
By letter ACHPR/COMM 262/2002 of the 30th October 2002, the Secretariat of the African Commission 

acknowledged receipt of the Communication (the SCAPO and SCNC Complaint) to the MIDH specifying 

that this Communication would be recorded in the Agenda of the Commission which would consider it for 

seizure at its 33rd Ordinary Session scheduled for the 5th to 19th May in Niamey, Niger.

During its 33rd Ordinary Session which took place from 15th to 29th May 2003 in Niamey, Niger, the 

Commission examined this Communication and decided to be seized of it.

By Note Verbale ACHPR/COMM/262/ 2002 of the 11th June 2002, the Secretariat of the Commission 

wrote to the Respondent State informing it of the decision and requesting it to convey its arguments on the 

admissibility of the case to the Commission within three months. A copy of the complaint had been 

attached to this memo. It is important to recall that the copy of this complaint had been handed to the 

delegate of the Respondent State during the 33rd Ordinary Session of the Commission which had taken 

place in May 2003 in Niamey, Niger.

By letter ACHPR/COMM/262/ 2002 of even date, the Secretariat of the Commission informed the 

Complainant of the Commission’s decision and requesting it to convey to the latter its arguments on the 

admissibility of the case within three months.

During its 34th Ordinary Session which was held from 6th to 19th November 2003 in Banjul, The Gambia, 

the delegation from the Respondent State presented Côte d’Ivoire’s reaction to the Communication. The 

delegation further delivered to the African Commission a written memo in which figured the said 

observations and arguments pertaining to the admissibility of the Communication.

At its 35th Ordinary Session which was held from 21st May to 4th June in Banjul, The Gambia, the African 

Commission considered the Communication and deferred its decision on the admissibility of the 

Complaint to its 36th Ordinary Session.

By letters dated 21st June 2004 the Secretariat of the African Commission communicated this decision to 

all the Parties to the Communication and requesting them to convey to the Commission, for all intents and 

purposes, any extra arguments they may have on admissibility.

On the 27th September 2004, the Secretariat of the African Commission received a letter from the 

Complainant in which it outlined its reaction to the arguments put forward by the Respondent State with 
regard to the admissibility of the Complaint.

On the 11th October 2004, the Secretariat conveyed this memo to the Respondent State.

At its 36th Ordinary Session which took place from 23rd November to 7th December 2004 in Dakar, 

Senegal, the African Commission examined the Complaint and declared it admissible.

By Note Verbale of the 20th December 2004, the Secretariat conveyed this decision to the Respondent 

State and invited it to submit its arguments on the merits within three months, to enable it examine the 

Complaint at this stage during the 37th Ordinary Session.



On this same date a letter had been sent to the Complainant informing it of the African Commission’s 

decision and requesting its arguments on the merits of the Complaint.

During its 37th Ordinary Session which took place from the 27th April to 11th May 2005 in Banjul, The 

Gambia, the African Commission examined the Complaint and, granting the request of the Respondent 

State, decided to defer its ruling on the merits of the Communication to its 38th Ordinary Session.

This decision had been conveyed to the Parties to the Complaint on the 30th June 2005. On this occasion, 
the Secretariat had notably reminded the Respondent State that its arguments on the merits of the case 

were still pending.

20. On the 12th September 2005, in the absence of any reaction from the Respondent State, a reminder 

letter had been sent to it.

On the 7th November 2005, the Respondent State conveyed its arguments on the merits of the 

Communication to the Secretariat.

22. On the 10th November 2005, the Secretariat acknowledged receipt and conveyed the said arguments 

to the Complainant for its reaction.

23. During the 38th Ordinary Session which was held from 21st November to 5th December 2005 in 

Banjul, The Gambia, the African Commission examined the Complaint and, in the absence of any reaction 

from the Complainant with regard to the supplementary arguments submitted by the Respondent State on 

the merits of the Complaint, decided to defer the case to its 39th Session.

On the 10th January 2006, the Secretariat informed the Parties of this decision.

On the 23rd March 2006, the Secretariat sent a reminder to the Complainant for its reaction to the memo 

from the Respondent State on the merits of the case. A copy of the document had been attached to the 

reminder letter, for all intents and purposes.

During its 39th Ordinary Session held in Banjul from 11th to 25th May 2006, the Commission decided to 

defer its decision on the merits to its 40th Ordinary Session and so informed the Parties by letter 

ACHPR/LPROT/ COMM 262/2002/RK dated 30th June 2006.

On the 28th September 2006, the Secretariat of the African Commission wrote a letter ACHPR/LPROT/ 

COMM 262/2002/VC to the Complainant reminding it that its reaction to the arguments of the 

Respondent State was still pending.

The Complainant has not reacted to the arguments submitted by the Respondent State on the merits of the 

Complaint. Another reminder had again been sent to it in September 2006 and this also has remained 

without response. The African Commission gave a last chance to the Complainant to react to the 
arguments submitted by the Respondent State and deferred its consideration of the merits of the 

Complaint to the 41st Ordinary Session.



The Complainant, by letter dated 17th November 2006 and sent to the Secretariat of the Commission on 

the 20th November 2006, indicated that it did not have any new arguments to submit following the 

Memorandum on the merits presented by the Ivorian Government.

During its 41st Ordinary Session held in Accra, in May 2007, the African Commission registered the 

request submitted by one of the Parties, notably the Ivorian State, which consisted in requesting the 

ACHPR to defer its decision on the merits on the grounds that the current reconciliation process in Côte 

d’Ivoire would take care of the subject of the dispute which opposed the MIDH (IHRM) and the Ivorian 
State in the context of an amicable settlement.

The African Commission, at its 41st Ordinary Session held in Accra, Ghana in May 2007, had decided to 

grant the request submitted by the Respondent State and had deferred its decision on the merits to the 

42nd Ordinary Session scheduled to take place in Brazzaville, Congo, from 14th to 28th November 2007.

32. Since its decision on deferment taken at its 41st Ordinary Session in Accra, Ghana, up to the 42nd 

Session held in Brazzaville, Congo, the African Commission has not received any other comment or 

request from the two Parties, namely neither from the Complainant Party, the MIDH (IHRM), nor the 

Ivorian State

However, during the 42nd Ordinary Session, in Brazzaville, Congo, the African Commission had received a 

new letter from the Ivorian State which request the ACHPR to defer again its decision on the merits on the 

grounds that the current reconciliation process in Ivory Coast.

In this same letter received by the ACHPR during its 42nd Ordinary Session, the Ivorian State provides 

some annexes showing how the negotiations between the State and one association, specially the 

Association of the Malians in Ivory Coast, are going in process and also promises to send in the next future 

others evidences of the process of the negotiations in Ivory Coast, specially between Open Society Justice 
and the MIDH


