PAN-AFRICAN SOLIDARITY STATEMENT
PRESS RELEASE - FEBRUARY 2nd, 2026.

Arusha, Tanzania

TANZANIANS CALL ON THE AFRICAN COURT ON HUMAN AND PEOPLES'’
RIGHTS TO ISSUE A JUDGMENT - LONG-DELAYED - IN A CASE
CHALLENGING VIOLATIONS RELATED TO THE 2020 GENERAL ELECTIONS

The Pan-African Solidarity Network, a coalition of regional civil society organizations and defenders of
democracy, stands before you today in representation of The Pan-African Lawyers Union (PALU) and
the people of Tanzania.

Today, the Pan-African Lawyers Union, PALU, on behalf of the legal team representing several
Tanzanian voters and candidates, has filed an application urging the African Court on Human
and Peoples’ Rights in Arusha, Tanzania, to issue a judgment, as soon as possible, in a case that
challenges violations committed by the Government of Tanzania in connection with those
elections in the general elections of 28 October 2020.

We are doing this because this action directly relates to the sham election and coronation
exercise held in Tanzania on October 29, 2025. We believe that if the court had released its
judgment earlier, its decision would have deterred the violations that happened ahead of
October 29, and after, which resulted in the murder of thousands of people. This is because
previous decisions by the same court found that elections in Tanzania have been in violation of
laws and treaties to which Tanzania is a party.

Chidi Anselm Odinkalu, one of the Counsel on record, said: “This case was filed in November 2020. That
is over five years ago. While this case has been pending, we have had another generall

election in Tanzania. Some of our original plaintiffs have sadly died too in the time that we have

been on this case. The Court had originally fixed judgment for 26 June 2025 by the way. That's

more than seven months ago. The day before the judgment was due, the Government of Tanzania
surreptitiously moved the court to arrest the judgment. The lives lost during the post electoral violence
could have been saved had a decision been delivered by the Court before the elections. We are
concerned that the continued delay of judgment in this case may do irreparable damage to the
institutional credibility of the African Court system and leave African citizens asking questions about the
court that none of us can answer.”

The African Court is the primary judicial body of the African Union, which has 55 member states.
The Court is based in Arusha, Tanzania, and thus Tanzania has a particularly compelling
reputational reason for respecting the Court's rulings.

WHY THESE CASES MATTER

The African Court has both the instruments and duty to redress the Government's unwillingness
to date to take any significant steps to redress and rectify the violations identified by it and
numerous other credible sources in accordance with African and international human rights law.
This includes order remedies to hold accountable historical violations dating back to the 2020
and 2015 elections.
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BACKGROUND: OTHER ELECTION VIOLATION CASES AGAINST TANZANIA

This is the fifth case to be filed with the African Court against the Government of Tanzania for
election-related violations. The first three cases resulted in the Court’s finding significant problems
with the Government’s conduct of elections and, accordingly, the Court ordered the Government
to take all necessary constitutional and legislative measures, within a reasonable time, to (1) allow
for independent candidacy in elections; (2) restore the authority of Tanzania's courts to adjudicate
disputes concerning presidential elections; and (3) prescribe the qualifications of persons who may
be appointed to serve as Director of Elections and as returning officers. The Government has taken
woefully inadequate steps to address these violations.

The fourth case challenges the lack of independence of the National and Zanzibari electoral
commissions. This case was scheduled for judgement on 26th June, 2025 yet was reopened by a
decision of the African Court, after the Government of Tanzania filed a request on 25th June, 2025, a
day before.

INFORMATION ABOUT THE INSTANT CASE

The instant case raises the violations addressed in the earlier cases and also alleges a litany of
other serious violations. These include:

e Constitutional provisions that prevent Tanzania’s courts from investigating allegations of
violations committed during presidential elections;

e detention of candidates without cause;

e arbitrary suspension of the campaigns of leading opposition candidates;

e arbitrary disqualification of numerous candidates for parliament and district councils;

e appointment of a ruling party cadre to serve as director of the National Election Commission;

* violence directed at opposition candidates and their supporters, with particular attacks on

¢ dignity committed against women candidates;

e vote-buying, vote harvesting from un-gazetted polling stations, ballot-stuffing and irregular

e counting of votes; and

* suppression of independent and opposition media, including print, radio, TV and on-line
media, cellular and internet services, and social media platforms.

The six applicants all are citizens of Tanzania: Ado Shaibu, the Secretary-General of the political
party Alliance for Change and Transparency ("ACT") Wazalendo, one of the most prominent
opposition political parties; two candidates, one for the Parliament and one for the House of
Representatives; and three registered voters. When the Application was filed, there was a seventh
applicant, Mr. Seif Sharif Haomad, the presidential candidate for ACT Wazalendo. He died on

17 February 2021 and, accordingly, the Court struck his name from the Application.

" Mtikila v Tanzania, reparations judgment 13 June 2014

2 Jebra Kambole v Tanzania, judgment, 15 July 2020.

* Wangwe v. Tanzania, judgment, 13 June 2023.

4 Nondo, Rweyemamu, and Kaunda v. Tanzania, filed 19 November 2020.
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The case, including sworn affidavits, was filed with the Court on 20 November 2020 and served
on the Government shortly thereafter. The Government was given 30 days in which to file its
response. Finally, 90 days later, the Government filed a response, a general denial without
evidence. Thereafter, the applicants filed a reply, a request for hearing witnesses (which was
denied), several more sworn affidavits of witnesses, and a comprehensive brief setting forth
the law and facts in support of their claims. The Government of Tanzania missed the Court’s
deadline to submit a response by the end of March.

In light of the elections scheduled for 29 October 2025, the Applicants, on 16 April 2025, submitted a
request for expedited delivery of judgment. Once again, the Government failed to reply.

On 20 June 2025, the Court served a Notice of Delivery of Decision to both parties, indicating that
the decision — which presumably was already written - would be read on 26 June, 2025.

On 25 June 2025, just one day before the Court was scheduled to release its judgment, the
Government asked the Court to reopen the pleadings and grant it an extension of time to
respond. Despite the Applicants strenuous opposition, the Court granted the Government's
request. Finally, on 25 August 2025, the Respondent filed its response, and the Applicants filed
their Reply on 16 September 2025. The Court communicated its decision to close the pleadings
three days later and has taken no further action since.

The Court's decision to re-open a case after announcing that it was set to issue a judgment is
unprecedented and raises grave concerns about the Court's effectiveness and independence.

THE AFRICAN COURT MUST ACT

The Applicants call on the African Court to issue a judgment in this case as soon as possible, and
also to take steps to ensure compliance by the Government of Tanzania with three prior
judgments, issued in 2013, 2020 and 2023, finding substantial violations in Tanzania's constitution
and electoral laws with the African Charter on Human and Peoples Rights, to which Tanzania is

party.
TThe credibility of the African Court, the integrity of African justice, and the rights of Tanzanian
citizens now depend on the Court delivering judgment without further delay. By delaying further,

the Court risks allowing procedural inertia to eclipse its mandate to uphold the African Charter
and protect the democratic rights of Tanzanians. The African Court must act.
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