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I n t r o d u c t i o n ' 
A democ ra t i c sys t em of gove rnment , a t m i n i m u m , has to p rov ide 
i t s c i t i zens w i t h the o p p o r t u n i t y to organize , speak freely, a n d to 
elect i t s leaders . The se lect ion of leaders b y c i t i zens is c e n t r a l to 
a n y democ ra t i c s y s t em of governance . As c i t i zens pa r t i c i pa t e i n 
the process o f se lec t ing the i r leaders, they develop a b e h a v i o u r a l 
p a t t e r n of v o t i n g w h i c h is based on a n u m b e r of factors . L i t e r a t u r e 
o n t h i s s u b j e c t a d m i t s t h a t vo te r b e h a v i o u r is a very c o m p l e x 
p h e n o m e n o n a n d h i g h l i g h t s p a r t y i d e n t i f l c a t i o n ( pa r t i s ansh ip ) , 
ideology, c u r r e n t poh t i c a l issues, cand idates " p e r sona l qua l i t i e s , 
a n d the pe r f o rmance of i n c u m b e n t s as the ma jo r i n f l u e n t i a l factors . 
E t h n i c i t y has also been ident i f l ed as a n i m p o r t a n t factor i n f l u e n c i n g 
voter cho ice , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n A f r i ca . 

Tanzan ians have been pa r t i c i pa t i ng i n elect ions since the late 1950s. 
D u r i n g the independence era there was a m u l t i - p a r t y sys t em w h i c h 
was rep laced by a s ing le -par ty sys t em l a s t i ng for near l y t h i r t y years. 
I t was i n J u l y 1992 w h e n the second era o f compet i t i v e m u l t i p a r t y 
democracy was i n t r o d u c e d w i t h m u l t i p a r t y genera l e lect ions b e ing 
he l d i n 1995. M u l t i - p a r t y genera l e lect ions were ca r r i ed o u t aga in 
i n October 2 0 0 0 . T h i s sh i f t i n e lec tora l poh t i c s h a d a s i gn i f i can t 
i m p a c t o n voter behav i our . T h i s a r t i c l e a t t e m p t s to de l ineate the 
f a c t o r s t h a t i n f l u e n c e vo te r cho ices a n d e l ec to ra l dec i s i ons i n 
Tanzan ia . » 

D e t e r m i n a n t s of Vo te r C h o i c e s : A n Ove rv i ew • 
Vote r choices are d e t e rm ined by several factors , inter-alia. p a r t y 
ideology, p a r t y i d en t i f i c a t i on , socia l c lass, p r e s s ing issues of the 
t i m e (quest ions of p u b l i c pol icy ) a n d the w a y cand ida t e s p r esen t 

* D e p a r t m e n t o f P o l i t i c a l Sc i ence a n d P u b l i c A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , 
U n i v e r s i t y o f D a r es S a l a a m 
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t h e m , the pe r f o rmance o f I n c u m b e n t s , a n d the p e r sonah t y a n d 
pubUc image of the cand idate (But t l e r & Stokes, 1969). These factors 
c an be categorized i n t o two g roups : l o n g - t e r m a n d s h o r t - t e r m . Lx)ng-
t e r m factors i n c l u d e p a r t y ideology a n d p a r t y i d en t i f i c a t i on , w h i l e 
s h o r t - t e r m factors are those t h a t are specif ic to c e r t a i n e lec t ions 
i n c l u d i n g p r e s s ing i ssues o f the t i m e , a pa r t y ' s r e p u t a t i o n , t h e 
p e r f o r m a n c e o f i n c u m b e n t s , a n d t h e p e r s o n a l i t y / i m a g e o f t h e 
cand ida t e . W h i l e the l o n g - t e r m fac tors e xp l a in the s t a b i l i t y i n a n 
e lectora l sys t em, s h o r t - t e r m fac tors a c c o u n t for the v a r i a b i l i t y i n 
e l e c t i on o u t c o m e s . F l a n i g e n et. al, ( 1998 : 166) a rgues , "... a n 
i n d i v i d u a r s vote i n a n e l ec t ion c a n be v i ewed as the p r o d u c t o f the 
s t r e n g t h o f p a r t i s a n s h i p a n d the i m p a c t o f s h o r t - t e r m forces o n the 
i n d i v i d u a l . " I n t h i s respect , i t is i m p o r t a n t to note t h a t w h i l e these 
fac tors c a n a n a l y t i c a l l y be separa ted , t h e i r effects o n the vo te r 
choices are v i r t u a l l y imposs ib l e to d i sentang le . T h i s is p a r t i c u l a r l y 
t r u e because voter b eh av i o u r is a very c omp l ex p h e n o m e n o n a n d i t 
is i n f luenced by a va r i e t y o f fac tors . 

Ideology is one o f the l o n g - t e r m factors t h a t de t e rmine voter choices. 
Ideal ly , every c a m p a i g n agenda a n d po l i cy i ssue is supposed to be 
i n f o r m e d b y the ideo log ica l i n c l i n a t i o n o f the pa r t y . The ideology o f 
the p a r t y prov ides a f r am ewo rk t h r o u g h w h i c h f u n d a m e n t a l agenda 
a n d po l i cy issues o f n a t i o n a l cha rac t e r are des igned. I n m o s t cases, 
these types o f agenda a n d po l i c y i ssues ref lect a v i s i ona ry f u t u r e 
society f r o m a p a r t y perspect ive . 

I n Tanzan ia , a very s m a l l sec t ion o f people, i f any , vote o n t h e bas i s 
o f ideology. T h i s is p a r t i c u l a r l y because rnos*. voters have l i m i t e d 
ab i l i t y , know ledge a n d e d u c a t i o n to come to g r ips w i t h a b s t r a c t 
po l i t i c a l concepts , w h i c h set pa ram e t e r s for po l i t i c a l debates a n d 
p a r t y pol ic ies . Lack of a coheren t set o f bel iefs or ideology to def ine 
th e i r p o l i t i c a l a t t i t u d e s is large ly a p r o d u c t o f the level of p o l i t i c a l 
competence a m o n g T a n z a n i a n s (Baregu, 2001 ) . T h u s , i t is very 
u n l i k e l y t h a t ideology gu ides voter choices i n Tanzan ia . 

Moreover , there are no f u n d a m e n t a l ideo log ica l di f ferences a m o n g 
c o n t e m p o r a r y po l i t i c a l par t i es i n Tanzan ia . A l l po l i t i c a l par t i es are 
c lus t e r ed a r o u n d the centre o f the ideo log ica l s p e c t r u m . Whereas 
U n i t e d D e m o c r a t i c P a r t y (UDP) , Chama cha Demokrasia na 
Maendeleo (CHADEMA) a n d t h e Civ ic U n i t e d F r o n t (CUF) seem to 
be s l i gh t l y to the r i g h t o f C h a m a c h a M a p i n d u z i (CCM) a l ong the 
ideo log ica l c o n t i n u u m , T a n z a n i a L a b o u r Par ty (TLP) a n d NCCR-
Mageuz i are o n the i m m e d i a t e le f t o f C C M . I t is i m p o r t a n t to no te 
t h a t m o s t of these par t i es , i n c l u d i n g C C M , are h a v i n g d i f f i cu l t i e s 
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dec id ing p u b l i c l y i f they are pa r t i e s of e g a l i t a r i a n i s m a n d equa l i t y , 
or par t i es of cap i ta l i s t g r o w t h . T h u s far, these par t i es have vac i l la ted 
o n the i r pos i t i on i n regard to the soc ia l is t -capi ta l is t d iv ide, convey ing 
the image of par t ies w i t h o u t a clear v i s i on of Tanzan ia a n d i t s f u t u r e . 
T h u s , a l l e x i s t ing po l i t i c a l pa r t i e s s t a n d o n a s i m i l a r ideo log ica l 
p l a t f o r m , as s u c h they do n o t have bas ic ideo log ica l di f ferences 
t h a t c o u l d f u n d a m e n t a l l y d i s t i n g u i s h th e i r po l ic ies . 

For people w i t h o u t a n ideo log ica l o r i e n t a t i o n to def ine t h e i r ideas 
a n d issues , p a r t y i d e n t i f i c a t i o n becomes a rescue (Campbe l l et. ai, 
1960; B u t l e r & Stoke, 1969). Party iden t i f l ca t i on is the biggest factor 
a c c o u n t i n g for h o w people decide to vote. Party i d en t i f i c a t i on - or 
w h a t Key et. al. (1960) ca l l ed "a s t a n d i n g dec i s i on " - is a s tab le a n d 
l o n g - t e r m factor for m o s t people, a n d gu ides vo te rs ' dec i s i on i n 
e lect ion after e lect ion. Party i den t i f i ca t i on is i n mos t cases re in forced 
by soc ia l i n t e r a c t i o n s a n d t h e appea l o f p a r t y i ssues . I n p a r t y 
i d en t i f i c a t i on , i t is i m p o r t a n t to u n d e r s t a n d the s t r u c t u r e of vo ters 
cogni t ive m a p s a n d hence the s t a b i l i t y o f t h e i r v o t i n g choice . Par ty 
iden t i f i ca t i on provides voters w i t h a f rame of reference t h a t s impl i f ies 
t h e i r cho ice (CampbeU et. al. 1960 ; B u t l e r & Stoke, 1969) . I t a l l ows 
t h e m to zero i n o n u n f a m i l i a r p r o b l e m s a n d filter n e w i n f o r m a t i o n 
u s i n g t h e i r p a r t i s a n lens. I n fact, i t prov ides for s imp l i f i ed dec is ions 
a n d i n f o r m a t i o n s h o r t - c u t s for vo ters w h e n faced w i t h a va r i e t y 
a n d comp lex e lec tora l i ssues . 

Class i d en t i f i c a t i on c a n also i n f luence voter choice . B u t l e r a n d 
S toke (1974:88) a rgue t h a t " . . . the i n d i v i d u a l , i d e n t i f y i n g w i t h a 
p a r t i c u l a r class, f o rms a pos i t i ve b o n d to the p a r t y w h i c h looks 
af ter the in t e r es t of the c lass. . . . " A c co rd ing to Robe r t son (1984) 
c lasses c a n become " c u l t u r a l c o m m u n i t i e s " whose m e m b e r s are 
b o t h consc i ous a n d l oya l to the c o m m u n i t y . W h e n a c lass reaches 
a level o f c u l t u r a l c o m m u n i t y , t h e n c lass becomes a n i m p o r t a n t 
factor i n voter choice. I n the T a n z a n i a n contex t , c lass is n o t a n 
i s sue . W i t h i t s e g a l i t a r i a n po l i c i e s , C C M a n d i t s p redecessors 
p r eached t h a t T a n z a n i a was a c lass less society . T a n z a n i a was 
presented as a c o u n t r y of w o r k e r s a n d peasants . Moreover , the 
w o r k e r s ' o r gan i za t i on , w h i c h is a n i m p o r t a n t i n s t r u m e n t i n r a i s i n g 
workers " consc iousness i n t o a c u l t u r a l c o m m u n i t y , was r educed to 
a pa r t y o rgan whose ma jor f u n c t i o n was to mobi l i ze w o r k e r s s u p p o r t 
for p a r t y pol ic ies . The pr i va te sector also was also s u b d u e d . Social 
cohes ion a n d ideo log ica l c o n f o r m i t y was emphas i zed . The a f f luent 
a n d poor were a l l a l l owed to be m e m b e r s of the r u l i n g pa r t y . These 
were d e l i b e r a t e moves b y t h e r u l i n g p a r t y t o o b f u s c a t e c l ass 
di f ferences, a n d t h u s r educe to a n u n i m p o r t a n t factor i n e lec tora l 
choices . . ..... . ..... ... , ... 
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I t is i m p o r t a n t , however , to note tha t there i s a g r o w i n g t endency 
for people to vote for mor e a f f luent people t h a n used to be the case 
u n d e r the s ing l e -par ty system.» Th i s is p a r t l y because l i be ra l i za t i on 
pol ic ies have w i d e n e d the gap between classes, a n d the r emova l of 
the r u l i n g par ty ' s l eadersh ip code has created more r o o m for afflraent 
people to use t h e i r e conomic resources to i n f l u e n c e the v o t i n g 
process. - j, 

Par ty i d en t i f i c a t i on , ideology, a n d class are n o t the o n l y c r i t i c a l 
factors i n d e t e r m i n i n g v o t i n g behav i our . The exper ience o f o the r 
p a r t s o f the w o r l d , p a r t i c u l a r l y Wes t e rn c oun t r i e s , shows t h a t even 
loyal pa r t y m e m b e r s somet imes vote for o ther par t i es (Norr is , 1997). 
Some people are able to s w i t c h the i r v o t ing f r o m t ime to t ime w i t h o u t 
g i v i ng u p t h e i r p a r t y i d e n t i f l c a t i o n . For examp l e , soc ia l g r o u p 
charac te r i s t i cs c a n exaggerate or overr ide t r a d i t i o n a l p a r t y loyal t ies 
b y m a k i n g peop le l o ya l or defect f r o m p a r t i s a n v o t i n g . I n t h i s 
s i t u a t i o n , e lec t ion ou t comes w o u l d l i k e l y be d e t e r m i n e d b y sho r t -
t e r m factors t h a t re in force p a r t y loya l t ies or cause defect ions. 

S h o r t - t e r a i fac tors - i n c l u d i n g p ress ing issues o f the day, qua l i t i e s 
of the cand ida te , c a n d i d a t e / p a r t y records - are c r i t i c a l var iab les i n 
e lect ions. I n fact, e l ec t ion campa i gns , a c t i ons o f cand ida t e s a n d 
the i r p a r t y d u r i n g e lec t ions are d i rec ted to mod i f y or c lar i f y these 
var iab les . T h i s is p a r t i c u l a r l y because t h a t sec t i on o f t h e e lectorate 
t h a t is i n f luenced b y these var iab les c an m a k e a b i g di f ference i n 
the e lectora l r e s u l t s a n d t h i s is p a r t i c u l a r l y t r u e w h e n y o u take the 
p a r t i s a n var iab l e as g iven. 

Press ing i ssues o f t h e day become i m p o r t a n t w h e n vo te rs care 
in tense ly a b o u t t h e m . I n fact, these p r o b l e m s p rov ide a bas is for 
c a m p a i g n agendas a n d po l i cy issues. T h i s is t r u e b o t h for n a t i o n a l 
a n d local campaigns . I t is i m p o r t a n t to note t h a t wh i l e p a r t y ideology 
is supposed to be the " rec ipe" for p a r t y mani fes toes a n d p r og rams , 
press ing issues of the day a n d the i r supposed so lu t i ons are expected 
to be the " f l avours . " I t i s the "rec ipe" w h i c h d i f f e rent ia tes one type 
of food f r o m the o ther , w h i l e " f l avours " d i f f e rent ia te tastes . I n o ther 
w o r d s , i t i s t h e d i f f e r e n c e i n i d e o l o g i c a l i n c l i n a t i o n t h a t 
f u n d a m e n t a l l y d i f f e rent ia tes one p a r t y c a m p a i g n f r o m ano the r . 
However, i n a s i t u a t i o n where the ideological i n c l i n a t i o n o f one pa r t y 
is n o t so d i f f e rent f r o m t h e o ther , the " f l a vours " p l ay a n i m p o r t a n t 

For " f l avours " (issues) to have an i m p a c t o n a n e lect ion, voters m u s t 
be i n f o r m e d a n d conce rned a b o u t t h e m . The cand ida t e ' s s t a n d o n 
the i ssue m u s t be c lear a n d voters m u s t co r r ec t l y perceive the 
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cand ida t e ' s p o s i t i o n . U n d e r s u c h c i r c u m s t a n c e s vo t e rs w i f l be 
capable o f se lec t ing the cand ida t e t h a t r epresents the i r v iew. I n 
areas whe r e cand ida t e s present clear i ssue a l t e rna t i v es , voters are 
l i ke l y to m a k e p o l i t i c a l i ssues a c r i t e r i o n for e lec tora l choice (Nie, 
et. ai, 1976) . 

Personal qual i t i es—exper ience , competency, hones ty a n d i n t e g r i t y -
are also i m p o r t a n t for a cand ida te , p a r t i c u l a r l y for a n i n c u m b e n t , 
to w i n a n e l e c t i on . I n d i v i d u a l s w h o d e m o n s t r a t e c ompe t ency , 
h o n e s t y a n d i n t e g r i t y a r e v o t e d i n y e a r a f t e r y e a r i n s o m e 
cons t i tuenc i e s . For example . A u g u s t i n e M r e m a was a s i gn i f i can t 
fac tor i n the 1995 p r e s i d e n t i a l e l ec t i ons because m a n y people 
c o m m e n d e d h i m for h i s a n t i - c o r r u p t i o n dr i ve whf l e he was the 
M i n i s t e r for H o m e A f f a i r s ( TEMCO, 1997 ) . I t i s i m p o r t a n t to 
emphas i ze t h a t for a cand idate ' s qua l i t i e s to p lay a n i n f l u e n t i a l 
ro le i n voter choices , t he qua l i t i e s need to be k n o w n to voters . 

The r e co rd of the i n c u m b e n t is a n i m p o r t a n t va r iab l e . A c c o r d i n g to 
F i o r i n a (1981 ) , v o t e r s c o n t i n u o u s l y assess t h e p e r f o r m a n c e o f 
p o l i t i c a l pa r t i e s , espec ia l ly the pres ident ' s a n d the i n c u m b e n t ' s 
pa r t y . F i o r i n a (1981) cafls t h i s " re trospect ive v o t i ng . " I n m o s t cases, 
voters take i n t o a c c o u n t a retrospect ive e va lua t i on of the i n c u m b e n t 
i n m a k i n g e lec tora l dec is ions . The r e p u t a t i o n or the image of the 
p a r t y c a n e i the r encourage or deter vo te rs f r o m v o t i n g for the 
i n c u m b e n t , or a cand ida t e o f a g iven p a r t y . The image o f the p a r t y , 
t h a t i s the a t t i t u d e o f people t o w a r d the pa r t y , c a n be v iewed as a 
s h o r t - t e r m factor . These a t t i t u d e s are u s u a l l y assoc iated w i t h the 
ab f l i t y of the p a r t y to manage the gove rnment , t h e economy, a n d to 
m a i n t a i n peace a n d order. The decl ine i n s u p p o r t for NCCR-Mageuz i 
as man i f e s t ed i n the 2 0 0 0 genera l e lect ions is a n i n d i c a t i o n o f the 
w o r s e n i n g of i t s p u b h c image s ince the 1995 e lect ions. I n the 2 0 0 0 
genera l e lect ions, NCCR-Mageuz i w o n o n l y a s ing le p a d i a m e n t a r y 
seat as opposed to s ix teen i n 1995. No single i n c u m b e n t M P was 
re-elected. Pers i s tent con f l i c ts w i t h i n NCCR-Mageuz i i n the pe r i od 
be tween the two genera l e lect ions t a r n i s h e d the par t y ' s image a n d 
r e p u t a t i o n . I t is i m p o r t a n t to no te t h a t p a r t y images affect t h e 
cand ida t e r u n n i n g u n d e r the p a r t y labe l a n d vice versa. The NCCR-
Mageuz i example is also a n i l l u s t r a t i o n of t h i s p o in t . 

Vot ing B e h a v i o u r i n T a n z a n i a : T h e S ing le Pa r t y E r a 
D u r i n g the s ing le p a r t y era, ideology or p a r t y i d en t i f i c a t i on were 
n o t e lec tora l i ssues because a l l c on t e s t an t s were f r o m the same 
p a r t y a n d they were u s i n g the same p a r t y man i f e s t o . Pe rsona l 
qua l i t i e s , the i n c u m b e n t ' s pe r f o rmance , a n d i ssues a t s take p layed 
a n i m p o r t a n t ro le i n voter choice. Two examples c a n i l l u s t r a t e where 
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vo te rs dec ided to choose a cand ida t e because s/he was s u p p o r t i n g 
a n issue t h a t was accepted by the ma jo r i t y o f voters i n t h a t p a r t i c u l a r 
c o n s t i t u ency . 

I n the 1985 e lect ions, the t h e n Secretary Genera l for the Women ' s 
N a t i o n a l O rgan i za t i on , Kate Kamba , los t h e r seat because of her 
s t a u n c h s u p p o r t for the deve l opment levy for a l l ( regardless o f 
g e n d e r ) . U n d e r h e r l e a d e r s h i p , t h e o r g a n i z a t i o n h e l d a 
d e m o n s t r a t i o n i n s u p p o r t o f t h a t po l i cy . He r c o n s t i t u e n c y was 
a m o n g the poores t i n the c o u n t r y a n d m o s t people were aga ins t 
w o m e n pa jang deve lopment levy, " i n the 1985 e lect ions, the p a r t y 
gave h e r a very w e a k o p p o n e n t — a W a r d Secre tary w h o was a 
s t a n d a r d 8 g r a d u a t e — w i t h the hope t h a t she w o u l d have a n easy 
r i de . However, she los t conv inc ing l y . 

J o h n Malece la also lost h i s seat i n D o d o m a m u n i c i p a l i n 1980 for 
i gno r ing t r a n s p o r t a t i o n issues w h e n he was a M in i s t e r for T ranspor t . 
People i n h i s c o n s t i t u e n c y c o m p l a i n e d a b o u t p o o r t r a n s p o r t , 
p a r t i c u l a r l y the c en t ra l ra i lway , b u t he den i ed there was a p r ob l em . 
W h e n the 1980 e lect ions came, people t ook h i m to t a sk a b o u t t h a t 
i s sue a n d he lost . One c o u l d also a rgue t h a t a m o n g the reasons 
t h a t caused H o n . Cleopa M s u y a to be defeated i n h i s ef forts to be 
n o m i n a t e d as CCM's p r e s i d en t i a l c and ida t e was h i s s t a t emen t i n 
t h e ear ly 1980s t h a t "everyone w i l l c a r r y h i s o w n luggage". 

Persona l qua l i t i e s - exper ience, competency , hones ty , a n d i n t e g r i t y 
- were also i m p o r t a n t for a cand ida t e , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n c u m b e n t s , to 
w i n a n e l e c t i o n . I n c e r t a i n c o n s t i t u e n c i e s i n d i v i d u a l s w h o 
d e m o n s t r a t e d competency , hones ty , a n d i n t e g r i t y were voted i n for 
years . "S i r " George K a h a m a . for example , h a s been a n MP f r o m the 
fir-st p a r l i a m e n t . A lso , Cleopa M s u y a , J a c k s o n M a k w e t a , a n d Col . 
A y u b u K i m b a u have been m e m b e r s of Pa r l i amen t for more t h a n 
twenty - f i ve years . I t is also i m p o r t a n t to no te t h a t d u r i n g t h i s t i m e 
m o s t m i n i s t e r s were re-elected. I t was ra re to see a m i n i s t e r loose a 
seat. ' •• "•• '•'•'M, * 

T h e pe r f o rmance of the i n c u m b e n t was also very i m p o r t a n t . For 
examp le . J i j i o f M b i n g a a n d P. Qor ro fa i led to w i n re-e lect ion i n 
1 9 7 5 a n d 1995 respect ive ly because of poor per fo rmance . Mos t 
MPs w h o were n o t v i s i t i n g t h e i r c o n s t i t u e n t s after be ing elected 
l o s t i n the nex t e lect ions. 

I t i s also i m p o r t a n t to note t h a t despi te o f a l l these factors the 
etiinicilij/home-boy factor p layed a n i m p o r t a n t r-ole i n e lect ions. I t 
w a s very d i f f i cu l t for people f r o m ou ts ide a c o n s t i t u e n c y to w i n a n 
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e lec t ion . W i t h the except ion o f few cons t i tuenc i e s - s u c h as L u d e w a 
a n d B u n d a - i t was very d i f f i cu l t for people c o m i n g f r o m a m i n o r i t y 
g r o u p i n the c ons t i t u ency to w i n e lect ions. T h u s , e t h n i c i t y was also 
a n i m p o r t a n t deter-minant . 

V o t i n g Behav i ou r under Mu l t i pa r ty Pa r ty Po l i t i c s 
U n l i k e the s ingle p a r t y era, p a r t y i d en t i f i c a t i on u n d e r m u l t i p a r t y 
po l i t i c s has become a n i m p o r t a n t factor i n d e t e r m i n i n g voter choice. 
P r e s s i n g i s s u e s o f t h e t i m e ( q u e s t i o n s o f p u b l i c p o l i c y ) , t h e 
pe r f o rmance of the i n c u m b e n t , a n d the pe r sona l i t y/ image of the 
cand ida t e a n d the p a r t y c o n t i n u e to p l ay i m p o r t a n t ro le i n v o t i n g 
dec is ions . 

The exper iences of the 1995 genera l e lec t ion a n d the 2 0 0 0 o p i n i o n 
po l l c onduc t ed by Research a n d E d u c a t i o n for Democracy (REDET) 
s h o w t h a t p e r s o n a l q u a l i t i e s a n d p a r t i s a n s h i p are t h e m o s t 
i n f l u e n t i a l factors i n voter choice , l o l l owed by the pe r f o rmance o f 
the i n c u m b e n t . R E D E T (2000) o p i n i o n po l l s , for example , shows 
t h a t cand ida te ' s pe rsona l q u a l i t y is the m o s t i m p o r t a n t factor t h a t 
d e t e r m i n e s voter choice i n p r e s i d e n t i a l e lec t ion: 39 .7 percent of 
r e sponden t s sa id t h a t they w o u l d vote on the bas is of persona) 
q u a l i t y as opposed to 33 .7 pe r cen t w h o sa id they w o u l d vote o n 
p a r t i s a n bas is , a n d 2 0 percent w h o sa id they w o u l d vote o n the 
bas is o f the pe r f o rmance of the i n c u m b e n t s . The r e s u l t s o f o p i n i o n 
po l l s a lso showed t h a t i n p a r l i a m e n t a r y e lec t ions , p a r t i s a n s h i p 
p l a y e d a n i m p o r t a n t r o l e i n v o t i n g . T h i s is b e c a u s e w h i l e i n 
p r e s i d e n t i a l e l e c t i o n s p e r s o n a l q u a l i t y i s i m p o r t a n t , i n t h e 
p a r l i a m e n t a r y e lect ions p a r t i s a n poh t i c s have l oomed h i g h p a r t l y 
because the la t te r are more in f luenced by local po l i t i cs t h a n n a t i o n a l 
po l i t i c s . I n those po l l s , 41 .4 pe rcen t o f r e sponden ts sa id they w o i r l d 
vote o n p a r t i s a n basis, 21 .1 percent o n personal qual i t i es , 14 percent 
o n the bas is of the pe r f o rmance of the i n c u m b e n t (REDET, 2000 ) . 
O n the bas i s o f the findings o f the 2 0 0 0 general e lect ions, one c an 
say t h a t these three factors c o n t i n u e d to l o om h i g h i n i n f l u e n c i n g 
voter choice. The r-esults shows t h a t 53 .3 percent of c ons t i tuenc i e s 
vo ted a l ong p a r t i s a n l ines , 27 .3 percent voted o n reasons o the r 
t h a n p a r t i s a n i n c l u d i n g the pe r f o rmance of the i n c u m b e n t s , a n d 
21 .3 percent voted o n per 'sonal qua l i t i e s . 

Personal qua l i t i e s of cand ida t e s f ea tured c lear ly i n b o t h the 1995 
a n d the 2 0 0 0 general e lect ions. B u n d a a n d K a r a t u cons t i tuenc i e s 
prov ide examples where t h i s character-istic- was pr-ominent. I n these 
cons t i tuenc i e s , the C C M hierar-chy d i d n o t n o m i n a t e cand ida t e s 
w h o w o n p a r t y p r i m a r i e s i n t h e i r respect ive cons t i tuenc i e s . I ns t ead 
the p a r t y selected cand ida t es pre f e r red by the top C C M l eadersh ip . 
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Those cand ida tes w h o w o n the p r i m a r i e s a n d were n o t n o m i n a t e d 
by C C M t h e n defected to o p p o s i t i o n pa r t i e s a n d b o t h w o n the 
p a r l i a m e n t a r y e l e c t i o n i n t h e i r r e spec t i v e c o n s t i t u e n c y . T h e 
i n t e r e s t i n g f ac t h e r e i s t h a t w h i l e these de f e c t o r s w o n , t h e i r 
col leagues i n p r es iden t i a l e lect ions lost. I n the p r e s iden t i a l e lect ion, 
the C C M cand ida t e got 5 8 . 1 percent , wh i l e NCCR-M received 4 0 . 1 
p e r c e n t , a n d C U F a n d U D P go t 0 .7 p e r c e n t e a c h i n K a r a t u 
c o n s t i t u e n c y . B u n d a c o n s t i t u e n c y e x p e r i e n c e d a s i m i l a r 
p h e n o m e n o n . The above examples show t h a t i f people i n these 
cons t i tuenc ies were v o t i n g o n p a r t y l ines , the p res iden t i a l cand ida te 
a n d the MP w o u l d have come f r o m the same pa r t y . 

The I r i n g a u r b a n c o n s t i t u e n c y also prov ides a case whe r e p e r sona l 
qua l i t i e s o f the cand ida t e p layed a s i gn i f i can t role i n i n f l u e n c i n g 
voter choice i n the 1995 e lect ions. I n t h i s c ons t i tu ency , N C C R - M 
w o n the p a r l i a m e n t a r y seat, w h i l e the C C M cand ida t e w o n i n the 
Dresidential e lect ion. However, i n t h i s case, the e t h n i c i t y factor m a y 
l ave also p layed a role. 

A n o t h e r e x a m p l e i s t h e N C C R - M p r e s i d e n t i a l c a n d i d a t e ' s 
p e r f o r m a n c e i n t h e 1 9 9 5 g ene ra l e l e c t i ons . A u g u s t i n e M r e m a 
became very p o p u l a r a m o n g voters because of h i s pe r sona l qua l i t i e s 
a n d pe r f o rmance . People i d en t i f i ed more w i t h w h a t he s tood for, 
a n d w h a t he d i d , t h a n h i s pa r t y . Th i s cou ld also exp la in the e lectoral 
s u p p o r t he received i n the 2 0 0 0 genera l e lect ions: w h e n he moved 
to TLP f r o m NCCR-Mageuz i , a s i gn i f i cant n u m b e r of NCCR-Mageuz i 
m e m b e r s also moved w i t h h i m to TLP. 

A f u r t h e r example c o u l d be d r a w n f r o m Zanz ibar , whe r e despi te 
pa r t y ident i f i ca t i on be ing the m o s t s igni f icant var iable i n d e t e r m i n i n g 
voter behav i our , the p e r sona l qua l i t i e s of a c and ida t e s t i l l p layed 
a n i m p o r t a n t role . I n the 1995 e lect ions, for example , w h i l e the 
C C M p a r l i a m e n t a r y cand ida t e s w o n i n Mlandege a n d M a k a d a r a 
cons t i tuenc i es , the C U F p r e s i d en t i a l c and ida t e defeated the C C M 
p r e s i d en t i a l c and ida t e i n these cons t i tuenc i es . 

A s i m i l a r p a t t e r n c an be detected f r o m the 2 0 0 0 genera l e lect ions. 
I n K a r a t u c ons t i tuency , for example , the pe rsona l qua l i t i e s of the 
c a n d i d a t e c o n t i n u e d t o p r e v a i l . W h i l e t h e C C M p r e s i d e n t i a l 
c a n d i d a t e got 74 .7 o f t h e votes , t h e C H A D E M A p a r l i a m e n t a r y 
cand ida t e emerged a w i n n e r b y de feat ing the C C M cand ida t e b y 
mor e t h a n 10 percent . I n the K i g a m b o n i c ons t i tu ency , the C U F 
cand ida t e w o n the p a r l i a m e n t a r y seat b y ge t t ing 4 6 pe r cen t as 
opposed to 43 .6 percent received by the C C M cand ida t e . I n the 
p res iden t i a l e lect ion the C C M cand ida te w o n by ge t t ing 55 .6 percent 
as opposed to 3 4 . 1 received b y the C U F cand ida t e . S i m i l a r l y , the 
C U F p a r l i a m e n t a r y cand ida t e i n B u k o b a u r b a n defeated the C C M 
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c a n d i d a t e b y a b o u t 6 .6 p e r c e n t ; w h i l e t h e C C M p r e s i d e n t i a l 
cand ida t e defeated t h e C U F cand ida t e b y mor e t h a n 2 0 percent . 
These are some of the examples where the pe r sona l qua l i t i e s o f the 
cand ida t e p layed a n i m p o r t a n t role i n i n f l u e n c i n g voter choice. 

A n i n - d e p t h ana l ys i s o f t h e 2 0 0 0 genera l e lect ions shows t h a t i n 3 
o u t the 3 6 r u r a l c ons t i tuenc i e s w h i c h were i n c l i n e d to n o n - p a r t i s a n 
v o t i n g , a s i gn i f i c an t n u m b e r of people l i k e l y vo ted for p e r s o n a l 
qua l i t i es of the cand idates r a the r t h a n other reasons. Th i s can p a r t l y 
be e x p l a i n e d b y c o m p a r i n g the p a r l i a m e n t a r y a n d p r e s i d e n t i a l 
r e su l t s i n those 3 6 cons t i tuenc i e s . One finds t h a t i n a l l - except 
those th ree c ons t i tuenc i e s - the p r e s i d en t i a l c and ida t e got mo r e 
votes t h a n the p a r l i a m e n t a r y cand ida t e of the same pa r t y . T h i s 
shows the p a r l i a m e n t a r y cand ida tes i n these cons t i tuenc i e s h a d 
w ide r acceptance t h a n the p r e s i d en t i a l cand ida t e . I n 29 o u t o f 109 
c o n s t i t u e n c i e s t h a t s h o w e d p a r t i s a n i n c l i n a t i o n , s t i l l t h e 
p a r l i a m e n t a r y c a n d i d a t e s s c o r e d r e l a t i v e l y h i g h e r t h a n t h e 
p r e s i d en t i a l c and ida t e o f same pa r t y . T h i s shows t h a t the re were a 
n u m b e r of people w h o voted o n the bas is of o ther qua l i t i es , i n c l u d i n g 
the pe r sona l qua l i t i e s o f cand ida tes . Tab le 1 shows some of the 
d i s t r i c t s where p a r t i s a n s h i p was n o t a s i gn i f i can t factor . 

Tab le 1: Non -Pa r t i s an Vo t ing i n t h e 2 0 0 0 G e n e r a l E l e c t i o n s 
C o n s t i t u e n c y P o l i t i c a l MP Vo te s P r e s i d e n t i a l 

P a r t y % cand ida t e % 

M s o m a U r b a n C C M 53 .5 67 .3 

TLP 42 .6 2 5 . 0 

Ta r i me v C C M 4 8 . 7 * 84 .0 Ta r i me v 
TLP 48 .7 9 .6 

U l ang a West C C M 57 .9 73 .4 U l ang a West 
TLP 40 .5 18.6 

Songea U r b a n C C M 46 .2 76 .5 Songea U r b a n 
TLP 38 .6 10.7 

Kyela C C M 52 .7 68 .8 Kyela 
TLP 42 .0 27 .5 

M w i b a r a C C M 49 .4 64 .9 

TLP 50 .6 28 .5 

M p a n d a C e n t r a l C C M 52.2 60 .6 M p a n d a C e n t r a l 
TLP 46 .2 29 .6 

K i goma S o u t h C C M 44 .8 65 .2 K i goma S o u t h 
NCCR 45 .7 -
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B i h a r a m u l o West C C M 54 .9 67 . 4 B i h a r a m u l o West 
C U F 4 5 . 1 21 .9 

Busega C C M 50 .9 6 4 . 5 Busega 

U D P 45 .7 25 .2 
* C C M cand ida t e w o n the e l ec t ion 

Pa r t i s ansh ip was the m o s t i n f l u e n t i a l factor i n the 2 0 0 0 genera l 
e lect ions as 53 .3 pe r cen t o f the cons t i tuenc i e s vo ted a l ong p a r t i s a n 
l i n e s . O u t o f 150 c o n s t i t u e n c i e s t h a t h e l d p r e s i d e n t i a l a n d 
p a r l i a m e n t a r y e lect ions i n t h a t year, 109 were i n c l i n e d to vote o n a 
p a r t i s a n bas is w h i l e 4 2 c ons t i tuenc i e s were i n c l i n e d to vote on 
r easons o t h e r t h a n p a r t i s a n s h i p . Tab l e 2 s h o w s some of t h e 
cons t i tuenc i e s t h a t vo ted o n p a r t i s a n bas is . 
Table 2 : P a r t i s a n V o t i n g i n the 2 0 0 0 G e n e r a l E l e c t i o n s 
C o n s t i t u e n c y P o l i t i c a l MP P r e s i d e n t i a l 

P a r t y Vo t e s % cand ida t e % 
Newala C C M 93 .8 93 .0 

U D P 0.8 0 .7 
Ka l ambo TLP 30 .5 29 .9 

C C M 66 .8 65 .9 
B u m b u h C U F 12.6 10.9 

C C M 87 .4 86 .3 
Tabo ra U r b a n C C M 59 .7 59 .0 

C U F 37 .0 37 .0 
Tanga U r b a n C C M 56 .8 58 .6 

C U F 34 .9 36 .6 
N jombe West TLP 7.5 2.9 

C C M 92 .5 92 .8 
Long ido C C M 95 .2 93 . 4 

TLP 4.8 3.8 
Mbeya r u r a l C C M 8 0 . 1 81 . 4 

TLP 16.1 14.6 
Mboz i East C C M 78 .7 79 .9 

TLP 19.2 13.0 
K i l ombero C C M 71.6 72 .0 

TLP 21 .3 12.8 
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I n some of the d i s t r i c t s , the percentage o f votes rece ived by the 
p r e s i d en t i a l a n d p a r l i a m e n t a r y cand ida t es of the same p a r t y was 
more or less s i m i l a r . I n K isarawe cons t i tuency , for example , the 
C C M p a r U a m e n t a r y a n d p r e s i d en t i a l cand ida t es got 67 .8 a n d 68 .2 
percent of the votes respect ive ly , w h i l e the C U F p r e s i d e n t i a l a n d 
p a r l i a m e n t a r y c a n d i d a t e s r e c e i v e d 2 7 . 7 a n d 2 8 . 6 p e r c e n t 
respect ive ly . I f we de f ine p a r t i s a n v o t i n g as o c c u r r i n g i n those 
cons t i tuenc i e s whe r e the di f ference be tween the pe r cen t received 
by p r e s i d en t i a l a n d p a r l i a m e n t a r y cand ida t es o f the same p a r t y 
was three pe rcen t a n d lower, 58 cons t i tuenc i e s - o r 3 8 . 7 p e r c e n t — 
o u t of 150 t h a t h e l d e lect ions i n 2000 i n the M a i n l a n d , w o u l d ex l i i b i t 
p a r t i s a n vo t ing . T h i s is a s i gn i f l can t n u m b e r . 

The above f i nd ings are also s u p p o r t e d by d a t a f r o m the 4" ' R E D E T 
op in i on po l l c onduc t ed after the 2000 general e lect ions. Respondents 
were asked a b o u t w h e t h e r they vo ted for c and ida t e s f r o m o the r 
p a r t i e s or f r o m t h e i r o w n pa r t i e s . M o s t r e s p o n d e n t s vo ted for 
cand ida tes be l ong ing to t h e i r pa r t y . Wh i l e for the U n i o n p r e s i d en t 
81 .5 % of r e sponden t s sa id they voted for a c and ida t e f r o m the i r 
o w n p a r t y , i n p a r l i a m e n t a r y e l e c t i o n s 7 5 . 9 % o f r e s p o n d e n t s 
i nd i c a t ed they vo ted for cand ida t e f r o m the i r o w n p a r t y (see Table 
5). 

T a b l e 5 : R e s p o n d e n t s ' P a r t y C h o i c e i n t h e 2 0 0 0 G e n e r a l 
E l e c t i o n s 

Elec t i on M y Par ty 
Cand ida t e 

Cand ida t e o f 
o the r Par ty 

D o n ' t k n o w / 
Refused to answer 

U n i o n Pres ident 8 1 . 5 % 1 1 . 1 % 7 . 8 % 
Pa r l i amen ta r y 7 5 . 9 % 1 6 . 1 % 8 . 0 % 

I n d i s a g g r e g a t i n g t h e d a t a b y d i s t r i c t s one f i n d s i n t e r e s t i n g 
v a r i a t i o n s . Responden t s i n 18 o u t o f 22 d i s t r i c t s vo ted for the 
p r e s iden t i a l c and ida t e s of the i r o w n p a r t y b y 7 5 % a n d above. I n 
four d i s t r i c t s ( A rusha U r b a n , Mbeya U r b a n , N j ombe a n d Nzega) 
m o r e t h a n 2 5 % o f t h e r e s p o n d e n t s v o t e d for t h e p r e s i d e n t i a l 
cand ida t e of o the r po l i t i c a l par t i es . Mos t s u r p r i s i n g was A r u s h a 
U r b a n d i s t r i c t , whe re on l y 2 2 . 5 % of the r e sponden t s vo ted for the 
cand ida t e of t h e i r o w n pa r t y . The o the r th ree d i s t r i c t s w i t h h i g h 
percentages o f c r o ss -pa r t y v o t i n g were Nzega, N jombe , a n d Mbeya 
where on l y 7 0 % , 5 7 % , a n d 6 2 . 5 % of the r e sponden t s respect ive ly 
voted for the cand ida t e of t h e i r o w n pa r t y . , 
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For p a r l i a m e n t a r y cand ida tes , r e sponden t s i n 14 o u t of 22 reg ions 
voted for the cand ida t e of t h e i r o w n p a r t y b y mor e t h a n 75 percent . 
I n the r e m a i n i n g 8 reg ions, the percentages o f r e sponden t s w h o 
voted for cand ida te of the i r o w n pa r t y was as fo l lows: A r u s h a 2 2 . 5 % , 
R u v u m a 4 7 . 5 % , M a r a 6 5 % , Tabo ra 7 2 . 5 % , K i l i m a n j a r o 6 7 . 5 % , D a r 
es S a l a a m 6 0 % , M b e y a a n d I r i n g a 5 7 . 5 % . T h i s s h o w s t h a t 
p a r t i s a n s h i p is a ma j o r factor i n T a n z a n i a ' s e lect ions. 

A n o t h e r i n t e r e s t i ng t h i n g to note is t h a t there is s i gn i f i cant v a r i a t i on 
i n percentage o f votes received by cand ida t e s o f o p p o s i t i o n par t i e s . 
T h e v a r i a t i o n i s m a i n l y b e cause e i t h e r t h e p a r t y t h a t h a s a 
p a r l i a m e n t a r y cand ida te i n a given c ons t i t u ency has no p res iden t i a l 
c a n d i d a t e or v ice versa . B u t i t s h o w s c l e a r l y t h a t m e m b e r s o f 
oppos i t i on pa r t i e s i n these cons t i tuenc i e s w o u l d r a t h e r vote for a n y 
o ther oppos i t i on par ty r a the r t h a n the r u l i n g pa r t y . I n Njombe West, 
for e x a m p l e , t h e r e we r e o n l y t w o c a n d i d a t e s (CCM a n d TLP) 
c on t e s t i ng for p a r h a m e n t a r y e lect ion. The C C M cand ida t e got 92 .5 
pe r c en t , w h i l e t h e TLP c a n d i d a t e rece ived 7.5 p e r c en t . I n t h e 
p r e s i d e n t i a l e l e c t i o n , t h r e e p r e s i d e n t i a l c a n d i d a t e s f r o m t h e 
o p p o s i t i o n c a m p t ook p a r t a n d shared the 7.2 pe rcen t (2829 votes) 
t h a t was received by TLP p a r l i a m e n t a r y cand ida t e . I n K i l ombe ro 
c ons t i tuency , the C C M p a r l i a m e n t a r y a n d p r e s i d e n t i a l cand ida t es 
got 71 .6 a n d 72 .0 respect ive ly , w h i l e the o p p o s i t i o n par t i es sha red 
28 .3 pe r cen t for t h e i r p a r l i a m e n t a r y cand ida t e a n d 28 .0 pe rcen t 
for t h e i r p r e s i d e n t i a l cand ida tes . 

I f we c o m p a r e u r b a n a n d r u r a l dwe l l e r s , 8 0 p e r c e n t o f u r b a n 
const i tuenc ies showed i n c l i n a t i o n t oward p a r t i s a n vo t ing as opposed 
to 71 .2 pe r cen t o f r u r a l cons t i tuenc i es . The 2 0 0 0 e lec t ion r e su l t s 
also shows t h a t 2 0 percent of u r b a n c ons t i tuenc i e s w h i c h i n c l u d e 
K i gambon i , M o s h i , M u s o m a , M t w a r a , Songea, a n d Sh inyanga voted 
for reasons o ther t h a n p a r t i s a n s h i p . I n some of these cons t i tuenc i es 
s u c h as K i g a m b o n i , M t w a r a , Songea , a n d M o s h i , t h e C C M 
p a r l i a m e n t a r y cand ida t es were n o t pre fe r red by a large sec t ion o f 
voters e i ther because o f the cand ida te ' s i ncompe tence or p e r sona l 
quaUt ies (TEMCO. 2000 ) . I n the r u r a l areas, 28 .8 percent o f the 
c o n s t i t u e n c i e s vo t ed for r easons o t h e r t h a n p a r t i s a n s h i p . I t i s 
i m p o r t a n t to no te t h a t the di f ference i n p a r t i s a n v o t i n g be tween 
u r b a n a n d r u r a l dwe l l e rs is negl ig ib le . 

Surveys done by R E D E T show t h a t the level of c iv ic competence o f 
T a n z a n i a n s i s very low. Mos t T a n z a n i a n s e x h i b i t a l ow level o f 
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p o l i t i c a l i n f o r m a t i o n , know ledge , a n d ideo log ica l s o p h i s t i c a t i o n . 
U n d e r s u c h a s i t u a t i o n , a t t a c h m e n t to a po l i t i c a l p a r t y is h i g h l y 
expected (Campbe l l et. al. 1960; B u t l e r & Stoke, 1969). 

The home-boy (e thnic i ty ) factor seemed to be a n i m p o r t a n t factor 
i n p r e s i d e n t i a l e l ec t ions . A h p r e s i d e n t i a l c and ida t e s w i t h - the 
except i on of C U F p r e s i d en t i a l c and ida t e - got the h i ghes t score i n 
the zones of t h e i r b i r t h . Pres ident M k a p a of C C M got 87 .0 percent 
i n s o u t h e r n zone c ompar ed to 15.3 pe r cen t for A u g u s t i n o M r e m a 
of TLP, a n d 12.3 percent for J o h n Cheyo of UDP. For Prof. I b r a h i m 
L i p u m b a , the C U F pres iden t ia l cand ida te , h i s h o m e zone feh second 
to the coas ta l zone i n t e r m s o f scores. In t e r es t ing l y , a l l p r e s i d en t i a l 
cand ida t e s - w i t h the except i on of C U F p r e s i d en t i a l c and ida t e - got 
more votes i n t h e i r h o m e d i s t r i c t s t h a n p r e s i d en t i a l cand ida t es of 
o the r par t i e s . M k a p a got mo r e votes i n Masas i , h i s h o m e d i s t r i c t , 
t h a n the o ther p res iden t ia l cand idates . S im i l a r l y , Cheyo a n d M r e m a 
received more votes i n B a r i a d i a n d M o s h i R u r a l d i s t r i c t s respect ively 
t h a t t h a n the o the r p r e s i d en t i a l cand ida t es . 

The rehg ious factor c a n p a r t l y e xp l a in the C U F p r es iden t i a l e lec t ion 
r esu l t s . A c co rd ing to a survey c onduc t ed b y R E D E T a m o n t h before 
the 2 0 0 0 genera l e lect ions, 76 .4 pe rcen t o f the r e sponden t s w h o 
p r e f e r r e d t h e C U F p r e s i d e n t i a l c a n d i d a t e w e r e M u s l i m . T h e 
r e sponden t s ' p a r t y preferences for m e m b e r s of p a r h a m e n t show 
s i m i l a r p a t t e r n : 80 .6 percent of the r e sponden t s w h o pre ferred C U F 
p a r l i a m e n t a r y c a n d i d a t e s w e r e M u s l i m s . I t i s n o t , t h e r e f o r e , 
s u r p r i s i n g to And t h a t the h i ghes t score for the C U F p r es iden t i a l 
c and ida t e was f r o m the coas ta l zone, w h i c h is p r e d o m i n a n t l y a 
M u s l i m area. T h i s shows t h a t the r e l i g i ous factor was re la t i ve ly 
s t ronger t h a n the e thn i c i t y factor for the C U F pres ident ia l candidate . 

C o n c l u s i o n r-
The p reced ing d i s cuss i on shows t h a t voter choices a n d e lectoral 
dec is ions i n Tanzan ia are large ly i n f l uenced by p a r t y a f f i l i a t i on a n d 
pe rsona l qua l i t i e s . The pe r f o rmance o f the i n c u m b e n t is also a n 
i m p o r t a n t fn Lor i n i n f i u e n c i n g voter choice. O the r factors s u c h as 
issues of t l i e day, r e l i g i on , ideology a n d e t h n i c i t y are secondary . 

Notes 
1. M a n y cand ida t es gave o u t s u b s t a n t i a l a m o u n t s of money i n 

o rder to w i n p a r t y n o m i n a t i o n s a n d e lect ions. W h a t is yet to 
be d e t e r m i n e d is w h e t h e r m o n e y in f luences voter choices 
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L. J. Ndumbaro 

because some v o t e r s c a n t a k e t h e m o n e y a n d vote for 
somebody else a n d ye t o thers w o u l d have voted for t h e i r 
p a r t y cand ida t e regard less of the m o n e y offered. 
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Imperatives for Export Development in Tanzan ia 

Longinus Rutasitara' 

I n t r o d u c t i o n 
I n t h e p a s t t w o decades , m o s t c o u n t r i e s i n A f r i c a ( i n c l u d i n g 
Tanzania ) have recorded poor expor t per formance , w i t h u n s u s t a i n e d 
i m p r o v e m e n t s i n n o n - t r a d i t i o n a l expor t s f o l l ow ing m a c r o e c o n o m i c 
r e f o r m s a n d rea l exchange r a t e d ep r e c i a t i on i n t h e 1980s . The 
c o u n t r i e s are s t r u g g l i n g to r e ga in lost g r o u n d i n the m a r k e t s o f 
t h e i r t r a d i t i o n a l exports , at the same t ime as they a t t e m p t to diversi fy 
i n t o l a b o u r - i n t e n s i v e , n o n - t r a d i t i o n a l e x p o r t s , i n c l u d i n g 
m a n u f a c t u r e s . Tab l e 1 i n d i c a t e s the l o w s h a r e o f A f r i c a ( and 
Tanzan ia ) i n the w o r l d t o t a l for expor t s i n t e r m s o f va lue ( l a ) , a n d 
r ea l g r o w t h o f expor ts ( l b ) . . .,,.;4i> 

Tab le 1. Va lue a n d S h a r e s of E x p o r t s and R e a l E x p o r t G r o w t h 
R a t e s 

(a) Va lue a n d s h a r e s of expor t s i n 
wor ld t o t a l (mi l l i on U S $ and %) 

b) R e a l expor t 
g rowth 

Tanzan ia Years 1980 1990 1995 1999 2 0 0 0 1985-89 1990-94 1995-99 Tanzan ia 

M i l l i o n s US $ - 3 3 1 6 8 2 543 663 4.7 12.1 2.9 

% of w o r l d t o t a l - 0 .01 0 .01 0 .01 0.01 

A f r i ca 4.6 2.3 1.6 1.6 -

Sub -

Sahara 

A f r i ca 

2.5 

1.2 0.9 0.9 -
3.5 2.3 5.2 

S o u r c e s : (a) T a n z a n i a - U n i t e d Na t i ons Conference o n T rade a n d 
D e v e l o p m e n t (UNCTADj Handbook of Statistics online 
http://www.unctad.org/en/pub/ps/tdstatd26.en.htm): 
Africa - UNCTAD (2001:27 ) . , ; 
(b) W o r l d B a n k d a t a . . : 

Tab l e 2 shows t h a t the s t r u c t u r e of Tanzan ia ' s e x p o r t s i s s t i l l 
charac t e r i s ed by a h i g h c o n c e n t r a t i o n o n a few p r i m a r y p r o d u c t s . 

* D e p a r t m e n t o f Economics , U n i v e r s i t y of Da r es Sa l aam, 
ru t l on@udsm.ac . t z ; ru t l on@yahoo . c om . . . • 
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