 57.5% NA NA | 66.7%
26. Rubitizi TC of o0o% o o0o% o o00% o 00% of o00% o| 00% 0 0.0% 3 K doTC NA | NA | 298% NA NA 10.0% NA NA | 60.0%
27. Rukungiri MC 33| 25.89 18| 141%| 13| 10.2% 165  129% 5 3.9 3| 23% 88.5 68.1% 4. K Tc NA NA_| 628% NA NA 72.5% NA NA_| 86.7%
9 . . - - - > - 5 KagadiTC NA | NA | 489% NA NA 22.5% NA NA_| 86.7%
28. Rushere TC 14| 109%] 1| a6%| 6 47% 4 a1% of  00% o 0.0% 35 26.9% 6. KakiaTC NA | NA | 787% NA NA 72.5% NA NA | 53.3%
29. Rwimi TC 32| 25.0% o 0.0% 8|  6.3% 9 7.0% 0 0.0% 0| 0.0% 49 38.3% 7. Kakumiro TC NjA NjA 10-6?: NjA NjA 0-0’7; NjA N;A 13-3’?
8. Kalungu TC NA | NA | 36.2% NA NA 10.0% NA NA | 73.3%
30. SangaTC 2| 1725 12| 04%| 13| 102%| 165 129% 3| 23% 3| 23% 69.5 53.5% S KapngaiC A T WA sae% VA WA 5% WA i o
31. Sheema MC 40| 31.3%| 29| 227%| 13| 102% 7| 55% 5| 3.9% 3| 23% 97 74.6% 10. Kibuku TC NA NA | 426% NA NA 48.8% NA NA | 73.3%
5 5 5
Performance Trends of Urban Councils in Select Thematic Areas during 2016 - 2023 11 Kigumba TC VA NA | 511% NA NA 40.0% NA NA | 80.0%
Under this sub-section, efforts have been made to ascertain any changes in performance in select thematic areas in urban councils using the assessment results of the three studies conducted during 12. Kikuube TC NA NA | 53.2% NA NA 67.5% NA NA | 86.7%
2016, 2019 and 2023. 13, Kiyandongo TG NA | NA | 00% VA VA 0.0% NA | NA | 00%
Table 2: Performance Trends of Urban Councils in Select Thematic Areas 14. Kyazanga TC N/A NA | 53.2% NA NA 80.0% NA NA | 86.7%
Select Thematic Area Performance of Urban Council During: 15. Kyegegwa TC NA NA | 404% NA NA 22.5% NA NA | 66.7%
Category of Urban Council Institut_ional Readiness to Enforce Land Use The Physical Planning Performance and Situation Enforcement .Df Lanq l_J‘se Cnm|_:|iance Perfor- 16. Kyengera TC NA NA 4% NA NA 0.0% NA NA 6.7%
Compliance mance / Routine Activities Carried Out 17._Namutumba TC NA NA | 72.3% N/A NA 40.0% N/A NA | 333%
2016 | 2019 | 2023 | Remarks 2016 | 2019 2023 Remarks | 2016 | 2019 | 2023 |Remarks 18. Rushere TC NA [ NA | 298% NA NA 27.5% NA NA | 40.0%
Cities” NA NA | 68.1% NA NA 0.0% NA NA | 533%
19 Rwimi TC - - -
" Improving Improving Fluctuating
) , , . , " , . .
1. AwaCity T25%|  157%| 787%|, 00%|  630%|  750% g 525%| T22%| 533%|puea S 20 YombaTC va | wa [Tt VA A | 20% VA va | 8%
Fluctuating Fluctuating Fluctuating 21. Busembatya TC 334% | 243% | NA 700% | 59.3% N/A 200% | 194% | NA
. y . ; s . , , .
2. Fort Portal Gity T00%|  649%| 809%| o e Y 650%|  852%|  550%|por Y 368%| 306%| 800%| om0 “ - T A e
3. GuluCily 62%| 81.1%| 93.6%| POV 65.0%  704%  800% /F',W;fow"g 50.8%|  83.3%| 100.0%|mProving 23, Kabwohe  Itendero TC 501% | NA | NA - 550% | NA NA - 675% | NA | NA —
- eromance - 24. KyoteraTC na | s95% | s00% |Peclining NA | 8% | 1255 |9 NA | 583% | 40.0% |Pecliming
Fluctuating Fluctuating Fluctuating b g 5% - o - o "
4. Hoima City 451%|  838%| 78.7% 350%|  852%|  85.0% 725%|  47.2%| 100.0% i i i
& ’ * performance b i * | Performance i ’ ° |Performance 25. Anaka TC A | s6s% | s |ITPOUNS NA | ea0% | 625% E:If,(’;’;r’;’gm NA | 69.4% | 46.7% g:;(’;’r’,’;’agnce
5. Jinja City 67.8%| 865%| 51.1% f,’;‘;;‘f;g’fce 950%|  926%|  17.5% gzg;’:zgm 775%| 833%| 26.79%|Fluctuating 26. Kasangati TC NA | 432% | 10.6% g:;f(’)’f':ggm NA | 00% | 25% ’P”;’r’f’:r‘:;’gme NA | 381% | 13.3% ngfwgm
- - - Improving Declining Improving
6. Lira City T85%|  T84%| 1000% |9 00%|  963% 988 | 800%|  9aa%| 1000%| PO 2. Wi 1Y NA | 318% | 404% | poriormance NA | 58% | 5% |potomance | NA | 500% | 667% | prtomance
- N - L Declining Declining Declining
y ) ) ) § .
7. Masaka City 45.0%| 865%| 86.2%|Fuctuating 150%|  704%| 5259 Fuctaing 67.5%| 722%| 86.7%| M09 2. Rubifizi TC NA | 162% | 0% | performance NA | 3T | 0% peomance | MA | 28% | 09% | pertomance
Performance Performance Performance Improving Improving Improving
Fuctiating Fictzating Fluctuaing 29. Maracha TG NA | 459% | 59.6% | NA | 00% | 150% NA | 1M1% | 400%
8. Mbale City 547%| 73.0%| 51.1% 850%| 77.8%|  80.0% 320%| 250%| 73.3% ! Perforn Perforn
Performance Performance 30. Migyera TC A | e2% | s |TPOUNS Na | rash | zaow P9 a | oo | g7 |ITPOMNS
] Fluctuai Fluctuati Improvi
9. Mbarara City 75%| 97.3%| 90.4% P:;o‘fng’,?c . 00%| 889%|  77.5% P:;O‘ifﬂ Z’gce 0.0%|  72.2%| 100.0% P”:‘;’gmgm P — v | o7 | a5 |moroving VA 00% | 300 |meroving wA | ssem | gore | meroving
. % | 46.8% 0% 0% 6% | 86.7%
Perf Perf Perf
10. Sorcti i 40%|  o4s%| 7459 Fuctaing 750%|  963%|  g2.59|Fluctuating 618%| 91.7%| 86.7%|Fuctuating nproving Flucuaing nprovig
- Soroti City s o7 -°”| Performance e = " | Performance ° S " Performance 32. Budaka TC 28.5% | 488% | 681% |potmance 0.0% 8.9 775% | performance | 2'7% | #17% | 1900% | periormance
KCCA DIVISIONS i i
P TR | oo TR 3. Bukedea TC 2% | 811 | aarm PG | 50 | g4 | e7ess (DU T ggg | ssen | saa | Feokeing
1. Central Division -1/ i 0%
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 34. Butaleja TC 144% | 108% | 1285 |ucaing 00% | 370% | o0% |MMMENG 1 gyg0 | 55y | g0y |Fuctatng
2. Kawempe Division NA NA el NA NA il NA NA ath ' i i Performance i i i Performance i i i Performance
0 9 9 Fluctuating Fluctuating Improving
3. Makindye Division NA na | 4% NA Na  |00% NA na | 00% 35. Bweyale TC 325% | 64.9% | 61.7% |po e 00% | T18% | 67.5% |pooovo | 275% | 528% | 80.0% |poe o
4. Nakawa Division NA 2% VA ~ [oo% VA [ o0% 3. Hima TC 600% | s95% | 638% |PUANI | 7500 | r04% | o7s% Sj;mgm 560% | 278% | 667% |FUANT
< 6.4% 0.0% 0.0% i i i
5. Rubaga Division NA - g NA - i NA - ’ 37. Isingio TC a19% | 207% | 77.79% | FlUctuating 100% | 407% | 200% ;ﬁ’;;‘:;’a"gce 85.0% | 47.2% | 100.0 |Fluctuating
F F
LI ERER 38. Kakiii TC s10% | 405% | 468% PO | so0% | 630% | 100% |FUUAIN T gsgy | g0e | saa | Feoteing
" Declining Declining Declining - - -
1. KamuliMC NA | 784% | 66.0% NA | 852% | 77.5% NA | 917% | 867%
i "_|Performance - " _|Performance - *_|Performance 39. Kalisizo TC 5% |w0s% |71.3%  |IMPoving 00%  |481%  |750% L’Z’;’l‘)’r‘ﬁf; o [190% |47 |733% Zg”n,’(‘)’r‘;”agm
2. Kisoro MC* Tia% | sa% | 489 |DeCinng s00% | 0% | 625% |FeEINg | gggg, | agay | an0n (DTG Fluctuating Flucluating Tmproving
Ie ormance De l‘?””a”ce /e ormance 40. Kamwenge TC 167% | 54% | 723% | 100% | 222% 125% | perormance | 113% | 278% | 100.0% o e
. Improving eclining improving
3. Makindye-Ssabagabo MC NA | 595% | 59.6% NA | 889% | 225% NA | 278% | 1000% p ‘ g
,F:’/e’f‘r’”’;?”ce ge’fl?’ma"w ge”/‘?’(”anfe 41, Kibagle TC 190% | 45.9% | 46.8% L”;’;’;‘;’q’g}ce 00% | 222% | 00% ;ﬁ’;f)‘;f;:’rf’ce 200% | 389% | 66.7% g'e"r’f’;"lx';ce
luctuating eclining eclining
4. MukonoMC 476% | 67.6% | 53.2% 550% | 333% | 125% 750% | 61.1% | 46.7% ; i i
Peror Perormance Pertomarce 42, Kiboga TC 7% | asgt | 660% |MPOMS | gon | oo | eew |MPOMO | g | a0t | ser |9
. Improving eclining luctuating
5. Bugiri MC* 286% | 54.1% | 76.6% 850% | 407% | 50% 37% | 694% | 46.7% p : ;
Performance Performance Performance 43. Kigorobya TC 72% | 189% | 638% ’F’,”’r’f"’v’"g 100% | 481% | 77.5% ’F’,"’,’f"“’”’g 60% | 30.6% | 80.0% ’F’,"”’f""”"g
6. Bushenyi- Ishaka MC a28% | 00% | 7o RIS g0 | 0o | 200m |FUCAINS | gpgy | ooy | e |FUCkalg Frotiatng Dodihing Frctuatno
f_f,e’ff"'f"w Ef’f?’”;?"ce Ze”f’”;?”ce 4. Kiruhura TC 74% | 135% | 00% P:;o‘fng’,?c o | 650% | 3no% | 00w Pg;(’)’;ﬂgme 00% | 27.8% | 0.0% P:;O‘;;Z”fce
. uctuating luctuating luctuating
7. BusaMC 573% | 757% | 745% 400% | 926% | 350% 60.7% | 722% | 33.3% v -
Paromatce Partomatcs Partomatice 45. Kyenjojo TC s22% | 459t | 723% ROV | grgy | 7ran | s00% US| aggn | g% | q000% | FUONAIO
uctuating Juctuating uctuating
8. Entebbe MC 00% | 83.8% | 59.6% 00% | 889% | 97.5% 00% | 667% | 46.7% i
Beromiance Berorance Berorance 46. Lukaya TC 487% | 649% | 5329 | Fluctuating 00% | s93% | 400 (DU | gazn, | 77an | 667 | poand
luctuating luctuating luctuating P
9. Iganga MC 356% | 595% | 46.9% 500% | 889% | 47.5% 560% | 750% | 20.0% i
Perorm Performarce Perfomance 47. Luwero TC as56% | a9k | 00% |FUUEING o\ o0gn | grow | oo% |FUUAIN T gg | sga | ooy |FHeteing
uctuating uctuating improving
10, Kabale MC 450% |814% |78.7% 80.0%  |88.9% |87.5% 85.0%  [722% |80.0% v
Performance Performance Performance 48. Lyantonde TC 50% | 189% | 38.3% |MPving 00% | 444% | 125 |FHcaing | oo | 3339 | s3.39 |IMPOYINg
Improving Fluctuating Fluctuating Performance P P
1. Kasese MC 559% | T03% | 89.4% | 0% | 630% | 825% |po 25% | 308% | 867% [po mproving mproving mproving
eriormance eriormance erormance 49. Malaba TC 332% | 486% | 51.1% 0.0% 59.3% 67.5% 2.0% 333% | 66.7%
12, Kumi MC* 625% | 784% | 70.2% |FUctuaing 95.0% | 852% | 700% |Decining 675% | 122% | 66.79% | ucluatng T Lol s el i
Pertorm Perom: Pertom 50. Mpigi TC 675% | 00% | 3o TV | 009 | gsan | 100% (DU syon | soeu | a3 |Heoueing
e Improving uctuating luctuating
13, Lugazi MC 476% | 568% | 70.2% 700% | 0.0% | 250% 553% | 222% | 46.7% - - o
Beromnce Berotrance Berorance 51. Nakaseke TC 200% | 405% | 85y |Flctating 00% | 206% | 00% |FHcuaing | gy00 | 309 | 123 |Declinng
L N N o, |Improving N N o uctuating o N o, |Fluctuating f é L L
14, Masindi MC ST5% | 838% | 91.5% |prnd 00% | 2% | 650% |papetd | 453% | 806% | 800% [ it FPT— wzn | 2700 | soen |Fuctatng o | oon | ez [merovg e T snon | soo | merovg
15. Njeru MC™ 382% | 757% | 7459 |Fucaing w00% | 74% | 200% (PG N ggo | 7509 | 2679 |FUctuaing ‘ ' : e : ' —{Perormance ' ‘ —{Performance
: 2% | 757% | 74.5% 0% 3 0% 2% 0% | 26.7% o v
Peromance Permiance Betfmance 53. Otuke TC wa% | 05 | 766% PO | g0 | 630% | 560% E:;y”;’gm 520% | 417% | 600% |FUANT
Improving Improving Improving
16. Apac MC NA | 784% | 957% NA | 37.0% | 67.5% NA | 611% | 100.0% ; ‘ i
Peromiance Pertomrance Peromrance 54. Oyam TC 00% | 405% | 38.3% g:;é‘;ifg’fce 00% | 556% | 225% ;’:’%‘fﬂ’g’i o | 00w | san | 00w ;,”;’:f’;r‘:"q’gme
Improving Improving Improving
17. Ibanda MC NA | 703% | 85.1% NA | 148% | 27.5% NA | 500% | 100.0% i i
Perfomance Petomance Pefomance 55. Pakwach TC 0% | s1a% | 809% PO\ 0gn | a0z | s2s% |MPOMI | ason | toas | ser | PO
18, Kapchorwa MC NA | 432% | 77.7% |ImPrOvVing NA | 556% | 625% |mProving NA | 27.8% | 86.7% |mProving Improving Fluctuating Fluctuating
e Rt e 56. Serere TC 548% | 595% | 76.6% 00% | 926% | 925% 517% | 222% | 60.0% |
19, Kira MC** 523% | 757% | 85.1% 300% | 111% | 850% 67.3% | 86.1% | 100.0% AL “erorm
Paromsnce e Pertimance 57. Sironko TC 20% | 459 | 255% |V | 550 | sozn | a00% (DU T wegn | eoas | 1aau |Heoneing
20. Kitgum MC NA | T30% | 936% | NA | 444y | 675% |oPo NA | 61.4% | 80.0% |mPronnd Deglining Beciining Flictuating
/90’"_""“” , 7 / 7 58. Ssemuto TC S0.0% | B1A% | 106% | ot mance 700% | 59.3% 25% | otomance | 75 | TT8% | 133% | e
Improving N N Improving N o, |Improving beriormance
21, Koboko MC NA | 595% | 83.0% NA | 630% | 77.5% NA | 361% | 86.7% i i
? ’ Pertormance i i Pertomance ’ i Petortance 59, Wakiso TC 00% | 643 | gao% |9 | oo | aorn | s2sw |TPOM9 ooy | orew | sare |09
22, Kotido MC NA | 2435 | 63 |l NA | 8s2% | ersn oot NA | 139% | 867% |
le ormance De frmancs /9 0rmance Sources: State of the Land Use Compliance Report for Uganda’s Urban Local Governments (September 2016); and State of the Land Use Compliance Report for Urban Local Governments
23. Mityana MC** 525% |56.8% |77.7% P"e"”f’;"r’:agn e |00%  |111%  |50% P:,"fmgnce 187% |364% [53.3% P";‘{’f’g:’:?agn o in Uganda (July 2019).
24 Moroto MC 55.0% | 649% | 702% |IMProving 700% | 1000% | 825% |FUctag | gaey | 3590 | soo% | FHCUEII | Notes:
Performance Performance Performance *: These MCs were stil at Town Council status during 2016.
25. Mubende MC*™ 625% | 67.6% | 87.2% l;n;;frovmg 0.0% 70.4% 67.5% ﬁ":f”a""g 57.7% | 38.9% | 93.3% "‘; Z‘;;”:’a"gce N/A: The urban councils were not included in the assessment exercises in the respective years.
‘errormance ‘errormance Ul

For more details on the state of Land Use Compliance Report 2023, please refer to the Ministry Website: www.mlhud.go.ug



