The Complait
a Complaint dated :

he Respondent, Shani

Mwambire, contending that, the said Respondent, was practicing

without a license contrary to Section 20 (1) of the SPMA 2007.

On 13t March, 2025, the Complaint was placed before the Disciplinary
Committee for consideration of the question as to whether the
Complaint disclosed a prima facie case of professional misconduct as

required under Regulation 9(2) of the Supplies Practitioners
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Management (Discipline) Regulations 2015 and the Committee found in

the affirmative.

S. Accordingly, by an Order of the Committee on 13% March 2025, the
Committee directed the Institute to carry out further investigations
pursuant to Regulations 9(2)(b) of the Supplies Practitioners

Management (Discipline) Regulations, 2015.

bmitted before the
‘directed that

inclined .to 18

DETERMINATION

THE ONLY ISSUE FOR DETERMINATION IS WHETHER THE
COMMITTEE HAS JURISDICTION.

11. The Disciplinary Committee (DC) of the Institute is established under
Section 22 of the SPMA 2007 with the powers to investigate and
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adjudicate allegations of professional misconduct against Supplies

practitioners,

12. Section 16 of the Act further requires the mandatory registration of
all Supplies Practitioners to qualify to engage and carry out Supply

Chain Management duties and functions.

13. Section 2 of the Act s practitioner” as a person

14,

16. ies Practitioners Management (Registrati

2015 (heremafter “Registrati

ce the requirement for

17. ion shall confer

membership whi validity shall remain in

force for one year.

18. The Disciplinary Committee has authority and jurisdictional powers
only against Supplies Practitioners or otherwise put, Members of the

Institute.
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The Complainant appeared at the hearing of the matter and confirmed
that the person cited herein for disciplinary action is not a member.
That they had made further inquiries and established this position. We
therefore conclude that the cited person is not a member of the Institute

against whom the Committee has powers to discipline.

Based on the aforegoing, we find and affirm the summary dismissal of

this matter for want of jurisdiction.

We have not been furnished with any evidence to suggest that the
Respondent is currently engaged in the business of supplies
practitioner in light of the revelation that her contract with
Mombasa Water Supply and Sanitation Company had been

terminated.

We need therefore not belabor the issue and are inclined to rest the
issue at that.

In light of the above, this Committee Orders as follows;

a. The case is dismissed for want of jurisdiction.
b. No order as to costs

It is so ordered.

DATED AND DELIVERED AT NAIROBI

CM. FIDEL MUEMA
CHAIRPERSO
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ENG. PROF. LAWRENCE GUMBE

MEMBER
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MEMBER
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